September 2, 1997

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington D C. 20558

Subject Byron Nuclear Power Station. Units 1 and 2
Facility Operating Licenses NPF-37 and NPF-66
NRC Docket Nos. 50-454 and 50-455%

Braidwood Nuclear Power Station. Units 1 and 2
Facility Operating Licenses NPF-72 and NPF-77
NRC Docket Nos. 50-456 and 50-457

Response to Request for Additional Information

References (1) R Assa (NRC)to I Johnson (Commonwealth Edison) letter dated

August 5. 1997

(. Stanley and K. Graesser (Commonwealth Edison) to NR(

letter dated December 13, 1996

I'he purpose of this letter is to transmit the Commonwealth Edison (ComEd) response to

the NRC's request for additional information (RAl) The response to the RAI questions

ar¢ contained in Attachment | A hist of Reference (2) pages aftected by this R Al

[€Sponse is proy ided in Attac“.ment 2

I'he RAI contains questions and comments stemming from the NRC’s partial review of a

ComkEd request (Reference (2)) to amend the Current Technica Specifications (CTS) for
Byron Units 1 and 2 and Braidwood Units | and 2 The amendments were re juested in

order to adopt the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) of NUREG -1431 Revisior
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Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC RAI Number NRC lssued Date RAI Status
1.0-01 8397 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Description of Issue

1 0-01 DOC-AL9

CTS 1.0 - Definttion for Shutdown Margin

I'he definition in the CTS has been revised to confurm 1o the definition in the STS. Howevet there are two markup errors ir

the CTS. The CTS markup does not contain “With any RCCA not capable of being fully inserted. the reactivity worth of

the RCCA must be accounted for in the determination of SDM: and"” which is contained in the ITS. Also the definitior

markup does not reference DOC A 19, which justifies this change. The only reference to DOC A19 appears on CTS pages
y

i/'4 1-]1 and 3/4 1-3. These pages follow the IS 1.0 markup pages Comment: Revise the submittal to correct these
g ' .

markup errors
ComEd Response to Issue

Revised the I'TS submitial to correct the Hu\"\u;‘ CIrrors The CTS mark ups were revised to add the missing text "With ar
RCCA not capable of being fully inserted, the reactivity worth of the RCCA must be accounted for in the determination of

SDM; and." In addition, CTS DOX

1 O-A19 was added 10 the CTS markups for the definition of Shutdown Margin

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAIT Status

1.0-02 8/5/97 Open - NRC Action Required

NRC Description of Issue
1.0-02 JFD-P2

ITS1.21 ogical Connectors, Examples ¥, and P

ITS 1.3 Completion Times, Examples 1.3-1 through 7

ITS 1.4 Frequency, Examples 1.4-1 through | .4
l'tles have been added to these examples. The examples in the STS do not contain titles. These changes have beet
categorized as plant specitic changes. Comment: These changes have been categorized incorrectly. These changes are

generic. These are not justifiable plant specitic or editonial differences
ComEd Response to Issue

rRevised the ITS submittal to omit the titles: ITS and NUREG were revised to delete the titles from the examples in Sections

l.3,and | 4




Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC RAI Number  NRC Issued Dute RAI Status
' 1.0-0% /597 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Desciption of Issue
1003 DOC M2 and DOC A12
IFD 9
TSTH-88

CTS Table 1.2 Note **
ITS Table 1.1-1 Notes (b) and (¢)
STS Table 1.1+1 Notes (b) and (¢)

The CTS note  roposed to be changed by specifying that the “required” bolts be tensioned instead of “all" the bolts as
imolied by the CTS and specified in the STS. 'his change and difference is based on TSTF-88 which has not heen
approved by the NRC. Comment: Revise the submittal to adopt the STS wording of Notes (b) and (¢) which is consistent
with CTS requiraments.

Co.2Ed Response to lssue

No change. The NRC, Owner's Group Chairpersons, and utility management are scheduling a meeting 1o discuss generic
issues (1.e., TSTFs) that involve changes 10 the Improved Technical Specifications (1TS). The main focus of this meeting is
1o discuss a schedule for reviewing the TSTFs, who is reviewing the TSTFs, and what direction is 1o be provided to utilities
which have submitted ITS and have taken credit for the TSTFs that have not yet been approved. Therefore, the status of
this RAL is pending resolution of these issues.

NRC RAIY e NRC Issued Date RAI Stutus
1.0-04 85497 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Descriptic  of lssee

1.0-04 Al
IFDs C3 and PS Section $ 0 JFD CO
STS Markup insert 1.1-5A IS 566 PTLR
ITS Definition of PTLR

TSTF-4, Revision |

TSTF-4 proposed placing the PORV lift settings in the PTLR, modifying the PTLR def.nition to indicate this, and removing
the reference to specifications 3.4.3 and 3.4.12 from the PTLR definition. TSTF-4 rejected by NRC on 1072896 In
addition, JFD PS states that the LTOP snable temperature, which was added to the PTLR definition by TSTF-4, is not
included in the ITS definition of PTLR. Comment: Revise the submittal 1o adopt the STS definition of PTLR; delete JFDs
C3 and PS. Note, DOC A13's statement that the proposed PTLR definition is consistent with the STS is incorrect because
the definition is based on TSTF-4. Finallv, Sect'un .0 JFD C9 should be deleted and ITS $.6.6 revised to match the STS

ComEd Response to Issue

By letter dated May 21, 1997, a revision to the Byron and Braidwood CTS was requested to relocate the Pressure and
Temperature Limits in accordance with Generic Letter %6-03. At the time of the ITS Revision A submittal, the proposed
change to CTS had not yet been submitted. Therefore, the proposed CTS License Amendment Request was incorporated
into ITS.



Respoise to NI'C RAI Report

NRC RAI Number NRCO Issued Date RAI Status

NRC Description of Issue
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Response to NRC RAI Report 02-8ep-97

Calibration, COT, »3d TADOT T8TF.64 replaces the CTS and ST wording diwdbin; the components that must be
tested in each channel  TSTF 64 has not yet been approved by the NRC. Comment: Revise the submittal to adopt the STS
waording for this part the definitions for Channel Calibration. COT, and TADOT if TSTF-64 s rejected by the NRC.

v DOC Ad and JFD C2 are based on TSTF-19 which revises the STS definition of Channel Calibration TSTF-19 proposes
1o remove language describing how to perform a Channel Calibration for RTDs and thermocouples follow ing replacement
of & sensing element. The NRC approved TSTF- 19 with modifications, NRC received TSTF-19, Revision 1, on April 7,
1997, but have not yet approved it Comment: Revise the submittal to adopt the $T§ wording for this part the definition for
Channe: Calibration if TSTF-19, Rev. |, is rejected by the NRC. Note: Adopting the language added by DOC A4 would be
acceptable because the CTS definition currently does not specifically address calibration of RTDs and themocouples

ComEd Response to Issue

No change. In a meeting between the NRC und the NEI Technica' Specifications Task Force (TSTF) on April 17, 1997, the
NRC described problems that had been found with the ISTS definitions of Channel Calibration, Channel Operational Test
(COT), Trip Acturating Device Operational Test (TADOT), and related definitions. Based on the NRC's suggestions, the
BWROG developed revised definitions of these terms (BWROG-38). The NEI TSTF has reviewed this Traveler and agreed
(0 the proposed changes. The traveler is currently under review by the individual Owner's Groups. Therefore, the status of
this RAL is pending resolition of the traveler and review by the NRC.

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
1.0-06 8597 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Description of Issue
1 006 ITS 1.4 Frequency examples | 4.3 and | 44
W74
JFDCIo

8 WOG-74 changes "were” of vhe STS to “was” in example 1 4.3, the use of “were" in the STS is an intentional use of the
subjunctive mood. Comment: Adopt the STS verb form

b WOG-74 adds a fourth example 1o illustrate the use of a surveillance note that says, "Only required to be performed in
Mode | This is in contrast to the note that says, "Only required to be met in Mode 1." which is addressed in example | 4-
1. Comment: List all occurrences of this note in the ITS, and explain why the Bases explanation in each case is inadequate
for understanding how the note modifies the Frequency  In addition, the proposed example fails 1o state the time limit for
performing (and meeting) the surveillance following entry into Mode | (this would be the Completion Time of the
applicable Required Action) NRC acceptance of this example would require prior owners group and TSTF approval of a
corresponding generic change 1o all five STS NUREGs. Recommend withdrawal of example | 4-4.

Combd Response to lssue

ltem a; TS and NUREG were revised to adopt the word “were” in Section | 4, Frequency Examples 1 4-3 and 1 4.4 ltem
b No change. WOG-74 adds a fourth example (Example |1 4-4) to illustrate the use of a Surveillance Requirement (SR)
Note that states "Only required to be performed in MODE 1" As the example states, the assumed Applicability of the
associated LCO is MODE 1, 2, or 3. As the example also states "Should the 7 day interval be exceeded while operation is
not in MODE 1, this Note allows entry into and operation in MODES 2 and 3 1o perform the Surveillance " Therefore, the
time limit for performing the SR is prior to (not following) entry into MODE | In Example 1 4-3, if the SR were not
performed within the “specified Frequency” (plus the extension allowed by SR 3.0.2), the use of "Not required to be
performed. " permits entry into the specified condition in the Note for a specified time stated in the Note to perform the
SR. In contrast, in Example 1 4-4, if the SR were not performed within the “specified Frequency” (plus the extension
allowed by SR 3.0.2), the use of "Only required to be performed.. " prohibits entry into the specified condition in the Note
until the SR were performed. This kind of Note appears in the following ITSSRs: 3122, 3313, 34351,3411.1 Note 2,
J4112,34140,34062, 38518 3541,3542.371 1, and372.1 Example | 4-4 was added 10 avoid Operator
confusion and a potential SR 3.0.4 or SR 3.0.3 violation. ComkEd continues to pursue this change



Response to NRC RAI Report

NHC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
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Response to NRU RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
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NRC Description of Issue
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Response to NRC RAI Report

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status

N

NRC Description of Issue

Combd Response 1o Issue

NROC RAI Number NRC tssued Datg RAI Status
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NRC Description of Issue

o ihe

Com¥d Response to Issue

NRCO RAL Number NRC Issued Date

NRC Description of Issue

ComEd Response to lssue




Response to NRC RAI Report

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAT Status
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Response to NRC RAI Report

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
3.1.3:01 8597 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Description of lssue

31301 JFD-BP6
Bases discussion for ITS SR 3.1.3.2, page B 3 123

The discussion about the 300 ppm surveillance limit for the MTC has not been adopted The reason given for this
difference is that the discussion is at a level of detail not actually in the SR This material is relevant to understanding the
development of the 300 ppm MTC Surveillance limit. Comment. This is not a justifiable plant specific or editorial
difference from the TS Revise the submittal to adopt the STS discussion

ComEd Response to Issue

ITS and NUREG were revised 1o include in the Surveillance Requirements Section of the Bases for 118 LCO 313
“Because the RTP MTC value will gradually become more negative with further core depleticin and boron concentration
feduction, a 300 ppm SR value of MTC should necessarily be less negative than the EOL LCO limit. The 300 ppm SR
value is sufficiently less negative than the EOL LCO limit value to ensure that the LCO limit will be met when the 300 ppm
Surveillance criterion is met." As a result, Bases JFD 3.).P6 was changed to “Not used "

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Dute RAI Status
31.4.01 8597 Open - ComEd Action Required
NRC Description of lssue

311401 DOC-A6
wDP
ITS 3.1.4, Required Action B
CTS 313161
STS 315, Required Action B. 1

The CTS and STS contain the required action 1o restore rod alignment. The ITS deletes this action, since complying with
the LCO is always an option. Approved.
Comment. Provide a TSTF change request for this change

ComEd Response to Issue

ComEd will submit a traveler at the next Westinghouse Owner's Group (WOG) ITS meeting scheduled for November 19
and 20, 1997 to propose the Byron and Braidwood plant specific change to the WOG. In the interim, ComEd continues to
pursue this change.




Response to NRC RAI Report
NRC RAINumber  NRC lssued Date RAL Status

31402 8597 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Description of Issue

31402 DOC-LA®
WFDC10
ITSSR3 141
CTSSR413.11
STSSR3151

The CTS and STS have an “creased SR frequency to verify rod alignment when the rod position deviation monitor is
inoperable. This change has been submitted in TSTF traveller 110. TSTF-110 final disposition is pending, and has been
recommended for rejection.

Comment: Retain increased SR frequency when the rod position deviation monitor is inoperable

ComEd Response to Issue

No change  TSTF-110 Revision | relocates conditional Surveillance Requirements (SRs) for functions with inoperable
alarms from the Technical Specifications (TSs) to plant procedures or programs. The TSTF justifies this by stating that the
alarms do not directly relate to the LCC limits. Inoperable alarms do not affect the operability of the TS function. This
Justification was used and accepted by the Staff during the development of the BWR NUREGs to allow relocation of the
alarm furctions from the BWR Te chnical Specifications to plant procedures. This justification was accepted by the Staff
prior to the issuance of Revision 0 of the NUREGs. Typically these alarms are monitoring parameters which must be
verified met on a specified Frequency (¢ g, 12 hours) The basis for this Frequency is justified due to the operability of the
alarm function. Whenever this alarm function becomes inoperable, a more frequent SR Frequency interval is performed on
the parameter (e 4 hours) This Frequency continues until the alarm function is restored to operable status. Relocating
this detail to plant procedures or programs would not impact the safety significance of the TS requirement since the
parameter being monitored is presumed to be operable whenever the alarm becomes inoperable. The inoperable alurm
function does not impact operability of the monitored parameter. In addition, other ITS SR Frequencies are stated in the
ITS Bases 10 be based on associated alarms or indicatic =3 which are assumed to be operable or available. (e.g., The Actions
Section of the Bases for ITS LCO 3.2.4 for Required Action A 2 states “A 12 hour Completion Time is sufficient because
any additional change in QPTR should be relatively slow. Further, this Completion Time is consistent with the Frequency
required for the Surveillances with an inoperable alarm or instrumentation.” The Surveillance Requirements Section of the
Bases for TS LCO 3 8.1 discussing SR 3.8.1.4 states "The 31 day Frequency is adequate to assure that & sufficient supply
of fuel oil is available, since low level alarms are provided and facility operators would be aware of any large uses of fuel
oil during this period " The Surveillance Requirements Section of the Bases for ITS LCO 3.9 5 discussing SR 3.9 5.1 states
“The Frequency of 12 hours is sufficient, considering the flow, temperature, pump control, and alarm indications available
to the operator in the control room for monitoring the RHR System " The Surveillance Requirements Section of the Bases
for ITS LCO 3.9.6 discussing SR 3 9.6.1 states “The Frequency of 12 hours is sufficient, considering the flow, temperature,
pump control, and alarm indications available to the operator for monitoring the RHR System ) These alarms/indications
are not specified in the TSs but typically require additional actions within plant procedures to account for the
alarm/indication not being available  Typically alarm response procedures provide guidance for any necessary actions
whenever alarms are inoperable. Placing this detail in these procedures ensures that the operator has sufficient guidance to
respond 10 the inoperable alari: unction and to perform the necessary conditional SRs. (See RAls 3.1 6-05 and 3.2 3-04)
ComEd continues to pursue this change




Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC BRAL Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
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Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC BAI Number NRC lssued Date RAI Status
» { C Action R

NRC Description of Issue
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Combd Response to Issue
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Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC RAI Number NRCO Issued Date RAI Status

H-l) »

NRC Description of Issue

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date

X

NRC Description of Issue




Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-99

NRC RAI Number NBRC Issued Date RAI Statuy
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NRC Description of Issue
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Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
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Response to NRC RAI Report 02-8ep-97

NRC RAI Number  NRC lssued Date RAT Status
3.1.6:06 8597 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Description of Issue

31606 JFD-PI
ITSSR 3163
STSSR3173

ITS SR 3.1 6.3 has been editorially rewritten.

Comment: These are not justifiable plant specific or editorial differences from the STS. The §TS presentation is ¢lear
Revise the submittal to adopt the STS presentation

ComEd Response to Issue

No change. The change was for consistency in parallel construction within the LCO, the Required Actions, and the other
two SRs. The LCO states “{Each control bank ) shall be within the {insertion, sequence, and overlap) limits specified in the
COLR." The Required Actions and the SRs were cunstructed similarly (e, "Verify (..} is within the {...) limits specified
in the COLR."). Required Acitons A 1.1 and B.1. | state "Verify {SDM] is within the limits specified in the COLR " SR
31161 states "Verify {estimated critical control bank position) is within the limits specified in the COLR * SR 3.1.6.2
states "Verify {each control bank | is within the {insertion) limits specified in the COLR “ Likewise, SR 3.1.6.3 states
“Verify {each control bank not fully withdrawn from the core) is within the {sequence and overlap) limits specified in the
COLR."™  This change has been previe sly approved by the NRC as documented in the Ginna and Vogtle Safety
Evaluation Reports. ComEd continues to pursue this change

NRC KAl Number NRC Issued Dute RAT Status
3.1.7-01 8/5/97 Open - NRC Action Required
NRC Description of lssue

11701 DOCLII
DOC-1.4
JFD-C13
JFD-P10
183,17
CT83.132

STS 118

CTS 3.1.3.2 contair, provisions for one Digital Rod Position Indication (DRPI) per bank inoperable. The STS relaxes this
requirement by a".owing one DRPI per group inoperable. The ITS attempts to takes this a step further and allow all DRPI to
be inoperable for up to 24 hours, by rewording the ACTIONS NOTE, and replacing CONDITION B. DOCs L4 and L 11 do
not adequately or accurately address these changes. Justification for these changes is based upon WOG-73, which has not
been approved through the TSTF process. These changes are not consistent vith NUREG-14131 as stated. Comment:
Revise the submittal 10 adopt the STS wording. Revise the CTS m.rkup to sho. *e entire proposed change.

ComEd Response 1o Issue

No change. The NRC, Owner's Group Chairpersons, and utility management a ‘¢ scheduling a meeting ‘o discuss generic
issues (1.e., TSTFs) that involve changes to the lmproved Technical Specificatio v (ITS). The main foc  of this meeting is
10 discuss a schedule for reviewing the TSTFs, who is reviewing the TSTFs, and what direction is to be provided to utilities
which have submitted ITS and have taken credit for the TSTFs that have not yet been approved. Therefore, the status of
this RAI is pending resolution of these issues.

16



Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRCO RAI Number NRCO Issued Date RAI Status
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Response to NRC RAI Report

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status

NRC Description of Issue
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Response to NRC RAI Report

NRC RAI Number  NRC Issued Date RAT Status
32,108 8597 Open - NRC Action Required

NRC Description of Issue
12103 JFD PO
ITS 3.2.1 Condition A Note
Bases discussion tor 178 3.2 1 Actions, page B 3.2-15, insert B 3.2-15A

A note has been added to Condition A of ITS 3.2 1B and associated Bases that stipulates that Required Action A 4 must be
completed whenever Condition A is entered  Comment: This proposed NOTE is redandant to the Completion Time for
Roquired Action A 4, and is unnecessary

ComEd Response to Issue

ITS and NURLG LCO 3.2.1 and Bases, and CTS Markups. were revised 1o delete the Note that was added in Revision A of
the ITS submittal. As & result, LCO JFD 3.2-P9 and Bases JFD 3 2-P9 were revised to delete the first sentence which states
“NUREG Condition A of LCO 3.2 1B and associated Bases were revised 1o add a note requiring that Required Action A 4
be completed whenever Condition A is entered even though the requirements of the LCO may have been met *

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
32201 8597 Open - ComEd Action Required
NRC Description of Issue

322:01 JFDPS
IT§322
§TS 322

ITS deletes Required Action to restore Hot Channel Factor to within limits
Comment: Submit TSTF request to adopt change

ComEd Response (0 Issue

ComEd will submit a traveler at the next Westinghouse Owner's Group (WOG) ITS meeting scheduled for November 19
and 20, 1997 1o propose the Byron and Braidwood plant specific change to the WOG . In the interim, ComEd continues to
pursue this change.




Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Stutus
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NRC Description of fssue
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Response to NRC RAI Report

NRC RAL Number NRC Issued Date RAT Stitus
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77777 Response to NRC RAI Report 028ep9?

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
12304 8597 Open - ComEd Action Required

NRC Description of Issue

312304 DOC LAG
FD C9
IFDCI
ITSSR 32132
CTSSR4214
SISSRI232&SR3213

ITS combines details of STSSR 3232 & SR 3233 into one SR 3.2.3.2. Some STS details are removed from the 1T$
These changes are based upon TSTF-110

Comments: TSTF-110 has not been approved and is recommended for rejection. TSTF-24 has been rejected. Retain STS
detail in ITS

ComEd Response to lssue

Regarding TSTF-24. TSTF.24 was withdrawn from the IS submittal. Action ltem #31 of the generic traveler tracking
system used by the Westinghouse Owner's Group (WOG) revises NUREG LCO 3.2.1 1o correct errors and to reflect the
majority of the core monitoring methodology used by Westinghouse plants. WOG members have reviewed this traveler and
agreed (o the proposed changes. The traveler is currently under review by the other Owner's Groups (OGs). Therefore, the
status of this RAI is pending review by the OGs. Regarding TSTF-110: No change. TSTF-110 Revision | relocates
conditional Surveillance Requirements (SRs) for functions with inoperable alarms from the Technical Specifications (TSs)
1o plant procedures or programs. The TSTF justifies this by stating that the alarns do not directly relate to the LCO limits.
Inoperable alarms do not affect the operability of the TS function. This justification was used and accepted by the Staff
during the development of the BWR NUREGs to allow relocation of the alarm functions from the BWR Technical
Specifications to plant procedures. This justification was accepted by the Staff prior 10 the issuance of Revision 0 of the
NUREGs. Typically these alarms are monitoring parameters which must be verified met on a specified Frequency (e g., 12
hours). The basis for this Frequency is justified due to the operability of the alarm function. Whenever this alarm function
becomes inoperable, a more frequent SR Frequency interval is performed on the parameter (e g, 4 hours). This Frequency
continues until the alarm function is restored to operable status. Relocating this detail 1o plant procedures or programs
would not impact the safety significance of the TS requirement since the parameter being monitored is presumed to be
operabie whenever the alarm becomes inoperable  The inoperable alarm function does not impact operability of the
monitored parameter  in addition, other ITS SR Frequencies are stated in the ITS Bases to be based on associated alarms or
indications which are assumed to be operable or available. (e.g., The Actions Section of the Bases for 1TS LCO 3.2 4 for
Required Action A 2 states "A 12 hour Completion Time is sufficient because any additional change in QPTR should be
relatively slow. Further, this Completion Time is consistent with the Frequency required for the Surveillances with an
inoperable alarm or instrumentation * The Surveillance Requirements Section of the Bases for ITS LCO 3 8.1 discussing
SR 3.8.1 4 states "The 31 day Frequency is adequate 1o assure that a sufficient supply of fuel oil is available, since low level
alarms are provided and facility operators would be aware of any large uses of fuel oil during this period.” The Surveillance
Requirements Section of the Bases for ITS LCO 3.9.5 discussing SR 3.9 £.1 states "The Frequency of 12 hours is sufficient,
considering the flow, temperature, pump control, and alarm indicatioas available 1o the operator in the control room for
monitoring the RHR System.” The Surveillance Requirements Section of the Bases for ITS LCO 3.9.6 discussing SR
3.9.6.1 states "The Frequency of 12 hours is sufficient, considering the flow, temperature, pump control, and alarm
indications available to the operator for monitoring the RHR System “) These alarms/indications are not specified in the
TSs but typically require additional actions within plant procedures to account for the alarm/indication not being available.
Typically alarm response procedures provide guidance for any necessary actions whenever alarms are inoperable. Placing
this detail in these procedures ensures that the operator has sufficient guidance to respond to the inoperable alarm function
and 1o perform the necessary conditional SRs. (See RAIs 3.1.4-02 and 3.1.6-05) ComEd continues to pursue this change
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~ Response to NRC RAI Report 02-Sep-97
NRC RAINumber  NRC Issued Date RAI Status
32308 8597 Open - NRC Action Required

NRC Description of Issue

32308 WWDCH
118 3.2.3 Agtion D
CTS3423
STS 3.2.3 Action D
TSTF12

ITS 3.2.3 omits STS 3.2.3 Action D as proposed by TSTF-112 which was superseded by TSTF-112 Revision 1; Revision |
10 TSTF-112 has been approved but retains a modified Action D in STS 3.2 3 (the Note was removed) Comment: Revise
the submittal to adopt the modified Action D

ComEd Response to Issue

ITS and NUREG LCO 3 2.3 und Bases, and CTS Markups, were revised 1o incorporate TSTF-112 Revision | which retains
Condition D, but deletes the Condition D Note. As a result, CTS DOC 3.2-M2 was created 1o document this change and
reads "NUREG LCO 3.2.3, Condition D has been added  NUREG Condition C requires that with THERMAL POWER <
90% RTP and greater than or equal to 50% RTP with cumulative penalty deviation time > | hour during the previous 24
hours, OR THERMAL POWER <90% RTP and greater than or equal to $0% with the AFD not within the acceptable
operation limits, reduce THERMAL POWER to < 50% RTP within 30 minutes. In the event that Condition C cannot be
met, Condition [ is entered, Condition D states, “Required Action and associated Completion Time for Condition C nut
met, reduce THERMAL POWER 10 < 15 % RTP within 9 hours " CTS Action 3.2 1 ¢ requires, “With the indicated AFD
outside of the required target band for more than | hour of cumulative penalty deviation time during the previous 24 hours
and with THERMAL POWER less than 50% but greater than | 5% of RATED THERMAL POWER, the THERMAL
POWER shall not be increased equal to or greater than $0% of RATED THERMAL POWER until the indicated AFD is
within the required target band." The CTS would allow indefinite operation in this condition until the AFD 15 restored to
within the target band  The ITS however, would reguire that the RTP be < 15% RTP within 9 hours. This is a more
restrictive change since the 1S only allows operation in this condition for 9 hours instead of an indefinite period of time.
This change represents a more restrictive change and is consistent with NUREG- 1431 as modified by NRC approved TSTF-
112, Revsion 1." In addition, Bases JFD 3.2-C8 was revised to reference TSTF-112, Revision 1. (Correction Note 1o NRC
Description of lssue: Reference should be 1o CTS 3421, not CTS 3423

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAI Status
12306 8597 Open - ComEd Action Required
NRC Description of Issue

32306 JFDCI0
ITS323
Crsias

The ITS combines LCO NOTES per proposed WOG-75. Comment: Submit TSTF request for approval
ComEd Response to Issue

No change. No action required.  This revision is in accordance with NRC Approved generic traveler TSTF-164 (WOG-7$
Revision 1)
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~ Response to NRC RAI Report  0asepy?

NRC RAI Number  NRC lssued Date RAI Status

' 32401 8597 Open - NRC Action Reguired
NRC Description of Issue

32401 JFDPI4

118324
§18324

The ITS revises Required Action A 4 Completion Time by adding detail about the need for achieving equilibrium
conditions. Comment. P14 adds unnecessary detail to the CT. Remove detail and include in Bases.

ComEd Response to Issue

WOG-95 Revision | revises NUREG LCO 3.2 4 and associated Bases to provide more appropriate Required Actions and
Surveillance Requirements when QPTR is exceeded. A proposed change in WOG-95 Revision | modifies the first
performance Frequency (ie., NUREG Required Action A 3 Completion Time) to require the peaking factors 1o be verified
within “24 hours after achieving equilibrium conditions from a THERMAL POWER reduction per Required Action A 1 "
A significant fraction of the 24 hours could be spent waiting for the plant to stabilize at the new power level, leaving
insufficient time to measure and analyze the peaking factors or resulting in the peaking factors being measured when the
plant is not stable. thereby yielding inaccurate information. Since the peaking fuctors are of prime importance, the proposed
change will allow sufficient time to obtain an accurate measurement. Furthermore, literal compliance with 1TS and TS
“ules of usage would not permit this allowance 1o achieve equilibrium to be added as detail to the Bases only. WOG
members have reviewed this traveler and agreed 1o the proposed changes. The traveler is currently under review by the
other Owner's Groups (OGs). In the interim, ComEd will continue to pursue this change. (Correction Note to NPC
Description of lssue. Reference should be to Required Action A 3, not Required Action A 4)

NRC RAI Number NRC Issued Date RAT Status
32402 597 Open - NRC Action Required

NRC Deseription of Issue

32402 JFDC2
IWFDC1
11§324
STS324

The ITS incorporates editorial changes in the wording of Required Actions, based upon proposed TSTF-25. Comment:
TSTF-25 has been rejected  Retain STS wording of QPTR Required Actions. Proposed changes do not add clarity

ComEd Response to Issue

No change. Regarding TSTF-25 TSTF-25 was withdrawn from the i TS submittal. WOG-95 Revision | revises NUREG
LCO 3.2 4 and associated Bases to provide more appropriate Required Actions and Surveillance Requirements when QPTR
is exceeded A proposed change in WOG-95 Revision | modifies NUREG Required Action A 6 Completion Time to
require the peaking factors (o be verified within 24 hours after achieving equilibrium conditions above the limit of
Required Action A 1." A significant fruction of the 24 hours could be spent waiting for the plant to stabilize at the new
power level, leaving insufficient time to measure and analyze the peaking factors or resulting in the peaking factors being
measured when the plant is not stable, thereby yielding inaccurate information. Since the peaking factors are of . ime
impaortance, the proposed change will allow sufficient time to obtain an accurate measurement. WOG members have
reviewed this traveler and agreed to the proposed changes. The traveler is currently under review by the other Owner's
Groups (OGs). In the interim, ComEd will continue to pursue this change.

24



Attachment 2







-

Atta







