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ictober 23

U. S, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

ATTENTION Document Control Desk

SUBJEC Calvert Chiffs Nuclear Power Plant

Unit Nos. | & 2: Docket Nos. 50-317 & 50-318

Revision 9 to the License Amendment Request to Convert to the Improved

Laoh ical Specifications (TAC Nos, M97363 and M97364)
REFERENCE: (a) [etter from A. W. Dromerick (NRC) to C. H. Cruse (BGE), dated
June 11, 1997, Request for Additional Information Regarding the
lechnical Specification Change Request to Convert to the Improved
lechnical Specifications (TAC Nos. M97363 and M97364)

Reference (a) transmitted questions regarding Section 3.8 of Baltimore Gas and | lectric Company's
i ; ) f
application to convert to the Improved Standard Technical Specifications

I'he responses for Section 3.8 are provided in Attachment | of this letter

Also attached to this letter is
Revision 9 to the original license amendment application

[hese changes result from the responses
provided in Attachment |, as well as other changes identified by plant personnel, ( hanges to the No
Significant Hazards Considerations discussions are included where appropriate

[0 assist in reviewing this revision, a list describing each of the changes is provided (Attachment 2). All
of the material for each change is grouped by change in Attachment (3)
revision

Attachment (4) provides the
“v Improved Technical Specification Section for ease of replacing pages in the original
amendn request. Page replacement instructions are provided. All changes are marked with revision

bars and are labeled Revision 9

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

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

Very truly vours

STATE OF MARYLAND

TO WIT:
COUNTY OF CALVERT

I, Charles H. Cruse, being duly sworn, state that | 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 m)

personal knowledge, they are based upon information provided by other BGE emiployees and/or

consultants. Such information has been reviewed in accordance with company pragtice and | believe it t
be reliable /

/
4

et il bl e N N o

Subscribed cnd sworn befire me, a Notary Public in and for the State of Marviand and ( ounty of
‘ 4

LA LT A this A2 dayof (Cd (L), 1997

i e i -

WITNESS my Hand and Notarial Seal !

L& )k‘w . . — S | ’;'
Notary Public

My Commission Expires

CHC/PSF/byd

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




ATTACHMENT (1)

M

IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS, REVISION 9

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Baltimore Gas and Electric Company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
October 23, 1997




ATTACHMENT (L

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONA | INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTTON 38

3181 | DOC | J¥FD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS
- — -

| LS | | Unit 1: SR 38.1.10 The proposed deletion of the CTS constramnt | The licensee should provide an adeguate
to conduct this SR duning shutdown does not apperr to be pe<tificatton, or retam the CTS constramnt
acceptable. The licensee has not provided a convincing argument |

to demonstrate this SR can be conducted at power m a totally safe

manner

P ————

BGE Response:

DOC LS will be revised to better justify why performance of this surveillance (manual transfer from ormal to altemate ofisite power source) will not cause

erturbations in electrical distribution system that could challenge steady state operation. The Improved Standard Techmical Specifications (ISTS ) Bases provided

this as the reason for the Note. DOD 30 will be added to justify the deviation from NUREG-1432

- = T
2 L2 , | Unit | SR 3815 The proposed deletion of the CTS v The mstificatton should be revised to mclude
: | requirement to test DGs on 2 aggered test basis is acceptable ’ mformation regarding the mmpact on piant safety
| | However. the justification 1s som=what less than adeguate of thus change and reference t© anv generx
: : | studies that may have been conducted on the
| | 1ssue of stagpered testing
' | i i i PSR SIIE———
BGE Response:
DOC 1.4 will be revised to inciude the reguested information \
: - —
3 LA2 | | Unit 1- CTSSR 48.1.1.2d Relocation of the CTS requirement | The TRM or Mamtenance Rule Program are

]
| !
| to inspect the DGs in accordance with vendor recommendations | accrptadie for relocation The hcensee should
|
!

| at every refueling is acceptable. However, relocation of this | revise the submittal accordmghy
| requirement to plant procedures is not acceptable. This 1s an |
1 important part of mantaming EDG rehabilty and should be f
; incorporated mto a document/program for which controis have :
| | ‘ been established \

! i ol

BGE Response:

DOC LA 2 will be revised to document moving this requirement to a program to a process in the Mamtenance Rule Program

DO = Discussion of Change
IFD = Just-ficatron for Deviation

DOD = Dascussior of Deviation

' .



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFOURMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

CHANGEDIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS

. g .

Unit 1: Inscrt SR 38.1.1.7 The staff does not understand why | The licensee should provade a detasled |

the DG from the other Unit 1s only required to be subject to 4 | discussion of what 15 imtended by this SR
SRs. Why s the affected DG not required to undergo all SR |

testing”

!
|
i
|
!
|
i

R :

BGE Response:
Only the four Surveillance Reguirements (SRs) are regured because more time 1s allowed for the opposite unit diesel generator (DG) to be ready to accept loads

and automatic starting and unloading 1s not required

! Unt 2: Action A Unit 2 requires performance of SR 3 81 | Why 1s there a difference between Unus | and

~

For Unit 1. Action A reguires performance of SR 3 8.1

i | ~ T

! ! 3 812
. . Y, I IR TER AT AR TTEIRRR..

BGE Response:

I'he discrepancy between Unit Nos. | and 2 wail be corrected

R il T

6 LS | | Unit 2: SR 3.8.1.10 The proposed deletion of the CTS constraint | The licensee should provide an adequate
‘ to conduct this SR during shutdown does not appear to be | justification. or retam the CTS constramt

acceptable. The licensee has not provide a convincng argument

to demonstrate this SR can be conducted at power m a totally safe

i manner

:

- S

2 i Sp—

BGE Response:

See response to RAI 3 8.1

L4 | Unit 2 SR 3815 The proposed deletion of the CTS | The justification should be revised to include |

| I | r
)

| requirement to test DGs on a staggered test basis is acceptable. | mformation regarding the impact on plant safety

| However. the justification 1s somewhat less than adeguate { of thas change and reference to any gemer
| studies that mav have been conducted on the

{ issue of staggered testing

w
Justification fo

5.8 5 I rscusson o




ATTACHMENT )

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 18

>

3.8.1 DOC | JD | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE j. COMMENT

BGE Response:

See response to RAI 3.8.1-2

 FERESI——— .
! | - - T v r T o
8 | LAZ2 | | Unit 2: CTISSR 4811241 Relocanon of the CTS requirement | This s an mmportant part of mamtammg DG

reliabiiit, and should be wmcorporated mto a |

| 1o mspect the DGs n accordance with vendor racommendations |

| at every refueling is acceptable However. relocation of this | document/program for winch controls have been

| established The TRM or Mamtenarce Rule |

| Program are acceptable for relocabion The |
licensee should revise the submittal accordmglhy

| requirrment to plant procedurcs s not acceptable

BGE Response:

See response to RAI

:

18.1.17 The starf does not understand why the | ihe lhcensece should provide a detasled

!
| discussion of what 1s mntended by this SR

T -
{ Unit 2: Insent
| DG from the other unit is only required to be subject to 4 SRs

Why 1s the affected DG not reguired to undergo all SR testing?

BGE Response:

See response to RAI

- —~

10 | Provide wustification for the STS deviation based

| STS SR 38.1.10 requires venifving each DG, operating at & |
power factor< [0.9], does not trip, and voltage 1s mamntained < | on current licensing basis, system design, or

| [S000] V during and following a load reyection of > [4500] kw 1 sperational constramts

: and < [S000] kw, every 18 months. ITS 3 8.1 does not nclade |

!!hy\ STS requirement There 1s madeguate justification of

!
|
!
i

| deleting this STS reguirement |
| ' 4

|
|
|
i - Pr—

BGE Response:

DOD 27 will be provided n place of DOD 10 to justify this change
R— —

T

_— T

JD.10 ; STS SR 3.8.1.11 requires venifying on an actual or simulated loss Provide

mstification for the STS deviation based

IXx Dscuss»on of Change 3
IFD = Justification for Deviation

DOI* = Dascussion of Deviaton




ATTA HMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

! CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT

o

| | of offsite power signal- 1) De-energization or emergency buses | on current licensing basis, svstem design,
| { 2) Load shedding from emergency buses. 3) DG auto-starts from | operation constraints

| | | the standby condition. loads, and mamtains voitage and frequency 1

| | | for > S minutes. ITS 3.8.1 does not inciude this STS requirement. |
I ! | There is inadequate justification for deletmg this SIS t
Z l | requirement

E— ) W

BG ¥ Response:

DOD 25 will provided to justify this change

Provide justification for the STS deviation based ‘w

!

T ] :
12 f i JD.10 | STS SR 38.1.14 requires verifving each D, operating at a

| power factor < [0.9], operates for > 24 hours. ITS 3.8.1 does not
include this STS requirement. There 1s imadeguate justification
| for deleting this STS requirement

i P

on current licensmg basis, syvstem design, or

|
| operational constramts
1

e r—

BGE Response

improved Standard Technical Specification SR 381 14w " ained, and DODs 26, 28, and 29 will be provaded to describe the deviations from the ISTS

i3 | | JD.10 .r\!\ SR 38.1.15 regur ing each DG starts and achieves, ‘T Provide justification for the STS deviation based |

n < [10] seconds, vo: z2c > [3740] V and - [4580] V. and E on current licensing basis, system design, or |

| frequency > [58.8] Hz and < [612] Hz. ITS 381 does not | operational constrants

’ ! nclude this STS requiremen’. There is inadeguate justification |

|
for deleting this STS requirement

!
l
o L
|

BGE Response:

DOD 27 will be provided to ustify the deviation from the ISTS

BASES | DOC | JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE . COMMENT | STATUS
XX Dscusson of Change

FD fustification for Deviatwon

I hscussion of Dev istvn




ATTACHMENT (L

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 13

BASES | DOC | | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE ' COMMENT
2l ] ‘ | |

| Insert B. 3.8.1 Background The last paragraph of the insert | The licensee should provide an |
the |
!

Bases | |
Comment | | | includes RG * 9 as a reference. In the list of references, this RG | appropriate  justification, or nciude

{1.9) is listed as Reference 3. but the list 1s annotated to indicate | appropriate description
| tha' *he reference is the Draft version of RG 19, Rev. 3
published in April 1992, A draft of a RG is not an official NRC |
document and should not be used as 2 reference or for any other |
' purpose. Is it the licensee's intent to reference Rev 3o RG 19
dated July 1993. Also since the licensee proposes to retam ’
Safety Guade 9 as a reference, the licensee should provide details
| of what parts of RG 1.9, Rev. 3 are applicable, what parts of
Safety Guide 9 are applicable. and any conflicts between the two

| documents

#1

!

| The deleted NUREG narrative includes a discussion of what an

offsite circuit is. The proposed Background material does not |

! include a similar discussion, but no justification for the omission
has been provided

|
|
{
{
|
{
!

i
|
!
]
|
|
!

! {
S U S

BGE Response:

The Bases will be modified to clarify what an offsite circuit is. The Bases state that the ratings for one DG are based on Regulatory Gusde 1.9 Revision 3, winch

will be adopted. and the others S 9. Thss 1s correct and additional explanation s not necessary to expian the difference

-
!

Bases | | ] TADDJJ@I‘K Safety Analysis The justification provaded (1) for | The licensee should provide am |

" : ! deletion of "or all onsite AC power” 15 mappropnate | appropriate justification for this change "=t

| | reflects the design basis for the plant (ie. 1t is |
not designed to be capable of safe shutdown f

| the DGs become moperzbie) :3

Comment

#9

. |
|
|
|

-

BGE Response:

The words will be restored to the Bases

X scussion of (hange
D tystrficatvm for ey iatsn
DO = [hscussion of Deviaton




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 33

BASES DOC | - CHANGE/DIFFERENCE : COMMENT
381 ‘

T

LCO (two places) In the event of 2 LOCA, are safety loads The lhicensee should provide a detasied |

| block loaded to offsite power? The CONPP descniption of the descniption of the three gualified offsite circunts |

offsite circuits lacks the details included in the NUREG model. | and how they relate o cach other, or provide a |
detatled justification on why inclusion of such |

Bases
L omment ,

~

® 5

In the third paragraph of the LCO Bases, the term "Frequency” | maternal s mappropriate at CONPP
appears 1o be partiaiiv lined out. Is it the hcensee’s intention to | Justification 3 does not address the issue

»

delete this term” I so. why'

e ———

|
|
i
|
|
!
|
|
?
—

|
i
!
!
!
|
i

BGE Response:
A better descrintion will be provided in the Bases. explaining that the loads are block loaded. except when the 69 kV SMECO hne s used. The term Freguency was

not mtended 10 be lined out

! | .
Bases | | LCO The Bases markup appears to indicate that automatic start !
Comment | ; ; of the DGs is not required m Modes 4-6. Is this correct? If the |
#4 ? | | licensee 15 of the opimon that this s the licensing basis for the |
; |

]

|

! - g :
| | plant. the licensee should provide specific references and |

| documentation. as appropniate, that the staff has. and continues |
| ppropr {

| to acoept this as the CONPP design/licensing basis
1

- i i
BGE Response

Automatic start 1s not required m Modes 5 and 6, and appropniate changes and justification w.il be provided

i i ! |
, | 6 | LCO The Bases section dealing with DGs n test mode reverting | The hcensee shouid provide an adeguate
| ! ! : | - |
Comment | | | to running standby in the event of a LOCA is deieted. However, | justification, or retain the Bases matenal
#5 , | ] justification (6). which = annotated adjacent to the deleted |

!

Bases

material does not address the 1ssue

|
1 : J

BGE Response:

Modified NURFEG words wili be retamed. and DOD 32 wiil be provided to justify the change

— T

“ | Insert B 3.8.1 How is the DG in LCO 3.8.1.c made available | This deletion 15 acceptable on the basis |

Bases w
| !
? | when reguired to provide power to the CREVS, CRETS, and H, | that this 1s not the CONPP design.  However

_ omment

XX [ rscussion of Thanee o

17D = Jusufication for Deviaton

DO = Duscussion of Devistwn




ATTACHMENT (D

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

INFORMATION
SECTION 38

DOC UHANGE/DIFFERENCE

COMMENT

Analyzer”

The licensee has opted to delete the Bases material which
| addresses fast transfer capabiity m the last paragraph of the

|
4
|
|

e ——

| LCO Bases

i

nothing has been provided 1o describe how the |

one offsite cwcut 1o another s

transfer from
accomphshed. The hicensece should provide thas |

informaton

BGE Response:

$
'

The Bases will be modified to reflect that the 3 8.1.¢ DG 1s capable of supplyving the power for the

{CREVS), Control Room Emergency Temperature System (CRETS), and H, Analyzer

opposite unit Control Room Emes

Applicability What is unigue to the CONPP design such that |

‘ |
Bases ! | |
{ :
! !
| |
|

Comment | { deletion of the term "abnormal transients”™ 1s acceptable?

5 !
rt
!

!
R ——————————li——————

BGFE Response:

'he words wil: be restored

S -~

S

? Action A2 Does the CONPP design mclude anv single tram |

Bases
systems that are not covered by cr are exempt from thas

Reguired Action”

C omment

|
| |
! !

!
—_—d

BGE Response:

Yes. an example i1s Control Room Recirculation Signal (CRRS)

Surveillance Requirements Justification 10 states that the Bases |
Does |

" !
Bases 10 {
? nformation cannot be venified aganst the CONPP desig
| this mean that the hicensee has no idea what. f anv voltage drop |
| was comsidered m the design of the CONPP Al

system and cannot provide that the mmmum |

omment
=9
distributon |

TR E

any assu

| required AC voltage to al! plant equipment s available at all |

| times? How does this justification affect

t s of voltage and |
degraded voltage setpomt and allowabi

the I

values established n |

IXm Dhscussion of { hange

D fustificatem for [Deviaton

I

DY = hse ¥ ey imtsom

usSOon

The hcensee should provide a detailed
response to the staff's concemn

rency Ventilation S




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

BASES DX CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS
181

BGE Respoase:

Most of the Bases mformation will be retamed. but the voltages will be for transient vice steady state voltages. and the associated reference 1s removed.  Reference
to allowances for voltage drops to equipment through the 120 V level 1s also removed because the Calvert Chiffs voltages reference transient voltage limits. A

modification mstalimg new relays duning the 19998 Calvert Chiffs outage will provide steady state voltages for mclusion m the ITS Bases DOD 10 wall be

modified, and this change will be mcluded i the next revision to the Calvert Ciffs ITS

b ~———— - — ——— -

Bases | ‘ ) SR I8.13 and SR 3.8.1.9 The Bases change 1s not acceptable
Comment | | because the related ITS change 1s not acceptabie

#10

P n—————————————l———————t—

BGE Response

See response t

e ———

——————— e — ———

| SR 3814 The load values stated for SR 3814 and SR The hcensee should provide an adeguate

C omment i ! 3.8.1.11 are wdentical. In the case of SR 3.8.11. the stated load | mstificabon for this proposed change
values are adeguate to venfy DG capability of acceptng loads
| equal to or rather than expected accident loads However. these
same load values, when used in SR 3 8.1 4 are not adeguate to
verify the gxact same DG capability The staff does not
understand this proposed Bases change. and justification 20 does
j not help

———— ) G E———

BGE Response:

The values are only the same for No. 1A D, For the other DGs. the SR 3.8 1.11 values are greater SR 381 4 values ensure ) for N« A X the TX; s

capabic of accepting 2 load gieater than or equal to the predicted accident load. and b) for the remaming DGs, each DG 15 capable of accepting a load greater than

90% of the predicted accident loads for each DG. The Bases of SR 3 8.1 4 will be modified to reflect this mformation and DO 20 wiall be clanfied

or egua

e —————————— — S—

P ge——

Base ‘ 9 | SR 3814 Deletion of NURFG Note 3 s not acceptable
Comment | | because the corresponding I'TS ¢’sange is not acceptable




ATTACHMENT 1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITZONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

BASES DOC | WD
iR

CHANGEDIFFERENCE ' COMMENT

BGFE Respoase:

11

’*d\l"\ | i1
( omment l

See response to RAINUREG 38.1-4

L_~,,A_ g ———————————————————————————— — S

| SR 38.14 Is the purpese of this justificaion to state that |
| CONPP does not attempt to mnclude a lagging power factor as |
| part of the monthly DG surveillance” If so, whai is the rationale |

!

| for not domng so”?
: "

The mformation wiil be retamed

A

p— — —_—
Bases
Comment
#14

! SR 3814 Deletion of NUREG Note 3 is not acceptable |
| because the corresponding ITS change s not acceptable "

i S

b

BGE Response:

See response to RAI NUREG 3

.
1<

Bases 9

C ommemt

! Insert SR 3.8.1.8 The pant of the change dealing with deleting |
| Maode restrictions 1s not acceptable |

BGE Response:

See response to RAI NUREG 3

Bases 9.3
C omment

216

SR 38110 The proposed changes to the Bases
| acceptable because the comresponding ITS changes
| acceptable

.

BGE Response:

' See response to RAI NUREG 3

XX Dscussion of Change
D justificatyom for [Deviahion

DO = Drscussion of Deviabon




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3%

BASES DOC CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT
381

Bases | . | Insert SR 3.8.1.11 and SR 3.8.1.12 The proposed Bases s not |
Comment | | | .cceptable because the ITS changes are not acceptable |

e ————————————————————————————— e ———————————————————

e ————————————————

BGE Response:

See response to RAI NURE(, 38110

Bases | 1,23 | SR38.13 vhe proposed changes to the Bases are not acceptable |

Comment | | because the ITS changes are not acceptabie

#i8 |

h 1

A

BGE Response:
See response to RAINUREG 3.8.1-11

e e e

A AN

Bases 9 | Ni 3 3R 110 See comments re: deletirn of this SR m |
| AL J > - !
|

Comment | ! | comments to LCO3R 1

219 |

N R RS

BGE Response:

See response to RAINUREG 38.1-10

————— -
|

Bases

. '
9 | NUREG SR 38.i.11 See comments re: deletion of this SR

Comment | | | commentsto 1 CO 381

!

#70

1

T———

B E Response:

See response to RAINUREG 3 8.1-11

T E—

Bases ‘ 9 | NUREG S, +.2' 12 comments re: deletion of this SR in |

Comment | f : comments to LCO 3.1

|
B |

IXx I hiscussion of (hanpge
IFD lustificatwmn for Deviatwon

DOY) = Descussion of Deviaton




ATTACHMENT 1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

BASES | poc | WD | CHANGEDIFFERENCE | COMMENT
381

BGE Response:

See response to RAI NUREG 3.8.1-12

5 T | &0 1
Bases ! 9 | SR 3.8.1.14 See comments re: changes to SR 38 1.14 (ITS) m |

C omment | | comments to LCO 3R

See response to RAINUREG 3 8.1 13

Bases | | 9 | NUREG SR 3.8.1.14 and NUREG SR 38.1I5 See comments |
1 ( !

[ omment | re deletion of these SRs mm comments to L.CO 381

#47
- S

BGE Response:

11

See response to RAINUREG 38.1-12and -13

9

Bases ] SR 38115 See comments re: changes to this SR in staff

L omment

|
!
| comments to 1L.CO 381
|
|

#7A |
24 !

v -

BGE Response:

-

See response to RAI 8.1-14

Bases v NUREG SR 3.8.1.17 See comments re: deletion of this SR in ‘

Comment | | 3 | staff comments to LCO 3.8.1

.

BGE Response:

See response to RAI NUREG 3.8.1-15

- 2 = o 2 ¥

Bases | 4.1, ' SR 38116 See comment re: changes to this SR n stafl ’

Ixx Dhscussion of Change i
D justrficaton for Deviatyon

X)) pescussuomn of Deviaion




ATTACHMENT (1;

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

DOC y | CHANGE/DIFFERENCH COMMENT STATUS

BASES
3 8.1

Comment | 3 | comments to L.CO38.1

#26 | | |
O e [RRmp e (Sa—,

b

BGE Response:

See response to RAI NUREG 3 8.1-16

b—

_

| ! r @1 17 3 Y
| Y | Insert SR 3.8 1.17 See comments re: thes SR i staff o maments
Comment ' wlCO3R1 !

HY7

) |
Bases |

|

{
e ———————————————

BGE Response:
See response to RAI 3.8.1-4
- ——— ——

Bases | | Q ‘.‘ NUREG SR 3.8.1.20 See comments re- deletion of this SR m |

!

Comment | ! | comments to iCO381

BGE Response:

See response to RAINUREG 381

NUREG DO JFD | CHANGE/DIFFERENCH COMMENT
381

NUREG | SR3.8.1.3 The justification does not make an adeguate case for | The sentence should be retamed as |

Comment

' ' deleting the second sentence of Note 3 i this SR part of the Note

2
]
i
!
!
|
i

i

-3 {

v S

BGE Response:
A sentence regarding modified start procedures i ISTS SR 3.8.1.2 Note 3 will be restored with the exception of the reference to "ime” which 1s not part of Current

Licensmng Basis (CiLB)




ATTACHMENT (1

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

NUREG | DOC | f CHANGE/DIFFERENCE | COMMENT
3181 . §

SR 3.8.1.3 The term "from standby condition™ has been deleted The licensee shouid proide an |
justification, to retain the NUREG |

|

NUREG

(omment

;

! f . :

| from the SR. but no justification 1s provided appropriate
| wording

1
1
{
‘
|
#2 !
- |

!
]
-4

S -
BGE Response:
DOD S0 will be provided Current Licensing Basis does not require the monthly test from ambient conditions, but it 1s performed every six months

NUREG | i SR 3214 Proposed Note 1. to this SR does not make sense
i
{
|
|

The Note serves a0 purpose and

C omment

25

|
!

The licensee has chosen to use the symbol for “equal to or | shouid be delewd
!

greater than " for the loading requirements of thus SR. By
defimtion, there is no "load range " a

|
|
i
1 1 : 1

A

SRT————
BGF cesponse:

The ISTS Note allows the DG load to be either greater than the upper limit or less than the lower limit during momentary transients. Calvert Cliffs has kept the
so “load range™

lower limit. and the Note is still applicabie (i.¢ . duning momentary transient where the load falls below the limit). However. there 1s no k ad range., «

The hcensee should revise the :

will be changed to “load limit™ and mamtam the Note
e Y

NUREG | I8

i SR 3814 NUREG Note 3 s proposed for deletion. |
Comment | Justification 18 states that CONPP s not currently restrained | submittal to retam NUREG Note 3 to thus SR |
#4 : ; from testing more than one DG at a time, and proposes to retain | since it reflects the CONPP current hcensing :
| their "right to do so.” The staff disagrees with the licensee's | basis |
f position CTS SR 4.81.12.a prefaces all DG SRs by stating '
| they will be conducted on a staggered test basis. Requirmng |
staggered testing elimmates the possibility for simultaneous |

i = »
| testing. and justification 18 is wrong
- -

BGE Respoase:

The Note will be retained
The staff requests that the hicensee
t0 ad the staff m |

NUREG \ “: | SE 3814 The licensee has opted to retain the CONPP CLB |
| with regard to DG loading requiren.ents. Specifically, the | provide such msight

Comment
| understanding the hcensee’s chowce

| Ihading recuirements are stated m terms of "equal to or greater
!

'

25

XX Dhscussion of (hange i
D Justificatyon for Deviaton

DOD = Discusson of Deviation




ATTACHMENT ()

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITION"
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

INFORMATWON
SECTION 38

NUREG DOC CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

381

COMMENT STAIUS

+

i |1
: !
1s applicable

! oad range, 1€
|
|
{ | choice was made

|
| »
| Justification

| than" a specified value. The staff does not understand why the |
| hcensee has not adopted the NUREG language which includes a
> {kw) but < (kwj, and te which NUREG Note 2 |
| provides no msight mto why this |

LTI, SRS (NSRRI W

BGE Respoase:

Enhanced justification will be provided

NUREG
Comment
76

>

Doss b

g

{ 1s proposed to be deleted from the CONPP ITS
| that the DGs at CONPP does not have automatic trarshi-

' oil from the storage tank to the day tanks”
the accigent

-
:

If so. 5 1s this

%aumnm‘\hk‘fj n analysis? [If this s

|
i
|
!
{
!
|
!
|
|
1

E deleted from the ITS”

!
i
|
'

.! SK 3.8.1.7 The bracketed term "automatically”™ m the N1U'REG |
|
can |

The hoensee should revise thas

astification to address the staff's concerns

tuel |

not the

| CONPP design. why is the term "automatically” proposed to be |

BGE Response:

The term “awtomaticaily” will be restored

—— —————————————————————————————

—~—

1
|

NUREG

Comment

| Insert SR 3.8.1.8 The licensee proposes to move NUREG SR
| 38.1.18 to afier ITS SR 3817, and changc the SR no

3818 This 1s acceptable. The licensee has aiso proposed to
change the from to davs

.
by

frequency I® months 31

| objection and this change is also acceptable

!
|
|
|
ii proposes to delete the Note which precludes performmg this SR |

| in Modes 1-4
é a.d 1s, therefore. not acceptabile

A

NOTx: TSTF-8 1s acceptable

to

The staff wili reconsider this change

following submittal of an adeguate pstification |

{ by the hicensee
|

\-:!?

justification for this change s provided but the staff has no |
I'he hicensee also |

This latter change does not have a justification |

b ——

BGF Response:

DOD 31 wiali be provided to justify the change

8 A0 Mscussyon of Change

T Justificatyon for Deviaion

M) = i wscussyon of Devistn




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

NUREG | boC | WD | CHANGEDIFFERENCE COMMENT
3.8.1 | :

NUREG | | | SR 3819 Ifus licensee proposes to delete the »oltage The heensee should consader adding |

| requirement of this SR but mamtam the frequency requirement | voltage as an acceptance critena to successfully

Comment !
! - - . | §
#8 | | (60 Hz). The rationale m justification 6 essentially states that | conducting this SR

i

|

| voitage 15 not part of CONP” CTS requirements. The staff
| acknowledges that the CTS only aldresses reachng 60 Hz m |
| less than or equal to 10 sec, but an acceptable voltage to allow '
| loading m the same time frame is an mhberent part of DG |
| OPERABILITY. Since the 184 day fast start and the allowance |
| for a modified start was added bv amendment to the CONPP |

license. it 1s highly probable that the omission of wvoltage
requirements from this SR was an oversight

BGE Response:

The voltage requirement wil' be retamed. and DOCs M.10 and L.12 and DODs 33 and 34 will be provided to justify the changes

NUREG ‘ | 1 2 | SR3.8.1L10 The SR is modified to delete the terms "automatic” The hoensee should provide |
Comment | and "manual” from the requuement to transfer from the normal | adeguate justificatious for the changes ¢
#9 | | to the alternate offsite circuit. However, the justifications |
| annotated as bemng associated with this change do not address |
| the change |
| The licensee also proposes to change the frequency of this SR

| from 18 mo. to 24 mo. This proposed change 1s beyond the

! scope of the ITS

The licensee also proposes to delete the Note which problubats
| performance of this SR m Modes | and 2. However, neither |
| justification 1 nor 2 rrovide any ratonale for the proposed |
| deletion. Therefore, this change will be considered |

-

BGE Response:

The term “manual” will be retamed, per design. The CLB 1s 24 months for the frequency. DOD 30 will be provided for deletion of the Note

I x Dhscusswom of Change
IYD - Justificatsom for ey iaton

PN = Dhscussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

NUREG DOC " CHANGEDIFFERENCE COMMENT
3181

Comment the ITS. to the exclusion of other SRs be found acceptable for |
g10
r——

BGE Response:

NUREG | | ¢ | SR38.1.11 & SR38.1.12 Should the inclusion of these SRs in |
! {
|
|

anv reason, the 24 mo. frequency is still bevond scope

) - —_—

3 8 1.12 wall be removed, justified by DO |

The 24 month freguency 1s the current licensing basis. Improved Techmical Specification (ITS) SR
quenc ;

NUREG | P - KX SR 3.8.1.13 Changes to the NUREG SR (3.%3.1.9) are proposed Frovide adeguate justificahon
Comment | g 6 as follows: 1) delete the Note which prohibits performng ths |

#11 ! ' SR m Modes | and 2. 2) deletion of the Note directing the SR |

— A——
|
|
|
!
!

; be conducted at a power factor of - [0 9] and deletion of the SR

E acceptance critena for frequency and voltage. The hcensee has |

| not provided an adequate justification for any of these changes. |
Therefore, thev will be comsidered not acceptable pending

| receipt of adequate justifications. Also. the change from 18 mo

| 10 24 mo. s bevond SCOope

BGE Response:

DOD 32 and DOD 50 will be provided to justify the changes. The 24 month frequency 1s CLB

NUREG | | i | SR 3.8 112 (INUREG) The NUREG markup shows thus SR as
Comment | : bemg deleted. However, the indicated justification (1) does not
#12 : | | address this change at all Deletion of thus SR wil! be

considered not acceptable pending receipt of an adequate

justification

e ——————————

BGE Response:

DOD 25 will be provided to justify the deviation

— — ——

! ]
NUREG | | 1.2 | SR38.114 The changes associated with this SR are as follows

Comment | : 2i | 1) the Note prohibiting performance of this SR in Modes 1 and |
| 2 1s deleted, 2) the NUREG language n the Body of the TS s

| “

#2153

16

DX Dscussion of Change
JFD = Justtficatyon for Deviaton

DO I hscussion of Dey aton




ATTACHMENT (1)

IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT

deleted m: favor of licensee proposed verbiage, and 3) the
frequency is proposed to be changed from 18 mo. to 24 mo

The first change is not acceptable because the justifications
provided ‘1, 2, and 21) do not address deleting the Note. | The licensee should provide an adequate
Specificaily, the justifications do not establish why pe forming justification, or retain the NUREG language

this SR at power does not constitute a risk to pla. safety

he proposed verbiage for the actual SR 1s not desirable because
it does n # ~dequately address the two parts of the NUREG SR The NUREG language should >
i.e.. verifving that automatic trips that are desired to be bypassed | retained because it more accurately expresses the
are in fact bypassed, AND automatic trips that are pot destred to | purpose of the SR

be bypassed are 1 fact not bypassed

Ihe frequency change from 18 months to 24 months is beyond |

the scope of this ITS conversion

BGE Response:

DGD 45 will be provided to justify the first change. A modified version of the NUREG words will be re*smed in response to comments on the second change

A

DOD 21 will be revised and DOC M.i 1 will be provided. The third change is not a change, 24 months 1s CLb

~

e - T

NUREG , 20 SR 3.8.1.15 The ticensee has proposed to revise the language of The staff recommends the licensee |
Commeni this SR. The proposed revision deletes the three part structure | review the proposed changes hight of staff
#14 of the NUREG in favor of a single, continuous, multipart | comments with a view towards retamning the
requirement narrative. The revision also deletes part ¢ of the | NUREG format and language. as appropniate
NUREG SR in its entirety. The justification for this (11) is that
the DGs at CONPP do not return to . 2ady to load status. The
staff i< concerned that the proposed revision may be misleading
I'he NUREG organization for this SR is intended to convey the
thcaught that there are 3 separate but sequential parts to this SR
The proposed single narrative defeats that purpose. In addtion,
! justification 11 is not clearly understood. Oace the safety bus

19
DOC = Discussion of Change 4
IFD = Justification for Deviation

DO = Dhiscussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT ()

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED 7«7 INICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

ag

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT i STATUS

v

loads are transferred to offsite power by opening the DG outpu*
breaker, what status is the DG in. s 1t inoperable? Is the status
| indetermmate? Is the DG in running standby ready fo accept

loads?

The frequency change from 18 to 24 months is bevon. scope of
the ITS conversion process

|
B(-J' Rﬂpome:
The surveillance will be modified to adopt a

DOD 11 and DOC M.5 wiil be mod..ied to better explain the Calvert Cliffs specific aspects of the specification
I'he CLB surveillance frequency is

modified NUREG format, and DOD 35 will be added to explain why it is acceptable to perform the surveillance at power

already 24 months

——— iR

NUREG NUREG SR 3.8.1.17 This SR is proposed to be deleted from
Comment the CONPP ITS. The justific . om provided 1s 1. Does the staff |

#15 understand ~orrectly that the DGs at CONPP do not have a test
override cay sbility and wil! continue to operate in Test Mode m
the e=ent of a DBA/LOOP while the DG is undergomng testing”?
If this is the CONPP design, the DGs are moperable during
testing. How is this handled at CONPP?

S— S st

BGE Response:
When No. 1B. 2A, and 2B DGs are tested, 1) if they are in local, it will not work, 2) if they are at rated speed being controlied by the Control Room, it will work,
3) if they are loaded and there is a safety injection actuation signal (SIAS), loads will be started and the DG will not trip off, and 4) if the DGs are loaded, an” *ere
is a loss-of-offsite power (LOOP) arw a SIAS, the DG breaker will open, then close, and  ads will be sequenced on
l‘hc No. 1A DG has the test override feature, but the test was not added when the DG was nstalled

licensee reconsider the proposed deletion of

ommernt
these acceptance criteria

" ['he staff recommends that the
!
#16 |

{
{
!
: : !
{ justification (6) is that voltage and frequency are demonstrated 1
ll every 31 days, and need not be repeated here. The staff does not i
| agree with the licensee’s justification The voltage and |

18

\l REG ] ! 20, SR 3.8.1.16 The licenseec proposes to delete frequency ana
| l voltage from the acceptance criteria of this SR The
| l
l |

3.0 Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 338

NUREG ol ‘ CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT 1 STATUS

3.8.1

frequency acceptance criteria in this SR are not demonstrated
| during the monthly test, and should be inciuded as par* of this
SR

The proposed change from !8 months to 24 months i1s beyond

the scope of the I'TS conversion process

BGE Response:
Voltage and frequen:y will be restored to the SR, see response to NUREG RAI 8. A 24 month interval is part of the ( LB

The licensee should provide a
from the COCNPP ITS. However, the justification (10) is not | revised justification for the proposed deletion, or |

Comment
understood. The purpose of this SR is not a common mode | retain the SR in the CONPP ITS

#17
I failure or reliability issue as discussed in the justification

ERSESRSEEET
BGE Response:

NUREG *i'- ] 20 NUREG SR 3.8.1.20 The licensee proposes to delete this SR
I
]

DOD 27 will be provided to justify the deviation

-
|

The .icensee should revise this SR |
and justification (3) as necessary to address the

ey

NUREG 3 | SR 3.8.1.17 This SR is added to address the DG required by
Comment L.CO 3.8.1.c, and requires performance of SRs 3.8.13, 38.1.5,

#18 3.8.1.6, and 3.8.1.7. The staff does not understand this SR. If a | staff's concems
DG from another unit is required 1o support operation of the
subject unit, why should the OPERABILITY of the other unx!
DG not be tied to successful performance of all the applicable
SRs for the DG in that unit? Why s it only required to perform
the 4 SRs identified above?

D

BGE Response:

Same answer as 3.8.1 comment 4

DOX Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

 m—

Tk CHANGE/DIFFERENCE I COMMENT ' STATJS

382 | DOC

1
|
! Unit | CTS Action a.l (Also Applies to LCO 3.83) | Justificatica LA.1 should be revised accordingly

LAl
Relocation of the CTS requirements regarding movement of
heavy ioads from TS is acceptable. However. the justification
requires additional work Specifically, endorsement of
NUREG-1432 means that movement of heavy loads will be
conducted in 2 manner that will preclude dropping of the load on
irradiated fuel. The statement mn justification LA 2 that heavy
loads are not initiators of any event is not entirely true - the fuel
handling accident assumes an irradiated fuel assembly is

dropped

b— - ——

BGE Response:
DOC LA.1 will be revised, and move the details to the Updated Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR)

2 LAZ2 Unit 1: CTS Footnote* (Also applies to LCO 383) The | The licensee should provide more  2tails re: ths
proposal to move this footnote to the Bases is not acceptable. | annotation

The footnote modifies the TS required action and, as such. is not
appropriate Bases material. The purpose of the Bases is to
explain why something is in the TS, not to establish
requirements. In this case, the Bases should explam what
constitutes a safe, conservative position, but the permissive to
establish a safe, conservative position prior to implementing the
Required Actions must remain in TS

The CTS markup includes another LA.2 annotation. However,
it is not clear what if any change this annotation 1s associated

with
SNSRI S . |
!

BGE Response:

The purpose of the footnote is to ensure that the phrase “Immediately Suspend™ is not taken literally, so an operator wouid not stop fuel movement with a bundle
The footnote allows the movement to out the bundle in a storage location. This information is applicabie to the Bases, since the
The NUREG Bases already contains these words under ITS 3 8.2 Actions A.2.1 through A 4

hanging on the refueling machine
Bases describe what “Immediately Suspend™ means

20

X Discussion of Change
JFi justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

382 | DOC | JFD ! CHANGE/DIFFERENCE g COMMENT | STATUS

i

| DOC LA 2 is related to the asterisk in CTS Action A1

s , - -
3 Unit 1: CTS Action 2.3 Moving this CTS requirement from the | The licensee should venfy that these CTS
AC sources TS to refueling TS (3.9) is acceptable, and is an | requirements are reflected in Section 3.9 of the
i Administrative change. However, deleting the requirement m its | I'TS, and change t. s justification accord agly
| l entirety is not acceptable
e—————

r——————rR————————————

BGE Response:

If a power source is moperable, and does not result in a loss of shutdown cooling. Only Core Alterations, positive reactivity changes,
With these evolutions suspended, Containment operabilit~ is not required. If shutdown cooling is also lost due to the

and movement of irradiated fuel must stop
loss of the AC source, ITS LCOs 394 and 395 (CTS 398.1 and CTS 3.9.82) wiil require these Actions to ensure a potential radioactivity release due to the

Therefore, the change is a less restrictive change because the requirement s being deleted

I'he Action i1s not needed

insufficient cooling does not occur

e —— ———

4

AT T

L2 Unit 1: SR 3.82.1 The staff does not agree with the licensee’s | This item requires discussion between the staff
concept of which SRs from LCO 3.8.1 are applicable m Modes 5 | and the licensee
& 6 (Shutdown). See attached chart which provides the stafi
position regarding SRs that are 1) applicable and must be
performed, 2)applicable but are not required to be performed,
i and 3) are not applicable

-

BGE Response:

DOD 46 will be provided to justify differences from NUREG-1432. DOD 21 will not be used. SR 3.8.2.1 will be modified to except SR 3.8.1.8 SR 38.1.10, SR

3.8.1.13, and SR 3.8.1.15. This is consistent with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) position, except

a. SR 3.8.1.12 is not applicable because it has been deleted by a different change
b. The NRC position was that SR 3.8.1.14 (changed to SR 3.8.1.13 due to the deletion of SR 3.8.1.12) shouid be applicabie
Neither of these two signals are required to start the DGs in Modes 5 and 6 or during movement of wradiated fuel

I'he DGs are affected by erther a
safety injection signal or a LOOP signal
assemblies. Therefore, it is not necessary to include this test in SR 3.8.2.1

New DOD 46 to Section 3.8 has also been provided to justify differences from NUREG-1432 SR 3821

In addition, the Note to SR 3.8.2.1 has alse been modified to be consistent with the NRC position shown in the chart attached to the comment, with the following

exceptions
a. The NRC position was that SR 3.8.1.7 should not be performed
requirements do not exempt this test from being performed. Therefore, this test will be performed; and

21

However, performance of this test does not impact safety and the current NUREG

X Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation
DO = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT {1}

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

regarding movement of heavy loads from TS is acceptable
However, the justification requires additional work
Specifically, endorsement of NUREG-i432 means that
movement of heavy loads will be conducted in a manner that
will preclude dropping of the load on wradiated fuel. The
statemerit in justification LA .2 that heavy loads are not mitiators
of any event is not entirely true - the fuel handling accident
assumes an irradiated fuel assembly 1s dropped

3.82 DOC JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE s COMMENT | STATUS
| *
b. The NRC position was that SR 3.8.1.12 should be performed. This SR has been deleted as described above and will not be performed
5 LAl Unit 2: CTS Action a.1 Relocation of the CTS requirements | Justification LA.] should be revised accordingly

—_—

BGE Response:

. See response to 3.8.2 RAI |

beee——

6

LA2

Unit 2: CTS Footnote* The proposal to move this footnote to
the Bases is not acceptable. The footnote modifies the TS
required action and, as such, is not appropriate Bases material
The propose of the Bases is to explain why something is in the
I'S, not to establish requirements. In this case, the Bases should
explain what constitutes a safe, conservative position, but the
permissive to establish a safe, conservative position prior to
implementing the Reguired Actions must remain in TS

The CTS markup includes another LA 2 annotation. However,
it is not clear what if any change this annotation is associated

l with

T'he licensee <hould provide more details re: this
annotation

BGE Response:

See response to 3.8.2 RAI 2

7|

DX Discussion of Change

JFD = Justification for Deviation
DO = Discussion of Deviation

Init 2: Moving this CTS requirement from the AC sources TS } The licensee should verify that these CTS
l requirements are reflected in Section 3.9 of the

{
‘l’“‘ refueling TS (3.9) is acceptable, and is an Admmistrative

|
|
|
|



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT

change. However, deleting the requirement in its entirety is not | ITS, and change this justification accordingly

acceptable
| P

BGE Response:

See response to 3.8.2 RAI 3
R i 1.2 Unmit 2: The staff does not agree with the licensee’s concept of | Justification LA .1 should be revised accordingly

which SRs from L.CO 3.8.1 are applicable in Modes 5 & 6
(Shutdown). See attached chart which provides the staff position
regarding SRs that are 1) applicable and must be performed,
2)applicable but are not required to be performed, and 3) are not

N applicable

—

BGE Response:

See response to 3.8.2 RAI 4

BASES | DOC | JFD | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT
182

Bases :3 LCO See comments re: changes to the LCO in staff
Comment ’ comments to LCO 3 8.1

#1

BGE Response:
A better description of the offsite circuits will be provided. and see responses to RAls for 3 8.1

: ;N\ ' E o 4 Applicability See staff comments re: changes to
Applicability in comments to LCO 3.8.2

Comment
o 5]

BGE Response:

58] Descussion of Chanee
TFD = Justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 338

BASES DO JFO CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS
382
See response to NUREG RAL ]

b = .
Bases 12 | Actions The proposed change to the Bases 1s not

Comment I consistent with the proposed ITS

#3

-

BGE Response:

T'he term “in Containment” will be removed. and the Bases made consistent with the NUREG

—

Bases 9 21 SR 3.82.1 See staff comments re: SR 3821 in
Comment comments to L.CO 3 82

44

With respect to justification 21, why is it necessary to

parallel the EDGs with offsite power whenever the EDGs are

| 5]
run
1

e e

BGE Response:

See response 10 3.8.2 RAI 4. When DG is run, vendor requires DG to be loaded for approximately one hour

i

T 1
NUREG | DOX f CHANGE/a process in the Maintenance Rule Program COMMENT STATUS
382 DIFFERENCE

NUREG 7 LCO 3.82 The staff does not understand justification 1 7. The | The licensee should reconsider deletion of
"During movement of irradiate fuel assemblies™

Comment reason for stopping movement of irradiated fuel w 'en there 1s
well a

#1 inadequate AC power sources is to preclude the occurrence of a | from the LCO Applicability as
fuel handling accident. It has nothing to do with equipment in | justification 17

the fuel handling building having emergency power. The
concern is that the safety equipment necessary to mitigate the
consequences of a fuel Liandling accident could be without AC

power, regardless of location

, ~a
I X Discussion of Change Fa
IFD = ustification for Deviation

DO = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVEE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

JFD CHANGE/a process in the Maintenance Rule Program COMMENT STATUS
DIFFERENCE

NUREG [[ DOX
382 |

. |
1
1
i

BGE Response:
During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies will be added back in. In addition, a Note wiil be added. needed as a result of the additional applicability. DOD 48
and DOC M. 1 will be provided to justify the changes regarding the Note

NUREG T- 2 SR 3821 The SR should be revised to reflect the Table [

Comment prepared by the staff l
#2

- I
BGE Response:

-

See response to 3.8.2 RAI 4

DOC | JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS

Units 1 & 2. CTS action b.2 As proposed, the ITS for n ers | The licensee should revise the submital to retain
could be interpreted as follows: at time zero, an inverter fails, | the CTS requirements

and efforts begin immediately to power the AC vital bus from
the backup bus: after 2 hours, the affected AD vital bus cannot | The addition of the Note is acceptabie becanse it
be powered from the backup bus, and the applicable Condition | does not alter any requirements. The Note
of LCO 3.8.9 is entered; after an additional 2 hours, the affected | serves as a reminder that loss of any inverter
AC wvital bus is still not energized. and a plant shutdown is | could very well mean that multiple conditions
started are entered

The above interpretation is not correct. For the same scenario, at
the moment the inverter fails, the AC vital bus s deenergized
At this pomnt in time, the 24 hour clock for the inverter is started,
and entry into the applicable Condition of LCO 389
commences. If the affected AC vital bus is not energized within
2 hours (from the backup bus or the inverter) a shutdown is
started

DOX Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.8

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS

I'he above possible confusion could be eliminated by retaining
the CTS requirement to power the vital bus from the backup bus
connected 1o the equipment to restore the mverter by an AND
This will alert all interested parties that these Required Actions
have concurrent time clocks. [t also establishes beyond question
what power sources ar= acceptable for powering the AC vital
bus

Bl c—

BGE Response:

The ITS can not be misinterpreted as described in the first paragraph, since the Note to Action A does not allow two hours prior to cascading to ITS 3.89. ITS
3.8.7 Action A is entered upon failure of the inverter. The Note to Action A.1 requires the Unit to cascade to ITS 3.8.9 at the same time. Thus, ITS 3 8.7 Action A
is entered, requiring the inverter to be restored within 24 hours, and ITS 3 8.9 Action B is entered, requiring the AC vital bus to be restored within 2 hours. The ITS
3.8.7 Action A.1, Bases supports this. The Bases state that the Mote to the Action ensures that the AC vital bus is re-energized within two hours

=

|
BASES 2 DOC | JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT
387 ‘

Bases 5 Background The proposed chan{e is not acceptable. To
Comment be OPERABLE (and not in an Action) an inverter must be
#1 connected to its respective station batterv. any other inverter
alignment (i.e., constant voltage transformer or battery changer)
is only allowed for a limited time and only in response to the
LCO condition of an inverter inoperable I'he discussion
regarding battery chargers belongs in the Bases section for
Action A1

i e

BGE Response:

Updated Final Safety Analysis Report Section 8.3.5.2 states that an inverter is normally powered from the respective OC bus. The DC bus is powered from its
respective battery and/or battery charger. This is the meaning of the statement in the Bases. If the DC bus is only powered from its battery charger (i.e. the battery
is inoperable), then the DC source would be inoperable and the Actions of ITS 3.8.4 wouid apply (restore the DC source in two hours or shutdown the unit). In

26

DX Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation

DOD = Dascussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT

| STATUS

i ! |
addition, under normal conditions, the battery charger is supplying all the loads on the DC bus, since the charger is set up to be on float charge. Therefore, the

inverter is technically powered by the battery charger even when aligned to the battery. Therefore, this change to the Bases is acceptable. The LCO Bases will be

revised to indicate this alignment as a condition of inverter Operability
f 2 | _ : . :

Bases 16 LCO The proposed new paragraph is confusing. What is
Comment a "twin inverter"? How many of them are there? Can one
inverter power two AC vital busses? The licensee should revise
the submittal to more clearly describe the inverter arrangement

at CCNPP

841
21

BGE Response:

The Bases LCO and Background portions will be revised to more clearly describe the inverter arrangement

Bases T I ] LCO Note that the 3rd paragraph on this page ( B 3.8-71)
is not consistent with proposed changes to the Background

N
#3

Comment
l section

BGE Response:

The LCO Bases will be revised to be consistent with the Background section

— — —

16 Action A.l This proposed change and the associated The iicensee should identify which of the
uon prope 3
Comment justification (16) are not consistent with the proposed change | changes reflects the CONPP iicensing basis and
#4 | and associated justification (15) to the Background section make appropriate corrections to the submittal

).
BGE Response:

I'he proposed change to Action A1 is describing how to re-energize the AC vital bus if the inverter is inoperable. The AC vital bus normally receives power from
With the inverter inoperable, the AC vital bus mu<. be re-energized from the 120 VAC bus. The change associated with the Background change is

the inverter
Therefore, no changes to the submitial is required.

discussing how the inverter is powered. Both are correct, and do .. st conflict.
| ‘ |

Bases 9 SR 3.8.7.1 See comments regarding deletion of the
Comment frequency requirement from this SK in comments to the |
#5 NUREG markup for LCO 387 |

X Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

3 BASES % DOC JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT f STATUS
387 | |
' s | |
HGE Response:
See response to 3.8.7 NUREG RAI |
! 1 1 ;
NUREG | DOC ! JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT i STATUS
3.8.7
NUREG ] SR _3.5.72.1 The justification Joes not adequately address | The licensee should revise the justificatic, to
Comment deleting the requirement to vernify correct inverter frequency specifically address why this deletion is
" #1 i acceptable
BGE Response:
DOD 47 will be provided to justify why the inverter frequency is not verified
| 388 | DOC JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS
4
- No comments on 3.8.8
| i ¢ ; ! v
BASES | DOC JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT i STATUS
388 : |
Bases ' 9 Applicability The proposed Bases change is not
Comment | acceptable because the associated ITS change is not acceptable
#1
= i —
BGE Response:

XX Discussion of Change

JFD = Justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 33

BASES i DOC IFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT
388 1 |
See respoase to NUREG 3.8.8 RAL |

Bases r i2 Actions the proposed change may or many not be

acceptable. However, addressing the issue only in the Bases
(and not in the LCO" does not maxe the change acceptable. The
Bases are for the purpose of explaining the TS, not for
establishing requirements or limitations. If the hmitation on fuel

Comment i
!
|
i handling is indeed limited to the containment, this must be stated
|

z\

in the appropriate LCO Action{s). The Bases should explamn
why this limitation is acceptable (e.g., language from SE for
Amendment 155 and 135)

BGE Response:

I'he term “in containment” will be retained and DOD 12 provided for justification
it | |

Bases 9 l SR 3881 See comment regarding deletion of the
Comment | frequency requirement from this SR in comments to the NUREG
#3 I ln)radl!pt(wl(()IXR

-

BGE Response:

See response to NUREG 3.8.7 RAI |

!
NUREG DOC | JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT
388

NUREG 17 LCO Applicability The licensee’s proposal to delete "During
Comment movement of iradiated fuel assemblies” from the LCO

#1 Applicability does not appzar to be acceptable. This issue 1s
discussed at length in the staff comment regarding the
Applicability of LCO 3.8.2

MO Dnscussion of Change
JFD = lustuification for Deviation
DO = Discassion of Deviation
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ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

188

-
]
|
|

CHANGE/DIFFERENCH | COMMENT STATUS

!

3

BGE Response:

o. the additional applicability. |

See response to NUREG 382 RAT

- —

During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies, will be added back in. In addition, a Note will be added, needed as a result

YO 48 and DOC M.1 will be provided to justify the changes regarding the Note

e ce—

ey
NUREG | {
Comment | ’

#2 L !

S STSS——
BGE Response:

5

i

r

| the requirement to verify correct inverter frequency

o 1
|

The licensee should revise the justifications to |

ll

SR 3.8.8.1 The justifications do not adequately address deleting
this

specifically  address why deletion s

J' acceptable

See response to NUREG 3.8.7 RAI |

>

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS

:
|

However, 1t should be which was

This addition to the TS is acceptable | The staff has rejected TSTF-i6
nted that the concems regarding 1.CO 3.0.3 when 2 or more | intended to compliment proposed Action |

electrical power distribution subsystems are inoperable are not | Consequently, two or more inoperable electrical
| power distnibution subsystems that do pot result

| m a loss of function will still invoke LCO 303
i

|
|

|

resolved by this change |

|
|
A

BGE Response:

conditions and required actions
wiil be added, and DOX

7*“_7'_'—”

l

y

The ITS 3.8.¢ markup will be revised to remove references to TSTF-16

I'he conditions and required actions will also be revised to be consistent with the existing

n CTS 3.82.1 and 382.3. However, proposed Action E, which is not in the CTS, will be retained, and DOC M.2 and DOD 37

A .3 will not be used

The changes associated with the DC electnical puu':tr
distribution subsystems have not been reviewed pcnd!ngi

-
|
|
!

resolution of TSTF-115 | JI

|

— i

NEETRESETICY SemEent TN
BGE Response:

XX hscusswon
FD

DOD

fustification for Deviation

Dhascusson of Doviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

389 | DOC | JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT | STATUS

I'STF does noi apply to ihis section, and has been removed from the submittal

3 [ | The changes associated with the DC electrical power

b 4
! distnbution subsystems have not been reviewed pending

! resolution of TSTF-115 J

e ———r e ————— wat———

BGE Response:

See response 1o 3T TAL2
P AEEE

!

|

The changes associated with the DC electrical power
distribution subsystems have not been reviewed pending

4

resolution of TSTF-115

= i ———

BGE Response:

See response to 3. 89 RAI 2

5 ‘ , The changes associated with the DC electrical pnv\ch
| distnibution subsvstems have not been reviewed pcmimgl

1 resolution of TSTF-115

| .

i

BGE Response:

See response ic 2 R 9 RAI 2

BASES | DOC | JFD li CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT
189 3 |

Background The proposed deletion of Bases material The submittal should be revised to in<lude an
regarding transfer from the preferred offsite source to the | appropnate discussion
alternate source is undersiandable. However, th= licensee has
not proposed a substitute for ‘he deleted ma "~ which
addresses the CCNPP design

Bases 17
Comment

#1

— ——————— nlp

DOC = Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation

DO = Discusson of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 33

BASES DOC CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT | STATUS

389

1 BGE Resnonse:
When the preferred offsite power source is lost to a 4.16 kV engineered safety feature (ESF) bus, the associated DG starts and supphies power to the Lus. The Bases

will be revised to provide this mformation

17 Background The proposal to delete Table 3.8.9-1 is noi
acceptable. The licensee shouid provide the Table, or retamn the
#2 CTS listing of AC, DC, and AC vital bus subsystems in the body

BGE Response:

ihe Tablc was added back to the Bases as par: of evision | to the ITS submittal

———

I8 Background Justification 18 is presented as a reason for The licensee should provide a detailed
Comment i ‘ deleting Table B 3.89-!. The discussion includes 2 statement | discussion of the CCNPP shared systems and DC
#3 regarding shared systems and shared DC sources. LCO 3.8.1 in | sources along with the proper justification for
the ITS is the only place that “shared svstems"” are identified, | why this is not included in the ITS :
and is limited to DG support from the other unit for Control
Room Ventilation and H, monitoring. Nothing is said about
opposite unit support for AC vital bus and DC electnical power
subsyster . If the shared systems and shar=d DC sources are so
compiex as to make creating Table B 3 8 9-1 complicated to the
point of being impractical, why is none of this system and DC

e g ey

i source interdependency not included in the ITS?

A —

BGE Response:

The Table was added back to the Bases as part of Revision | to the ITS submittal

Nt g . :
Bases T 17 LCO The substitution of FSAR Fig. 8-9 for Table B The licensee should explam why this lack of
3 8.9-1 is not acceptable as discussed above. Also, the proposed | consistency in language is acceptable, or revise

Comment
language in the LCO is not consistent. In the Background | the submittal to have consistent language

7l
section, the licensee uses systems, subsystems, and channels. In

!
i ‘ | the LCO section of the Bases, the terminolog_ - 'load groups” is

' )
3

XX Discussion of Change
IFD = justification for Deviat.. 2

WD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

r

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE i COMMENT

BGE Response:
The Table was added back to the R~-~< =< nart of Revision | to the ITS submittal. The reference to the UFSAR figure will *2 r-moved and consistent terminology

added 1o the Bases

Bases T [ 1,3 LCO This portion of the LCO Bases reverts tu! [
Comment | { subsystems and channels as opposed to load groups. This is the | |
|

I A

same consistency question as addressed above

45 l

|
i

BGE Response:

See response to 3.8.9 Bases RAI 4

Bases Action A.1 The changes associated with TSTF-16 are not
Comment acceptable because TSTF-16 has been rejected
H6

BGE Response:

\w response 1o 3 x 9 R \l i

Hu\cs Action B.l] The changes associated with TSTF-16 are not
Comment acceptable because TSTF-16 has been rejected

H
ko4

The Bases markup for this Action 1s confusing and
appears to be inconsistent with LCO 3.8.7. LCO 3.8.7 allows an
AC vital bus to be powered from a constant voltage AC source
for up to 24 hours, whereas this Bases section requires the bus to
be powered from an inverter within 2 hours. Which LCO is
correct?

=
BGE Response:

See response to 3.8.9 RAI 1. Aiso, the Bases of 3.8.9 Action B.! will be revised to state that the vital bus must be re-energized from the mverter or the 120 VAC

+
MO Discussion of Change 3
IFD = Justification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFIC/ ONS SECTION 33

=
x

BASES

JFD | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE l COMMENT
|

!
|
389 |
| i
{

bus powered by an ES} Motor Contro! Center (MC( ) through a regulating transformer. This 1s consistent with LCO 3.8.7 Bases

Action C.]1 The changes associated with TSTF-16 are not
acceptable because TSTF-16 has been rejected

Bases f
Comment |
o ]

et T2

P ——

BGE Response:

Sec response to 3. 89 RA! |

P ——— —

Bases I'he changes associated with TSTF-16 are not acceptable
Comment because TSTF-16 has been rejected

#9

BGE Response:

See response to 3 8.9 RAI |

—

Bases ] 18 T Table 3.8.9-1 See previous comments regarding deletion

Comment | ‘ of Table B 3.8 9-1 and justification 18

#10

BGE Response:

See response to 3.8.9 RAI |

e{ NUREG . DO l CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT
389

NUREG Insert Action E A3 This addition to the TS is acceptable
Comment However, it should be noted that the concems regarding LCO
# 3.0.3 when 2 or more electrical power distribution subsystems

are inoperable are not resolved by this change. The staff has
rejected TSTF-16 which was intended to compliment proposed

!
. ‘34

IMX nscussion of Change ’

JFD = Justification for Deviation

DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

o ¥
|

| NUREG | DOC F CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT | STATUS
389 |

Action E. Consequently, 2 or more moperable clectrical power
distribution subsystems that do pot resuit m a loss of function
will still invoke LCO 303

BGE Response:

Siee 't:\PUH\C to 389 RAl |

Pg 3/4 B-13 The changes associated with the DC electrical

Comment I power distribution subsystems have not been reviewed pending

resolution of TSTF-115

sttt s o Lo
BGE Response:

I'STF-115 does not apply to this section and TSTF-115 has been removed from the submattal

S

NUREG Pg 3/4 8-14 The changes associated with the DC electrical
Comment power distribution subsystems have not been reviewed pending

#3 | resolution of TSTF-115

w

- i .
BGFE Response:

{ See response to 3.8.9 NUREG RAI 2

NUREG Pg 3/4 8-15 The changes associated with the DC electrical
Comment power distribution subsystems have not been reviewed pending

#4 resolution of TSTF-115
A

——

BGE Reﬂpon'w

See response to 3.89 NUREG RAI 2

| Pg 3/4 8-16 The changes associated with the IX clccmca!T
power distribution subsystems have not been reviewed pending
resolution of TSTF-115

NUREG

#5

]
Comment '
]
|

X Discussion of Change
JFD = Justivication for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

F T 1 1 y
NUREG f DOC | JFD | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE : COMMENT | STATUS
) | | | 1
1 i i F 3
BGFE Response:
See response to 3.8 9 NUREG RAI 2
NUREG | | Condition A. Condition B. and Condition C The changes |
Comment | ' associated with TSTF-16 are not acceptable because TSTF-16 }
#6 g | has been rejected |
- gy, W SESDSUNEEE SRS i
BGE Response:
See response t« = 89 RAI |
e — - P ——— —— — T
NUREG 2 Condition B The staff does noi understand the proposed change !
Comment { What is the difference between an "AC vital bus™ and an "A( ]’
#7 i vital bus subsystem™ Justification (2) does not provide any }
{ details that are directly apnlicable to this change and does not
! address the staff's question |
SECYEFEEENE, AR |
BGE Response:
Condition B was revised to be consistent with terminology in Required Action B.1. There is no intent to change any technical requirements

38.10 ,’ pDOC | JFD : CHANGE/DIFFERENCE J COMMENT | STATUS
! '[ LAl ! Units 1| & 2: 1CO 3810 DOC LA.I is not acceptable HK'TH}:‘ DOC 1s not correct, i1s not acceptable, and '
!’ l CTS requirements for offsite power and DG backup are pot | the changes associated with DOC LA.] are not l!
| | reflected in the Bases as stated in this D(OX | acceptable A substantial revision of the |
J N J submittal n this area 1s required i

BGE Response:

DOC LA 1 will not be used, and DOC A_S will provide justification for deleting the requirement that the bus be energized from an offsite power source, but aligned
to an Operable DG. The restriction is not needed since CTS 3.8.1.2 (ITS 3.8.2) references that the offsite power source provide power to the AC buses. If it is not

DOC = Discussion of Change i6
JFD = Justification for Deviation

DOD = Discussion of Deviatwon




K
I¥D
DOD

ATTACAMENT (1)

ZESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 338

; CHANGE/DIFFERENCE % COMMENT { STATUS
ite source is inoperable and the CTS 3.8.1.2 actions are basically the same as the actions of CTS 3822 Also, the requirement that
srable DG is also covered by ITS 3 8.2, which requires a DC bus to be capabie of supplying one train of the AC electrical power
Therefore, the duplicative requirements in CTS 3.8.2.2 are not necessary and have been

iisted in CTS 3.8.2.2 compnise one tram}

—I S -

Units | & 2: LCO 3.8.12 DOC LA2 is not acceptable IMT The DOC is not correct, i1s therefore not I
CTS requirements regarding 4160 VAC and 480 VAC busses, | acceptable, and the changes associated with g

| =ad 120 VAC vital busses are pot included in the Bases as | DOC LA 2 are not acceptable. A revision to the

‘l indicated by this LCO submittal is required

-
BGE
The Tau. ~ sack 1o the Bases of ITS 3.89 as part of Revision | to the ITS submittal. The revision also added a reference to the Table in Bases 3.89
Backgrouna ovid Technical Specification 3.8 10 Bases Background references the ITS Bases 3.8.9 Background as the location to find a description of the
el ctrical pover dis? it ution subsystems. Therefore, no further revision is necessary
3 g LA ;T Units | & 2- CTS Action a1l Footote®* to this CTS | The Footnote is a modification (a permissive) to |
l requirement should be retained in the TS. The Bases is not the | the CTS compietion ime of “Immediately” and ‘
| appropriate place for this material. The Bases are intended to | should be retained in the TS ;
: | explain what is n TS, not 1o establish or modify requirements |
BGE Response:
See response to ITS 3.8.2 RAI 2
- — T i
4 LA4 Units 1 & 2- CTS Action al Relocation of the CTS | DOC LA 4 should be revised accordingly (see

recuirements regarding movement of heavy loads from TS is | Section 5 of NUREG-1432)
acceptable. However, the justification requires additional work
Specifically, endorsement of NUREG-1432 means that
movement of heavy loads will be conducted in a manner that !
will preclude dropping of the load on irradiated fuel The ‘
statement in justification LA 4 that heavy loads are not mitiators
of an event 15 not entirely true - the fuel handling accident

assumes an irradiated fuel assembly is dropped

Discussion of Change
justification for Deviation
Discussion of Deviaton




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

1810 | DOC | JFD ! CHANGE/DIFFERENCE 1 COMMENT STATUS

'8 - —_

BGE Response:
DOC LA 4 will be modified to move the detaiis to the UFSAR

S —— — — Sa— :
5 | L2 r Units | & 2. CTS Action a3 The proposed change is | These CTS requrements are included m H'\]l
i acceptable. However, the justification appears to be needlessly ' Section 3 9 and need not be repeated in Section |
l[ | I complicated {38 This could also be an Administrative |
| | | | change |
EETEEEESEIS, FESNEEE RS - — e - — i
BGE Response:
See response to ITS 3.82 RAI 3
e s iy = CHPRERESI N — "
6 I LA | Units | & 2: SR38.10.1 Units 1 & 2: LCO38.10 DOC LA.I | The DOC is not correct, is not acceptable, and |
| is not acceptable. The CTS requirements for offsite power and | the changes associated with DOC LA.1 are not {
!
|

DG backup are not reflected in the Bases as stated n this DOX | acceptable A substantial revision of the

|
| | submuttal in this area is required |
IEETRECERETENE EREEEEE SRR ST SR P - S = 8 PURE— S i
BGE Response:
See response to 3. 8.10 RAI |
e ———————————————————— —— e '
7 ; T [ Units 1 & 2: The changes associated with the DC electrical ! :
| | 1 power distribution subsystems have not been revicwed pending | |
e, AL/ ) J! ) ”_;chwluunn of TSTF-115 - - N | N
BGE Response
I'STF-115 does not apply to this section and has been removed from the submittal
BASES | DOC | JFD { CHANGE/DIFFERENCE : COMMENT | STATUS
3810 | ‘ ! ;
| - et e | !
Bases | ! 9 Applicability The proposal to deiete "during |
Comment | | movement of irradiated fuel assembhes” from the LCO | !

38

DOX Discussion of Change

IFD = Justification for Deviation

Don nscussion of Deviation
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RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

BASES DOC ¥D | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE g COMMENT STATUS

3.8.10 ; |

#1 Applicability does not appear to be acceptable. This issue is
discussed at length in the staff comment regarding the

Applicability of LCO 3.8.2

SSaREeSTRS W

BGE Response:

See response to NUREG 3 8.10R." 1]

o M ety 1 . - .
Bases T '[ 12 Actions See comment re: justification 12 and its
associated change in staff comment on Actions for LCO 3838

Rases

Comment ]

BGE Response:

See response to NUREG Bases 3 8.8 RAI 2. The change to the Action Bases regardin ; fuel movement has been removed and DOD 12 will not be used

NUREG f DOC | JFD | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE | COMMENT
3.8.10 ' :

NURFG 17 LCO 3.8.10 Applicability The licensee's proposal to delete
Comment "During movement of irradiated {uel assemblies” from the LCO

#1 Applicability does not appear to be acceptable. This issue is
discussed at length in the ta®f comment regarding the

Apolicability of LCO 382

BGE Response:

I'he phrase will be added back to the Applicability consistent with the response to 3.8.2 NUREG RAI 1
1

| NUREG ' I I Regquired Action A.25 The proposed change is not acceptable |
Comment l I l because CEOG-86 has not been accepted

| |

|

#2

DX Discussion of Change
JFD = lustification for Deviation
DOD = Discussion of Deviation
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RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 38

! ' o ) 1

NUKEG ! DOC I JFD | CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT | STATUS
3810 | % 3 |
R i 1 i i

BGE Response:

Proposed change associated with CEOG 86 was removed as part of Revision | to the submittal

40

DX Discussion of Change

IFD = Justification for Deviation

DO = Discassion of Deviation
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ATTACHMENT (2)

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

Discussion of Change L.4 to Section 3.8.1 has been revised to include a more detailed
justification of why the deletion of diesel generator (DG) staggered testing is acceptable. This
change was requested to be provided by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) in their
comments to Section 3.8.1 (comments 2 and 7)

Discussion of Change LA.2 to Section 3.8.1 has been revised to relocate the requirement to a
process in the Maintenance Rule Progrum and include a2 more detailed justification of why the
relocation is acceptable. This change was requested to be provided by the NRC in their
comments to Section 3.8.1 (comments 3 and 8)

'he Unit 2 markup for Current Technical Specification (CTS) 3.8.1.1 Action A (page | of 12)
has been revised to match the (orresponding Unit | CTS .narkup and Improved Technical
Specification (ITS) 3.8.1 ACTION A. This change was requested to be provided by the NRC in
their comments to Section 3.8.1 (comment 5)

Discussion of Deviation 10 to Section 3.8 has been revised and new Discussion of Deviations 25
and 27 have been added to include a more detailed justification of why tne deletion of the
Surveillance Requirements (SRs) is acceptable. This change was requested to be provided by the
NRC in their comments to Section 3.8 | (comments 10, 11, 12, and 13, NUREG comments 12
and 17, and Bases comments 20, 21, 23, and 28). In addition, the power factor requirement and
the Note that allows momentary transients outside the load and power factor limits are added to
ITS SR 38.1.11 from NUREG-1432 SR 3.8.1.14 to ensure the : ower factor requivement is
periodically verified. As such, Discussion of Change M.6 and L.8 [and associated No
Significant Hazards Considerations (NSHC)) have been added and Discussion of Deviation 9 has
been deleted and new Discussion of Deviations 26, 28, and 29 have been added. The Bases for
ITS SR 3.8.1.11 is also modified to reflect this change. Also, the Bases of ITS SR 3.8.1.11 is
modified to include a discussion associated with plant commitments to monitor and trend No. 1A
DG performance degradation since No. 1A DG is not tested at the continuous load rating. The
detailed discussion on DG monitoring was added consistent with the Baltimore Gas and Electric
Company commitment made to the NRC as stated in the NRC Safety Evaluation that accepted

-~

CTS Amendments 214 (Unit 1) and 191 (Unit 2)

he requirement to meet the voltage and frequency requirements of ITS SR 3.8.1.9 when the
modified start procedures are not used was added to Note 3 of ITS SR 3.8.1.3 and associate 1
Bases were modified to reflect the cha _2. In addition, the Note to allow gradual loading of the
DG and the Note that only one DG could be tested at a time was included in ITS SR 3.8.1.4 and
the associated Bases were modified to reflect the ch~nge. However, a plant specific reason for
precluding the test from being performed on more than one DG at a time was provided. These
changes were made since there is no plant specific justification for not including these
requirements. In addition, Note 2 to ITS SR 3.8.1.4 was also revised to be consistent with the
requirements of the SR. As a recult of these changes, ITS 3.8.1 Discussion of Changes A.7, M.3,
and L.6 (and associated NSHC) were modified, ITS 3.8.1 Discussion of Changes M.7 and L.10
(and associated NSHC) were added, ITS 3.8.1 Discussion of Deviations 5 and 18 were deleted.
I'TS 3.8.1 Discussion of Deviation 36 was added, and ITS 3.8.1 Bases Discuss‘on of Deviation 25
was added. These changes were requested to be provided by the NRC in their comments to
Section 3.8.1 (NUREG comments 1, 2, 3, and 4 and Bases comments 10, 12, 13, and 14)
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Revised ITS SR 3.8.1.7 to include the word “automatically” when referring to testing of the DG
fuel oil transfer system. The ITS SR 3.8.1.7 Bases are clarified to state that one fuel oil transfer
pump is tested because No. 1A DG has two transfer pumps, No. 1B, 2A and 2B DGs have one
transfer pvmp each, but only one is required. Also, new Discussion of Change M.8 for ITS 3.8.1
was provided to justify this addition to CTS 4.8.1.1.2.a3. This change was requested by the
NRC in their comments to Section 3.8.1 (NUREG comment 6)

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG comment 10 and Bases comments |7
and 19), ITS SR 3.8.1.12, which requires verification that the auto-connected loads of the DGs
do not exceed sprcific load values is removed from the Technical Specifications. As a result of
the removal of ITS SR 3.8.1.12, all subsequent ITS SRs, and associated references to these SRs
in tne ITS, Bases, Discussion of Changes, NSHCs, and Discussion of Deviations are renumbered
In addition, new Discussion of Change L.11 (and associated NSHC) for ITS 2 8.1 is provide to
support removal of ITSSR38.1.12(CTS4.8.11.24d.5)

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (comments | and 6, NUREG comment 9, and
Bases comment 16), the justification for removing the requirement to perform the manual
transfer from the normal offsite power source to the alternate offsite power source during
shutdown was revised (Discussion of Change L.5 and associated NSHC) and Discussion of
Deviation 30 was added to justify the deviation from NUREG-1432, The change incorporates
more details on how the test is performed and the relative risk associated with performing the
test at power versus shutdown. In addition, the word “manual” was included in ITS SR 3.8.1.10
consistent with the wording in CTS 4.8.1.1.1.b

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG comment 7 and Bases comments 15),
Discussion of Deviation 31 was added to provide more detail to justify the deletion of the Note
from ITS SR 3 .8.1.8 that preciudes testing during operation in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4

Discussion of Deviation 32 was added in response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG
comment 11 and Bases comment 18) to provide more detail by which to justify the deletion of
the Note from ITS SR 3.8.1.12 that precludes testing during operaticn in Mode | or 2 and
Discussion of Deviation 6 was revised to provide more detail by which to justify the deletion of
the voltage and frequency acceptance criteria from ITS SR 3.8.1.12
In response to NRC comments o1. Section 3.8.1 (NUREG comments 8 and 16 and Bases
comment 26), voltage and frequency requirements are added to the ITS SR 3.8.1.9 which verifies
the DG start within 10 seconds and to ITS SR 3.8.1.15 (engineered safety feature/loss-of-offsite
power DG {est). As a result of this change the Bases for ITS SR 3.8.1.9 is modified to include
requirements to monitor DG voltage and frequency during this test to ensure DG voltage
regulator and governor degradations have not occurred. This additional information in the Bases
1s required by the NRC to allow deviation from NUREG-1432 SR 3.8.1.7

Discussion of Deviation 33 was added to justify the deviation from NUREG-1432 SR 3.8.1.7. In
addition, two new Discussion of Changes (M.10 and L.12) were provided to justify the addition
of the DG voltage and frequency requirements in both ITS SR 3.8.1.9 and ITS SR 3.8.1.15. No

Significant Hazards Considerations L.12 was added to support the addition of 3.8.1 Discussion

of Change L.12. Discussion of Deviation 34 was added to provide more detail by which to




ATTACHMENT (2)

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

justify the deletion of the Note from ITS SR 3.8.1.15 (engincered safety feature/loss-of-offsite
power test) that pre.ludes testing during operation in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4

Deviation, as well as Discussion of Deviation 35 (described in item 12 below). supersede

Discussion of Deviation 20, Therefore, Discussion of Deviation 20 has been deleted

[his Discussion of

in response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG Bases comment 11), a description of
the load values to which the DGs are tested has been added to the Bases of ITS SR 3.8.1.4. In
addition, ITS 3.8.1 Bases Discussion of Deviation 20 has been modified to clearly discuss why
the Bases description of the load values has been changed

I'he Bases was revised to update the reference to Regulatory Guide 1.9 draft Revision 3 to the
actual Revision 3 version. In addition, the requested information concerning the offsite circuit
description was added to the Background section of the Bases. These changes were requested to
be provided by the NRC in their comments to Section 3.8.1 (NUREG Bases comment 1) During
the development of these requested changes, typographical errors and consistency issues in the
Bases were discovered and corrected. Also, in conjunction with our response to NUREG Bases
comment 6 (as described in Item 14 below), the Background section of the Bases was also
revised 1o clearly state that automatic transfer capability bevween o.fsite circuits does not exist:
only manual transfcr capability exists

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG Bases comment 3), the Bases was
revised to provide the requested information regarding the design and loading of the offsite
circuits. In addition, the NUREG Bases 3.8.1 markup inadvertently lined out the first part of the
word “frequency” in the fourth paragraph of the Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO)
section. This has been corrected. The NRC also requested that information be provided
describing how the transfer from one offsite to another offsite occurs (NUREG Bases
comment 6). The LCO section of the Bases has been revised to clearly state that only manual
transter capability between offsite circuits exists. In addition, during the resolution of these

questions, typographical error and consistency issues n the LCO section of the Bases was
discovered and corrected

In response me to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG Bases comment 5). the Bases was
revised to provide the requested information, related to the additional DG capabilities required to
be demonstrated. However, an example different than that provided in the NUREG-1432 Bases
was used, since Calvert Cliffs did not retain the Surveillance used as the example

{n response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG Bases comment 7). the Bases was
revised to add back in the phrase “or abnormal transients,” consistent with the NUREG Bases

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.1 (NUREG Bases comment 4), the LCO Section of

the Bases that described the DG undervoltage start capability was revised to delete the phrase
“(only in MODES 1, 2, and 3)."

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.2 (comments | and 5), Discussion of ( hange LA |

has been revised to provide additional justification regarding the relocation of the movement of
heavy loads requirements
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In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.2 (NUREG comment |, Bases comment 21 the
LCO \j‘}"l\dhlhh and associated Bases have been revised. consisten. with NI REG-1432. 1
include “during movement of irradiated fuel assemblies As & result of this change. a new
Discussion of Change A 4 was added to Section 3.8.2 and appropriate CTS mark up changes were
m*4e. In addition, the Note and associated Bases proposed by TSTF.36 was added since it is
now necessary with the addition of the new Applicability. Discussion of Deviation 48 was added

1o justifty the addition of this Note Also, new Discussion of ( hange M.1 was added to

Section 3.8.2 and appropriate CTS markup charges were made due to the addition of the Note

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.2 (Bases comment 1), the change to the LCO and

ACTIONS Bases regarding fue! movement (the addition of the phrase “in containment
been remon -

) 'I(l‘-

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.7 (NUREG comment | &and Bases comment $) and
Section 3.8 8 (NUREG comment 2 and Bases comment 3), a new Discussion of Deviation 47 fot
N lon 3.8 has wen provided to justify the deletion of the bracketed word "frequency” in

§S.71and SR 388

In sponce 1o NkC comments on Section 3.8.7 (Bases comments |

<, and 3), the Bases
Hackground and LCO sections have been revised 10 be consistent with one another with respect

to power supplies to the inverters, 1o better describe ihe design of the inverters, and to clarify the
alignment of the inverters to the AC bus with respect to Operability. In addition, Discussion of
Deviations 15 and 16 tor Bases Section 3.8 were revised to better describe the changes and 1o
reference the applicable Updated Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR) sections. In additior.. a

typographical error in tne typed IS Bases (LCO section) has also been corrected

In e sponse to NRC comments on Section 3.8 8 (NUR.G comment | and Bases comment 1). the
LCO Applicability and associated Bases have been revised, consistent with NUREG-1432. 1o
include “during movement of irradiated fuel assemblies.” As a result of this change, Discussion
of Change M.1 for ITS 3.8.8 was revised and appropriaie CTS My cup changes were made. In
addition, the Note and associated Bess proposed by TSTF-30 was added since it is now
necessary with the addition of the new Applicability. Discussion of Deviation as, added as part
of Item 26 above, was used to justify the addition of this Note

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.9 (comment |, NUREG comments 1. 6. and 7. and
Bases Comment 6, 7, 8, 9), references to TSTF.16 have been removed. The ACTIONS have
been revised to be consistent with current licensi: = hasis, which allows one or more AC buses to
be inoperable for 8 hours, one or more vital buses to be inoperable for 2 hours, and one DC bus
0 be inoperable for 2 hours. Condition B has also been revised to be consistent with the
associated Required Action. In addition, while ACTION E is not currently required by the
Calvert Cufls Technical Specifications, and TSTF-16 was attempting to correct problems with
the addition of ACTION E to the NUREG (which was added as part of Revision 1), ACTION |
will be retained in the Calvert CLIYs ITS. This will ensure proper actions are taken if a loss of
safety function occurs. Discussion o1 Deviation 37 for Section 3.8 has been added to describe
these changes. Discussion of Change A3 for ITS 389, which justified the addition of

ACTIONE 10 the CTS, has been deleted and replaced with Discussion ¢y hange M3
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Appropriate Bases changes have also been made, including ensuring the Bases de seription in

ACTION B | of how to power AC vital buses is consistent with LCO 1.8.7 Bases

In response to NRC comments on Section 389 (NURFE( Bases Comme't 1), the Bases

Hmk,gl-nml section has been revised to discass the loss of preferrey power and --l"",\'\‘ll(lil

trensiurs

In response 1o NRC comments on Section 3.8.9 (NUREG Bases Comment 4 and §) the Bases
LCO section has been revised to delete references to the JFSAK igure added in Revision | to
the submittal. The Bases have also been revised to use consistent rminology across Bases
sections regarding electrical power distribution subsystems

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.10 (comments | and 6). Discussion of ( hange
LA 1 for ITS 3.8.10 has been deleted and replaced with new Discussion of Change A .S to justify
the changes to the AC source alignment requirements

In response 1o NRC comments on Section 3.8.10 (comment 4), Discussion of Change LA 4 for
p

I'TS 3.8.10 has been revised to provide additional justification regarding movement of hes vy
loads

In response to NRC comments on Section 38,10 (NUREG comment | and Bases comment 1)
the LCO Applicability and associated Bases have been revised, consistent with NUREG-1432. 1o
include “during movement of irradiated fuel assemblies™ As a result of this change, new
Discussion of Change A6 for ITS 3810 was added and Discussion of Deviation 17 for
Section 3.8 was deleted. Appropriate CTS Markup changes were also made. In addition. the
Note and associated Bases proposed by TSTF-36 was added since it is now necessary with the
addition of the new Applicability. Discussion of Deviation 48, addes as pint of ltem 26 above
was used to justify the addition of this Note. Also, new Discussion of Change M. | was added to
Section 3.8.10 and appropriate CTS Markup chenges were nade

In response to NRC comments on Section 3.8.10 (Bases comment 2), the change to the actions
Bases regarding fuel movement has been removed and Discussion of Deviation 12 for
Section 3.8 was delarod

Hases

While reviewing LA DOCs 1o ensure they were properly incorporated in the Bases, it was
discovered that while Discussion of Changes LA 1, LA3, and LA .S for ITS 3.8.1 described that
certain information was relocated to the Bases, it was not properly incorporate? into the Bases
Fheretore, the Bases have been revised to include the relocated information

Discussion of Change LA .4 for ITS 3.8.1 states that CTS 4.8.1.1.2.4.6 will be relocated to the
Bases. Upon further review, this requirement will not be relocated to the Bases but will be
deleted from the ITS. New Discussion of Change L9 for ITS 3.8.1 has been provided 1o justify
the deletion and Discussion of Change LA 4 has been deleted

While reviewing the Discussion of Changes to ensure they were properly incot orated in the
! + ‘ I
Bases, it was discovered that while Discussion of Change LA.1 for ITS 3.89 described that

certain information was relocated to the Bases, a portion of the relocated information was not
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properly incorporated into the Bases. In lieu of incorporating this information into the Bases. a

new less restrictive Discussion of Change (DOC L1 for ITS 3.8.9) and associated NSHC has
been provided to justify deleting the requirement that the AC buses be energized from sources of
power other than the DGs (i.e. the offsite circuits). This requirement has been deleted since it is

not required by NUREG- 1432 (Standard Technical Specification 3.8.9 allows the AC buses 1o be

energized from the offsite sources or the DGs). In addition, the Unit 2 CTS markup related to

this change did not identify that Discussion of Change LA.1 was the reason for the change. This
has also been corrected

Fhe justification for adding the Note to the Actions of I1TS 3.8.5 wus changed from TSTF.36 to
Discussion of Deviation 48. Discussion of Deviation 48 was added as part of ltem 26 above
Also, the justification for adding the Bases for the Note of 1TS 3.8.5 was changed from TSTF-36
to Bases Discussion of Deviation 9

When resolving NRC comments concerning the AC sources LCO, it was noted that ITS 3.8.1 did
not include requirements for the other uait's offsite circuit, nor did the Actions for the other unit's
DG (the requirements for the other unit's DG was included in the original submittal) include all
the necessary requirements. Therefore, changes have been made to ITS 3.8.1 and associated
CTS and NUREG Markups to resolve these discrepancies. To support these changes, new
Discussion of Changes A9 and L.13 and associated NSHC for ITS 3.8.1 have been added
Discussion of Change M. | for ITS 3.8.1 und Discussion of Deviation 3 for Section 3.8 has also
been revised. In addition, ITS 3.8.2 and associated CTS and NUREG M¢ kups have also been
revised to include the necessary AC sources requirements, To support thes changes, new
Discussion of Change A.S and M.2 for ITS 3.8.2 have been added. Discussion of Deviation 3 for

Section 3.8 has also been revised to discuss these additions




