CHARLES K. Cruse

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

ATTENTION Document Contral Desk

SUBJECT Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant

Unit Nos. 1 & 2; Docket Nos. 50-317 & 50-318

Revisioin 7 v (he License Amendment Request to Convert to the Improved

Lechnical Specifications (TAC Nos, M97363 and M97364)
REFERENCE: (a) Letter from A. W. Dromerick (NRC) to C. H. Cruse (BGE), dated
May 29, 1997, Request for Additional Information Regarding the
iechnical Specification Change Request to Convert to the Improved
l'echnical Specifications (TAC Nos. M97363 and M97361)

'he referenced letter transmitted questions regarding Section 3.6 of Baltimore Gas and Electric

Company s application to convert to the Improved Standard Technical Specifications

I'he responses for Section 3.6 are provided in Attachment | of this letter. Also attached to this letter is

Revision 7 to the original license amendment application. These changes result from the responses
. 5 .

provided in Attachment |, as well as other changes identified by plant persoanel. Changes to the No

Significant Hazards Considerations discussions are included where appropriate

l'o assist in reviewing this revision, a list describing each of the changes 1s provided (Attachment 2). All

of the material for each change 1s grouped by \h\l'.:.t;‘ in Attachment (3). Attachment (4) provides the

revision by Improved Technical Specification Section for

ease of replacing pages in the original
amendment request. Page replacement instructions are provided. All changes are marked with revision
Dars and are labeled Revision

9710100028

b W
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The Plant Operations and Safety Review Committee and a subcommittee of the Offsite Safety Review
Comm ttee have reviewed revisions resulting in changes to the No Significant Hazards Considerations
and concur that operation with the proposed revisions will not result in an undue risk to the health and

safety of the public. Shouid you have questions regarding this matter, we will be pleased (o discuss them
with you.

Very truly yours,

4 //’r) /',.
/ 4 /  A/
(C b
STATE OF MARYLAND 1
: TOWIT:
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 my
personal knowledge, they are based upon information provided by other BGE employees and/or
consultants. Such information has been reviewed in accordance with company pnc}ja?nd [ believe it to

be reliable. e WA
AL S /4

Subscribed and sworn before me, a Notary Public ip and for the State of Maryland and County of
(afliding) ,this (ptddav ot Qctelifn), 1997,

WITNESS my Hand and Notarial Seal: / K i
Notary Public

My Commussion Expires: }\ / } / 9 g/

Date
CHC/PSF/dIm
Attachments: (1) Responses v ..equest for Additional Information
(2) Summary of Changes
(3) Amendment Revision by Change
(4) Amendment Revision by ITS Section
cc: M. L. Reardon, NRC
(With Attachment 2 only)
R. S. Fleishman, Esquire H. J. Miller, NRC
J. E. Silberg, Esquire Resident Inspector, NRC
Director, Project Directorate I-1, NRC R. 1. McLean, DNR

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



ATTACHMENT (1)

““

IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS, REVISION 7

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Baltimore Gas and Electric Company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
October 6, 1997



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

1

I

STS SR
ITSSR 1611
| .
| ana

Associated Bases

i
|

|
CONPP Rn~~£umw.

Improved Technicai Specification (I1TS) 3.6

Operating Licenses DPR
31 6.1 A4 | CTS46.1.1c

CONPP VRt«g‘mnsi-

IX X A will be g\h,\l.ig«’ 10

requirement 1 not deleted., ju t the cross

Discussion of Change

Jjustfication for Deviator

will be revised to re

i and DPR-69. respectively

mstify the deletion

reference

. ===

Y DAT
DESCRIPTION OF ISSUI _DATI AT
OPENED | CLOSED
o el it

16/9 | 'l

COMMENTS
pamna——
icensee to update submittal

11/2/95

IS

IS 461.14d

lesting m

—— e —— ————

IS 46.1.1 ¢, (
i(' i‘.
ontamment
STS SR
examination and leakage rate testing be performed | ! or
10 CFR |
approved
STS SR 56
iIS46.1.1d

| ( and (
"'\'L'df«f\ (L8

letter and updat~d TSTI

wecordance with the with

Rate

the visual

require rate

<

Primary ( | eakage [esting

Program 36.1.1 requires “hen (N provides revision

provides addmtional

n accordance with 50 Appendix ; as | { yustification for deviations

modified by exemptions ITS SR

modifies to conform to

lc, ( and CTS 46.1.2 as

Amendment 219 for Unnt and

-

196 for Unit _

modified by
The STS s based on

ISATS

Amendment
]

Appendix 1 Option A while the (

based on Appendix J, Option B. Changes to the
STS with regards to Option A versus Option B are
bv a letter Mr. Chnstopher |
Mr. Dawvwd J. Modeen. NEI
and TSTF 52. The ITS cha are not

the

covered from

dated

Unmes o
11/2/9¢
letter or

conformance with

modified by staff comments

A

Amendment Nos. 219 and 196 for Facility

YT S

and

flect the current licensing basis as approved by License

e ———————————

| Provide a

16/9

-—

CTS 4

6.1.1.c which requires venfying that each 7 discussion

the | justification for this

A4

Rate

lock 15 in cc.apliance with

IS

contamment au
of (

justification s provided for this deletion

|
|
!

requirements 31613 15 deleted deletion

discusses the Contamment |eakage

onhy

| Programs

Ihe requirement 1s deleted because it 1s a cross-refe:.‘ce to a requirement m another specification, so the

A e iaiialibiainatinl




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.6

ITEM | CTS/STS TSRV TR | DATE | DATE | " .
‘ | DESCRIPTION OF ISSI | - : OMMENTS
NO LCO : S | OPENED | CLOSED | OURENY

pb——— +— - .
3.6.1-3 A5 CTS3616 Unit 1 CTS 3616 ACTION b requires an 5/16/97 { Prowed, additional

|

5
{
|

ACTIONaand b engineering evaluation that assures the structural | discussion and justification

ITSB36.! mtegrity prior to mcreasing RCS temperature > for this Admmistrative
Bases 200°F when the contamment 15 not in | change. See Item Number
SR36.12 | confermance with CTS 4.6.1.6.2-End Anchorages | 36.1-4and36.1-5

and Adjacent Concrete Surfaces and 46.163 !

Contamment Surfaces. A5 equates this Action
with CTS 36.1.6 ACTION a which requires a

shutdown to MODE 5 m 36 hours Thas
comparison 1s mcorrect. CTS 3.6.1.6 aliows 90
| days to restore mtegrity or perform the

engineering evaluation, but it only apphes i
contamment mtegrity does not meet the critena of
CTS 46.16.1-Contamment Tendons If the
criteniaof CTS 46.162and CTS 46.1.6.3 are not

met when the RCS temperature s > 200°F, then
an immediate entry mto CTS 3.03 1s required
Thus the justification is wrong. A justification
simtlar to A3 would be more appropriate. See

Item Numbers 3.6.1-4 and 3.6.1-5

e —————————————

CONPP Response:

DOC A_S will be revised to more accurately describe the change and nrovide additional justification

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justificaiion for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

The actions associated with the Containment Tendon Program will be moved to the Technical Requirements Manual, controlled under 10 CFR 50.59, and
appropriate justifications will be provided.

ITEM DOC/ CTS/STS DATE DATE
DESCRIPTION
NO. JFD LCO e OPENED | CLOSED N e—
36.1-4 LAl CTS36.16 Unit 1 CTS 3.6.1.6 ACTION a allows 90 days to | 5/1697 Either delete this
L.1 ACTION a. resiore contamment tendon mtegrity or perform requirement and provide
Bases ITS B3 6.1 Bases-SR an engmeering evaluation that assures the discussion and justification
JFD 7 3612 structural integrity when the contamnment tendons for this deletion (More
are not in conformance with CTS 46.16.1. This Restrictive (M)), or provide
requirement 1s being moved to I'TS B3.6.1 BASES the appropriate Conditions,
- SR 3.6.1.2. The relocation of this requirement to RAs and Completion Times
ITS B36.1 BASES SR 36.12 is unacceptable. m ITS 361 as well asw
ITS 36.1 ACTIONS require containment be appropniate discussion and
restored to OPERABLE status within 1 hour or Justification for this
shutdown to MODE 5 in 36 hours. It does not administrative change. See
allow 90 days 1 restore or perform an Item Numbers 36.1-3 and
engmeering evaluation. Therefore, the 90 days 1s 36.1-5.
considered as an A 'owed Outage Time (AOT)
specific to Unit 1| CONPP and would require
appropriate  Conditions. RAs, and Completion 7
Times. See Item Numbers 3.6.1-3 and 3.6.1-5.
CONPP Response:

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMZ TION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

ITEM DOC/ CTS/STS DATE DATE
NO FD LCO DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE OPENED | CLOSED COMMENTS
36.1-5 LA Unit | Unit 1 CTS 36.1.6 ACTION a allows 90 days to | 5/16/97 Either delete this
L1 CiS361i6 restore containment tendon integrity or perform requirement and provide
Bases ACTIONS aand b an engineering evaluat,on that assures the discussion and justification
JFD 7 Umit 2 structural integrity when the containment tendons for this deletion (More
CTS36.16 are not in conformance with CTS 46.16.1. This Restrictive (M)) or provide,
ACTION requirement 1s being moved to ITS B3.6.1 Bases- only for Unit 1 containment
ITSB36.1 SR 3.6.1.2. The unacceptability of the relocation tendons  noperable, the
BASES- 1s discussed in ftem Number 3.6.1-4. However, appropriate Conditions,
SR3612 retention of this requirement in the ITS in the RAs, and Completion Times
form it is now is unacceptable. Unit 1I's current as well as appropriate
licensing basis has this AOT requirement discussion and justification
applymg only to containment tendons (CTS for this Admmistrative/Less
36.16 ACTION a/CTS 46.16.1), not to end Restrictive change.  See
anchorages and adjacent concrete surfaces {(CTS Item Numbers 3.6.1-3. and
3616 ACTION bICTS 46162) and 36.1-4
comainment surfaces (CTS 3616 ACTION
b/CTS 46.163) and see Item Numbers 3.6.1-3.
In addition, Unit 2 CTS 3.6.1.6 ACTION does not
include this requirement. Unit 2 CTS 36.16
ACTIONS allows 24 hours to restore integrity,
not 90 days. Furthermore, Unit 2 changes the 24
hours change. Therefore, to implement this
change as proposed would require a staff
evaluation with regards to CTS 3.6.1.6 ACTION b
and Unit 2 CTS 3.6.1.6 ACTION. This is beyond
the scope of review for this conversion.
CONPP Response:

The actions associated with the Containment Tendon Program will be moved to the Technical Requirements Manual, controlled under 10 CFR 50.59, and
appropriate justifications will be provided.

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

ITEM DOC/ CTS/STS DA™E DATE
DESCRIPTION SSUE COMMENTS
NO. J¥D LCO il OPENED | CLOSED
36.1-6 None CTS46.1.14d CTS 46.1.1.d was added by Unit | Amendment | 5/16/97 Correct this discrepancy.
ITS55.16 No. 221 and Unit 2 Amendment No. 197 to allow
use of blind flanges for the Containment Purge
System nstead of the two outboard 48 inch
isolation valves during MODES 1 10 4. insert A
n the CTS markup differs from the staff approved
amendments (197 and 221) and the mnsert 55.16
mITS55.1.6.
CONPP Response:
Insert A will be marked to match the approved Amendments.
36.1-7 Bases ITS556 ITS B3.6.1 Bases-REFERENCES lists Reference | 5/16/97 Correct this discrepancy.
None ITSB36.1 4 as Regulatory Muide 1.35 Revision 0, while ITS
Bases 5.5.6 specifies Revision 2 of the same document.
REFERENCES
CONPP Response:
The Bases will be corected to reference Revision 2.
ITEM DOC/ CTS/STS DATE DATE
DESCRIPTION
NO. JFD LCO e OPENED | CLOSED T I
36.2-1 A5 CTS 46.13a See ltem Number 3 6.1-1 5/16/97 See Item Number 3.6.1-1.
ITSB362
BASES
CONPP Response:

Improved Technical Specification 3.6 will be revised to reflect the current licensing basis as approved by License Amendment Nos. 219 and 196 for Facility
Operating Licenses DPR-53 and DPR-69, respectively.

DOC = Discussion of Change 5
JFD = Justifiration for Deviation



ATTACHMENT (1)

:
RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL iINFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36
- s : _ < : e =
ITEM I DOC/ | CTS/STS ; DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE DATE | DATE | COMMENTS
B TR T S TR e et ettt [ 3 Lo Mookl T
| | {
362-1 | A | CTS 46.]13a | See Item Number 3.6.1-1 | 5/16/97 | See Item Number 3 6.1-1
} | ITS B3.6.2 ‘ ’ ‘ '
| | BASES f , |
i 4 - - + — - -~ - 4+ _—t —
3 6.2-2 | 1.2 | CTS 3613 ' CTS 3.6.1.3 ACTION b requires that when an air | 5/16/97 | Provide additional
| | ACTION' | lock is moperable as a result of an moperable | justification and discussion
| | ITS36.2 | door gasket, that the OPERABLE door of the air | | for this More Restrictive
| ACTION A and C and | lock be maintained locked closed and sealed, and | | change. See Item 2.6.2-3
; ‘ Associated Bases | the air lock restored to OPERABLE status :
f | within 7 days. 1.2 states that the appropriate |
4 ACTION to follow mn this case s ITS 362 | |
; | { ACTION A. This 1s incotrect. The appropriate | |
| 2 ACTION to enter in this condition 1s ITS 36.2
‘ { ACTION ( The basis for this 1s found in ITS |
| ; | B362 BASES RA C.1. Thus the change | »
! | | becomes a more restrictive change. See ltem | |
: ‘ | Number 3.6 2-3
5 CONPP R('iimnsc: ) [
If one air lock door is inoperable due to a failed seal, Condition A 1s the appropriate condition to enter However. if »ne seal per door has failed (one of the two
E seals in each door has failed. such that both doors would be considered inoperable), then Condition C is the correct condition to enter. The L.2 DOC 1s correct

in describing appiicable conditions and change categorization

18 Discussion of Change
If

justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REWQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTICN 36

1
i

} DATE DATE |
| OPENED | ¢ l‘()\lzlzl

CTS/STS
PLCO

DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE

.y
i
|
{

ITS 362 ACTION RA A contamns a Note 2 | 5/16/67

which allows entry and exit into containment for |

T
|
|
+ +
| { CTS
| 36.1
ACTION B
|
1 ITS 362

|

| |

| | RA A
|

|

3
b )

seven davs under admmistrative controls if both
| air locks are inoperable. The justification |
| uses CTS 3.6.1.3.b as part of the basis for adding |

Bases on Item Number 36 2-2. 1.4 s |

=T
)
I

4 |

Note this Note

mcorrect
CONPP Response:

A

\ 1s the appropnate condition to enter

If one air lock door is inoperable due to a failed seal, Condition

seals in each door has failed, such that both doors would be considered moperable), then Condition (
4 will be enhanced to provide additional justification

-

1s the correct condition to en

Changes B3 SR |
to bring it mto conformance with TSTH

in describing appiicable conditions and change categonization. DOC |

162 | STS 3.6.2 are made to STS 6.2 Bases 5/16/97 |

| Bases

| SR3622 | 17

| 1ITS B3 62 approved version of TSTFO-17
| Bases

| | SR3622

CONPP Re\imnwr

i None

s B |

r
|
} '
{ s b
i
| to the

| 1

I'he changes made do not conform

JFD-16 will be provided to justify the deviations from TS IF-17 Revision |

Provide

However, if one seal per door has failed (one of the two

| addmtonal

| justifications

COMMENTS
-——

additonal

justification and discussion
this

change

for Less Restnictive

The 1.2 DX

ter 1S correct

update
o

Licensee to
submittal

ISTF-17

with regards

or provide

and

X
QiIscussons

for Th(‘
deviations

= Discussion of Change
= Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1}

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.6

CTS/STS | . v o DATE | DATI .
DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE | COMMENTS
LCO 5 ’ OPENED | CLOSED
——— —————————————————————— e et e — — _— - y -
B IS364.1 T ITS 363 w.i contamn an ACTIONS Note 2 which ; S16/97 | | Provide addmonal
allows separate condition entry for each | : | discussion and justification

penetration flow path. CTS 3.€.4.1 ACTIONS do { for this Administrative
| |

not contain this requirement T'he justification | ' change

l['\ 163

|

|

|

|

|

|

i states that the Note is consistent with the intent of
i the CTS ACTIONS for the contamment air locks
f This 1s mcorrect The justification needs to be
| consistent with the CTS for containment isolation
} valves, since the same change was done for |

J contamment air lecks

’ S — —

- i — -
CONPP Response:

A S will be modified to clanify that the actions are consistent with the intent of the existing actions for the contamment 1solation valves

,‘ - - v ,7T., - —~— - — - = e —— P —— i —
M2 | ¢ 164 | ITS 3.6.3 RA B2 contams requirements to venify | 5/16/9 | Licensee to update submuttal
| J
! |

! | in accordance with TSTT

1 6 3
BASES the affected penetration flow path is 1solated once

IFD 6

per 31 davs for isolation devices outside S as modified by the staff
Contamment ITS 363 RA B2 contamns an | ! | or provide addtional

| discussion and ustification

|
RA B.2 and Associated
BASES additional requirement for isolation devices inside |

Containment to venfy the affected penetration |

flow path is isolated prior to entering MODE 4

for the deviations

from MODE 5, if not performed withim the
previous 92 days. ITS 3.6.3 RA B.2 1s modified |

radiation areas venified admmistratively CTS
31.6.4.1 does not contamn this allowance. The STS
markup for ITS 363 RA B2 references "5T5S- |
145 as justification for adding RA B2 The j

|

changes to ITS B3 63 Bases-RA B.! and B2 15 |

|
|
|
l
i
i
|
|
|
|
|
|
!
5
|
{
|
|
J
x . ' 4c -
| not in accordance with TSTF 145 as modified by

|
i

!

i

l

|

|

!

|

|

E

i?". a2 Note allowing solation devices i high |
!

|

i

|

|

l

|

the staff |

CONPP Rt‘;;)ﬂnﬂt;t

Chaages associated with TSTF- 145 were removad as part of ITS supplemental Amendment Request Revision ! dated june 9

DOX Discussion of Ch ange
JIFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUUST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

7

-3 1 TS/S 1 . ‘ / JATE
ITEM | ; CTWSES DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE S BARE COMMENTS
1L.CO | OPENED | CLCSED
| IR e g iy - T SEE AT
CTS36.1.1 | See *em Number 3.6 ! 16/9 : | See ltem Number 3 6.7
! |

1
| *Footnote |
r |
|
i

BASES
IFD 6
- - ik
CONPP Response:

|
i
{
|

DOC L.1 for ITS 3.6.7 will be revised to bette~ explain thai the aliowance for the plant to operaie with both hvdrogen recombiners moperabie under the conditions
~

specified is acceptable based on having an alternate hydrogen contro! system acceptabie to the

———————————————————

vuclear Regulatory Commission techmcal staff

+ ESem—_—— e "

16.3-4 { ) : CT1S464.1.1 : The post-mamtenance testing required by CTS | 5/1 Provide a descrniption of the
| | 46.4.1.1 is not contained in !TS 3.63. Rather, \ plant procedures to which
; this requirement 1s moved into plant procedures ' i | the post-mamtenance testing
i I'his places requirements outside of the I'TS mto | | requirements are relocated
{ Licensee controlled documents. There is not an | ‘ and the change control

4

| adeqguate discussion and justificanion of how | i | process for these

specific post-maintenance testing requirements | | | procedures

|
|
i
{
f
i
z
x
!

are addressed and controlled by plant procedures
- v i . SUSSIESUT S—— ekl —
CUNPP Response:

{ DOC L.10 will be provided to justify deletion of these requirements




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

CTS/STS { : S | DATE | DATE | SR
| DESCRIPTION OF ISSUF i ! COMMENTS

LCOC | { OPENED | CLOSED | ——

! ! I 1
{ Provide addtional

3
— —

5 Ak o L4 A
CTS46.1.1.aand CTS 4.6.1.1.a requires verifying once per 31 days | |
Associated **Footnote that all penetrations rot capabie of being closed ! | | discussion and justification
iTSSR 3632 by OPERABLE containment automatic solation | | | for adding the phrase "and
| !
|
] :
!
|
|
|
|

ITSSR 3633 valves, but that are required to be closed during | are not locked, sealed, or

| otherwise secured” to CTS
flanges, or deactivated autormatic valves secured | | 26.1.1.2 See Item Number
! | 163-13

|
|
|
| and Associated Bases accydent condions, are closed by valves, blind
|
! in thewr positions. Footrote** to CTS 461

!
| excepts those valves, blind flanges, or deactivated :
automatic valves located inside contammment from |
the 31 day verification frequency, but specifies

that they must be venfied during each MOCDE S of

3632 and 3633 reguire performing the same

verification. However, thev are modified by a

| Note which allows verifying valves, blind flang=s,

or equivalent m high radiation areas by

.f
|
not performed n the previous 92 days. ITS SRs i
|
|
'
|
|
|

administrative means. The CTS markup for CTS
46.1.1.a msents the phrase "and are not lockeo.

sealed, or otherwise secured” There 15 no

1
|
discussion or justification provided for mudci
contamment; not all valves or valves outside |
contamnment which 1s ~ot the focus of L.3. See |

|

!

item Number 3 63-13

CONPP Resl;m«;'

DOC 1.4 will be enhanced. and DOC 1.3 will be withdrawn

[ascussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTAC.MENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPETIFICATIONS SECTION 36

[S/STS | DESCRIPTION OF ISSUI j - S COMMENTS
1L.CO _ OPENED | CLOSED

s oot
l.a : CTS Surveillance Regquirement 4.6.1.1.a requires | 5/16/97 | Delete this change
IS3641 ACTIONC | all penetrations not capable of being closed by “
| OPERABLE CIVs, and are required closed during
| accident conditions, are verified closed by valves
| blind flanges, or deactivated automatic valves |
| secured in their positions. ITS 3.6.3 RA A1, ITS
I63 RABILITS363 RACILITSSR3IBS2
| and ITS SR 3633 allow penetrations to be
isolated by an equivalent solation device the
STS markup for thas change references CEOG
i and Associated Bases t 112, CEOG-112 1s TSTF 196 which has been
reyected by the stafi

CONPP Rc-x;ﬁmw:

{ ,’i'”:l}('\ ASM

ated with TSTF-196 will be removed and appropriate justifications provided
: e S = = sl st it

363 Jases ITS B.3.63 Bases | ITS B3.6.3 Bases- RA C.| and C.2 last paragraph | 5/16X | Cor ct this discrepancy
FD3

R |

RAC land U2 | has no changes associated with 1t Yet it 1s |
| |
|

| marked with Bases JFD 3

W
|
l
I

—————

CONPP Res  se:

—_— - — 4

3 reference will be removed
- : o oo

M { CTS3641 ACTIONS | CTS 364.1 ACTIONS adds a Note to bring the | 1697 | Provide a discussion and

N O > N

5

and B. No wstification 1s provided for this . ! admmistrative change

w(

l i . : - ; A
! ! ITS 363 Condmons A CTS into conformance with ITS 3.6.3 Conditions | ! wstification for this
| | !

{ |

ind B and Associated { A

? | Bases | admmistrative change

o it , USESUNITY) g o PSS

CONPP Response:

DOC A 9 addressed this change as part of {TS suppiementzl Amendment Request Revision 1 dated June 9, 1997




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 16

iTEM DOC/ CTS/STS DATE DATE
DESCR{PTION
NO. D LCO e OPENED | CLOSED P
3639 None CTS 3641 ACTIONS | CTS 364.1 ACTIONS adds a Note to bring the | 5/16/97 Provid: a discussion
ITS363 CTS mto conformance with ITS 363 Condition Justification for
Condition C and C. No justification s provided for this admmistrative change.
Associated Bases administrative change. See Item Number 3.63- Item Number 3 63-12.
12.
CONPP Response:
DOC A 9 addressed this change as part of ITS suppiemental Amendment Reqaest Revision | dated june 9, 1997
3.73-10 None CTS464.1 1 CTS 464.1.1 # Foomote is being moved from | 5/16/97 Provide a discussion
# Footnote CTS 36 to ITS 337 "Containment Radiation Justification for
Signal ™ No justification is provided for this admimstrative change.
admimistrative change.
CONPP Kesponse:
This change 1s addressed by DOC A1
363-11 None CIS26.1.1b,4611c, |CTS4611b, 46.1.1c. and 4561.14 are bcmg 5/16/97 Provide a discussion
and46.1.1d moved from CTS 36 to ITS 5516, Ne yustificaiion for
change. i
CONPP Response:
This change is addressed by DOC AL
363-12 None STS 3.6.3 Condition C 11S 323 Condtion C modifies sTS 363 | 51697 Provide a discussion
ITS 3.6.3 Condition C Condition C and associated Note tc include more justificaion based om
and Associated Bases than one containment isolation valve m a closed current  licensing  basis,
system. The change is designated CEOG-106. it system design,
is the staff's understanding that this chang= is not operational const austs.
re 1ew process, but will be submitted as a plamt
specific change.

CONPP Response:
JFD 10 was added to address this change as part of ITS supplemental Amendment Reqguest Revision | dated June 9, 1997,

DOC = Discussion of Change 12
JFD = Justification for Ceviation



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

~ T TS TS T =T DATE ]
ITEM ' LIRS | DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE | BASEE | WSS ) COMMENTS

NO | l LCO ! | OPENED | CLOSED |
: . SRS v = i ————r———————— il i ——————cten il

— 4 - — e e

163-13 | N | STS | STS SR 1633, SR 36.3.4 and their associated | 5169 | Licensee to updaie submittal
{ SR3633 | Bases have been modified by TSTF 45 Rev. | m accordance with TSTF 45
| STS | ITS SR 3632 and SR 3 633 have mcorporated Rev |1 or provide additional

| SR 3634 and | TSTF 45. However, their associated bases are not discussion and mstification

| Associated Bases | in accordance with "STF-45 for the bases deviation
| ITS :

I SR3i632

; ITS

| SR 36.3.3 and

| A SSOK '.”'.'(! ,‘J'\'S\

|
CONPP Response:

i

I'STF-145 Revision | will be incorporated into the ITS submattal

S == g s == e

CISi5TS | DESCRIPTION OF ISSUI DATE | DAT COMMENTS
1LCO ! f()P}\H)Alln\H)

No comments for 3 6 4

Discussion of Change

Justfi~ation for Deviation




AlIALHMEN] (1)

RESPONSELs TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

DATE | DATE |
OPENED | CLOSED |

CTS/STS
1LCO

COMMENTS

j DESCRIPTION OF I1SSUE
|
!
}

C1S46.15
| ITSB362 aver:ge air temiperature as the arithmetical | ! | mdicator locations n ITS

| CTS 4.6.1.5 requires determining the containment | 5/16/97 | | Specify the temperature

v |

: BASES | average of the temperature at the containment ; | 33.6.5BASES-SR 3651

| SR 3651 i dome and the containment reator cavity. ITS SR |

] 165.1 requires determming the pnmary | | | Provide a descniption of the
| containment average air temperature, but does not | = plant procedure to which the
| specify temperature indication locations The | | | temperature indicaticn
| temperature indication locations are moved mto | ! | locations are relocated and
| the Bases and plant procedures. ITS B.3.6.2 | | the change control process

Bases-SR 3.6 5.1 does not specify the tempe ature f | j for these p_ ocedures

| indication locations, nor is it specified elsewhere !

in I'TS B83.6.5. The specific plant procedures and |

i associated controls are not indicated

CONPP R(’s"‘mnw:

I'he detail will be mcved to the Bases and appropriate justification changes will be made

COMMENTS

| ATF IE |
_ DESCRIPTION OF ISSUF | DALE | DAIE |
NO | JFD | LCO J' J
— = ; ik ; i PPV Sa—

ITEM | DOC/ | CTS/STS 1 | '
i OoP . { CLOSED |
N | OPF ED CLOSED |

3/46.5.1-1 | None | CTS 3/46.5.1 is being moved to ITS 3.3.10 "Post | 5/16/97 | | Provide a discussion and
| | f Accident Monntoring Instrumentation.” No
]

justification has been provided for this | . | Admmistrative cliange
| {

4
| | justification for this
i
|
} | Admmistrative change

CCNPP Rﬂ;xmst:

DOC A.1 was provided for thi; change

b .

DO Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




1..1 state that the hvdiogen control function 1s

: ’ ¢
ATTACHMENT (1)
RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.6
ITEM | DOC CTS/STS 1 s v it | DATI DATE | _ ROV
e Mo i JFD 4! 0 IV **_W,,,A_,_M“I,”A\( ’ili)“{ it {\:lil Lo _l_()'l’lz\_!‘l) CLOSED ‘g & ; (_)YT"J\I\
3.6.7-1 f L ; CT1S 3652 f CTS 3652 does not specify an ACTION when I 5/16/97 ; Provide additional -
| Bases [ ITS 3.6.7 two hydrogen recombiners are inoperable. | | | discussion and justification
< ; IFD 2 1 ACTION B and { Therefore, if two hydiogen recombmmers are : | based on current licensing y
| f Associated Bases inoperable, a shutdown per LCO 3.0.3 5 required | | basis, system design, or
| ! | ITS 3.6.7 Condition B adds Required /ctions and | | | operational constrams as
[ [ f Completion Times for two hvdrogen recombmers | | well as appropriute
| | | mmoperable. However, instead of requiring entry | | | documentation to show that
" ; I i into the LCO 303 shutdown track as in CTS | ! ITS 367 ACTION B

{ I 3562, ITS 36.7 ACTION B allows 7 days to . | apphes to CONPP and the
, ; ; restore one hydrogen recombiner to OPERABLE | ‘ | CTS 1s m error
;‘ { { status when two are moperable iTS 367 ‘ |
‘5 | ‘ ACTION B also requires admimstratively | ‘
| { [ verifying the hydrogen control function within | |
i | | hour after both hvdrogen recombiners become | | ‘

; | inoperable, and every 12 hours thereafier. ITS | ! "

j | B36.7 Bases-RA B.1 a~d 8.2 and justification | |

|

provided by Containment Vent/Hydrogen Purge
Jvstem However, CTS 36.1.1 *Footnote
(jusitfication M3 mn ITS 3.63) onlv allows the
Contamnment Vent/Hydrogen Purge System to be
open n MODES 1 10 4 for containment pressure

comrol, airbome radiocactivity control, and |

surveillance testing purposes, not for hydrogen |

purpx ' $ | 4
control functions. Thus it would seem that ITS ! | |
3.6.7 ACTION B does not apply to CONPP | |

1
|
1

l

CONPP Response:

—e

| —

DOC 1.1 for i TS 3.6.7 will be revisea to better explain that the allowance for the plant to operate with both hydrogen recombiners moperable under the conditions

specified is acceptable based on having an alternate hydrogen control system acceptable to the Nuclear Regulatory Commussion technical stafi B

¢

15

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO KEQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 4
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36 5
| . ! v N 1 - T ~
IFE. 1 BOC SEWOLe | DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE EATE. - | - NSEE -4 COMMENTS
NO | JFD | LCO | | OPENED | CLOSED |
- ——_——— - — ———— &
3.6.7-2 L2 CTS4652a2 CTS 46.52a requires verifying that during a | 5/1597 | | Provide addrtional
STS | functional test of the hydrogen recombmner, the : E : discussion and justification
SR 3681 and minimum heater sheath temperature increases to | l | based on current licensmg
Associated Bases 700°F within 90 minutes, and 1s mamntained for at ' | basis, system design or
ITS least 2 hours once per 6 months. ITS 3.6.7 does ! | operational constramts to
- SR 36.7.1 and not contamn this requirement. Rather, ITS SR | ! | Justify the deviation from
Associated Bases 3.6.7.1 (hvdrogen recombimner functional test) is a ' | ’: the CTS and STS
24-month functional test which requires the heater g |
sheath temperature to be increased to > 1200° l :
within 5 hours, and mamntamned for at least 4 f
l hours. No justification 1s provided for changing f g !
| the test parameters from a heater sheath i ; ,
| temperature of >700° within 90 minutes and 1s | : E
! ! maintammed for at least 2 hours to 1200°F 10 | E |
within 5 hours and maintained for at least 4 hours. | | f
l STS B368 Bases-SR 3681 has a testing ; 3 :
| requirement similar but less restrictive than CTS | |
46.52a itdoes not maintain the temperature for | : ‘
hours, but increases it to maximum for { | !
approximately 2 minutes and verified to be >60 | : ;
{ kw | | ,
TR, - ] - R (. (XTI R I PO ST SUP SO SRS PT I TRR s, S TR OIS TR enps e DR w——e——
CONPP Response:
DOC 1.2 will be revised to provide additional "N’_?EL'i'_',‘i'l_'_'_",f_":‘f'_’f,‘,':,‘,_“”"m I'echnical \-pv:u!"n:innn Surveillance Requirement 46.52.a T
b8
DOC = Discussion of Change 16

IFD = Justification for Dewviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 386

DOC/ | CTS/STS St g i Lo DATE DATE | - .
DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE g | COMMENTS
JFD + LCO OPENED | CLOSED |
Bases | STS B3.6.8 Bases- STS B367 Bases RA Bl and B2 has a| 51697 | | Provide addihional
| JFD 10 l RA B.1 and % reviewer's Note in the text. {TS B3.6.7 Bases RA | discussion and justification
! B2 | B.1 and B.2 deletes the Note using justification | | | for the deletion of the
ITSB36.7 5 Bases JFD 10. Bases JFD 10 deals with the | | Reviewer's Note
i ‘ ‘

e t———

|
compliance of CONPP to the General Design |

| Bases
Cisteria (GDC). The deletion of the Reviewer's |

RABland B2
| - | Note has nothing te do with the GIX

e ————————————————————————————————— e ——————— — S—

CCNPP Rﬂp«ri'nrﬁe:'

The JFD 10 notation will be revised to JFD 9

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

CTS/STS = T T DATE | DATE | N 2
DESCRIPTION OF i3SUE ! O ENTS
= OPENED | CLOSED | PR

s | y v . - pan s | | -
168-1 ’ BASES | STSB3.6.10 | STS B2.6.10 Bases for SR 3.6.10.2 states .hat S/16/97 | | Reinsert the STS statement

JFD 3 BASES ] "The ICS filter tests are m accordance with | | |and Ref. 2 into the
SR36.102 Regulatory Guide (RG) 152 (Ref 3). "ITS | approprizte place m ITS

{ ITS B3.6.8 Bases B3.6 8 Bases for SR 3.6.8.2 deletes thas statement | { B368 Bases SR 3682

Bases | land ITS B38 Bases

ITEM DOC) ‘
| NO. | WD 3 LCO Em, 15

—————————————————————

—_—————— ]

| SR3682 and Reference 3 from ITS B368
| ITSB368 | REFERENCE Section. The basis for this deletion | REFERENCES
{ BASES is that it was perforred to ensure that the ' |

| REFERENCT references are applicable to CONPP. The testing

| requirements i CTS 463.1.b thru g reference |
RG 1.52 Rev. 2 and are relocated to ITS 55.11

ITS 5.5.11 states that the VFTP test shall be done |
in accordance with RG 1.52 Rev. 2. Therefore, |
the justification JFD 3 is wrong, and the STS
statement and Reference 3 should be reinserted |
into ITS B3.6.8 Bases SR 3682 and ITSB368 |
Bases REFERENCES, respectively. Furthermore, |
the staff would consider this change as a generic |

change

CCNPP Resimmw:

IFD 15 will be provided for justification for deleting the reference in ITS 3.6.8 Bases, because all the filter trains are not m full conformance with Regulatory

Guide 1.52 Revision 2, and the change is not generic since it is made to be consistent with current licensing bas:s N

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justifi~atior for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 36

ITEM | DO/ CTS/STS e R A A | DATE DATF &
' DESCRIPTION OF ISSUE | OMMEN1S
MO { 00 RIPTY F ISSUE | OPENED | CLOSED | COMMEN’,

l JFD
| ‘ . N r . | e o | |
168-2 Base STS B3.6.10 Bases- STS B316.10 Bases-1L.CO states the followmg: | 5169 | Provide a discussion and
! { justification for this

-

_— — '

LCO { "Two separate, independent, and redundant ,

JFD 11 ITS trams..” ITS B3.68 Bases-1L.CO deletes the 1} | deletion
B368 words “separate, independent and redundant” | |
BASES- ITS B368 BACKGROUND first sentence. !

BACKGROUND ITS second paragraph retains these words The |

| B368 justifications {Bases J¥D 8 and JFD 11) deal with |

i Bases | consistency with CCNPP spedific number, system ;

| LCO name, termmology, safety analysis, plant system |

E operation or design basis. This deletion does not |
| | . p !
i i fail under any of these categornies

sl ———————————————————————————

CONPP Rﬂr‘mhw:

The ISTS Bases markup for ITS 3.6 8 will be revised to state that the three trains of the iodine removal system are separwe. independent (except for power), and
nt licensing basis, as s.ated in the Safety Evaluation dated August 28, 1972

—

e ——— e —————— S

redundant. in accordance with the curre
Smrmsane x vl it

!

STS 3.6.10 Bases | STS 3.6.10 Bases-SR 3.6.10.1 states that the SR | 5/1697 | | Provide a discussion and

requirement to OPERATE each IC’S tramn ensures : | | just:ficathon for this
| |

that all trains are OPERABLE. "It also ensures | | deletion

i Bases that blockage, fan or motor failure or excessive |

]
|
y BACKGROUND { vibration can be detected for corrective action.”
i
|

Bases |
JFD8 | SR36.10.1
[ ITS 368

1683

T
|
e
|
i
|

| | ITSB368 This last statement has been deleted from 175
% | Bases- B3.0.8 - Rases for SR 3168.1. The justification
] | SR368.1 | (Bases jii) 8) provided does not correlate o thas |
| | sentence, based on the system description

i provided in ITS B3 .6.8 Bases-BACKGROUND

W S

i
|
!
|
. e i ——————

L e
CONPP Response:

The statement will be retained in the ITS Bases

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (2)

IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS, REVISION 7

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

Baltimore Gas and Electric Company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
October 6, 1997



ATTACHMENT @)

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

['he Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) requested additional justification for deviating from

a yet 1o be iusued revision of TSTF-52, and a letter from Mr. ( hristopher 1. Grimes to Mr. David
J. Modeen dated November 2, 1995

lo resolve these comments, the Improved Technical
Specification (1TS) was revised to reflect the current licensing basis as approved by the NRC in

[ icense Amendment Nos. 2°9 and 196 for Faciliy Operating License Nos. DPR-53 and DPR-69,
respectively. While resolving these comments the following were discovered

l'echnical Specification (CTs) Markup for ¢ IS 461.2 aforITS 3.6.1 was not consistent with
I f

*he issued License Amendments; 2) the acceptance criteria for the leakage rate tests provided in

1) the Current

the Improved Standard Technical Specification (ISTS) Bases for ITS Surveillance Requirement
(SR) 3.6.1.1 was incorrect; and 3) the Markups for CTS4.6.1.3.a for ITS 3.6
consistent with the ISTS Markup for ITS 362 SR 36.2 |

changes were made: 1) the Markups for CTS 4.6.1

2 were not

[0 resolve these issues, the tollowing
2 and CTS 4.6.13.a were revised; 2)
Discussion of Change (DOC) A.S was revised to justify the addition of Notes | and 2 of TS SR
16.2.1; 3) the references ‘o TSTF-52 were removed from the ISTS Markups for 1TS 3.6.1, 3.6.2,
and 3.6.3 and the deviations were justified by new Justification for Deviation (JFD) 11 for ITS
1.6. 4) the references to TSTF-52 were removed from the ISTS Bases Markups for iTS 3.6.1,
16.2, and 3.6.3. These deviations were justified by exiting JFDs 6 and 8, and new JFD 17 for
Bases Section 3.6; and 5) the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS SR 3.6.1.1 were revised to provide the
correct acceptance critena. (Comments 3.6.1-1 and 3 6.2-1)

I'he NR( requested justification for the deletion of CTS SR 4.6.1.1.b
provided in DOC A7 for ITS 3.6.1. (Comment 3.6.1-2)

I'he justification has been

he NRC questioned the validity of the justificetion provided for the elimination of Action b of

CTS 3.6.1.6. Discussion of Change A.5 for ITS 3.6.1 was revised to provide the appropriate

justification. (Comment 3.6.1-3)

In the CTS Markup of Action a of Unit | CTS 3.6.1.6. we proposed to move to the Bases the

requirement to perform an engineering evaluation to demonstrate the ability of the containment
structure to pertorm 1ts function, in the event the containment structure was exhibiting evidence

of possible abnormal degradation. The NRC did not believe this was ippropriate. To resolve the

NRC Comments, the following changes were made: 1) DOC LA.1 was revised to state that the

requirement would be moved to the Technical Requirements Manual (TRM) versus the Bases
This is appropriate, because the requirement only applies when the operability of
containment 15 indeterminate

the
[t the containment is determined to be inoperable, then prompt
action should be taken to either restore the containment or to place the plant in a safe condition;
and 2) the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS SR 3.6.1 2 were revised to eliminate the discussion
regarding the engineering evaluation. (Comments 3.6.1-4 and 3.6.1-5)

I'he NRC identified that Insert A provided in the Markups of CTS SR 4.6.1.1.d for ITS 3.6.1 did
not match Insert 5 5.16 piovided in the CTS Markups for ITS Section 5.0 and the revised
surveillances issued in License Amendment Nos

221 and 197. Insert A provided in the Markups
of CTS SR 46 |

l.d for ITS 3.6.1 has been revised to be consistent with Insert 5.5.16 and the

revised surveillances issued in License Amendment Nos. 221 and 197. (Comment 3.6 1

0)
I'he NRC identified that the refercnce to the revision of Regulatory Guide

ISTS Bases Markup for ITS 3.6.1 was different than the revision of Regulatory Guide 5

35 contained in the




ATTACHMENT ()

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

referenced in ITS 5.5.6. The revision referenced in ITS 5.5.6 is correct, so the reference in the
ISTS Bases hviarkup for ITS 3.6.1 was revised 1o reference Revision

(Comment 36.1-7)

2, versus Revision 0

Discussion of Change L .4 for ITS 3.6.2 was e~ nced to provide additional clarification. This

proposed change was required to respond to an NRC comment. (Comment 3.6.2-3)

8 ['he NRC identified that the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS SR 3.6.2.2 did not match the wording
appro. »d in TSTF-17, Revision 1. The NRC is correct. However, the TSTF-17 wording
contained several technical errors. Justification for Deviation 16 for Bases Section 3.6 has been

rovided to justify the deviations from the approved TSTF-17 wording. (Comment 3 6 2-4)
- I E

ke NRC requested that DOC A.5 for ITS 3.6.3 be revised to address the containment isolation
valves, instead of the containment air locks. Discussion of ( hange A.S for ITS 3.0.3 was revised
as requested. (Comment 3.6.3-1)

10 e NRC was concerned that adding Action B of ISTS 368 to CTS 3/465.2
Footnote * to CTS Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO) 3.6.1.1
for ITS 3.6.7

conflicted with
Discussion of Change .1
was revised to include additional discussion and justification for the change. The
associated no significant hazards considerations (NSHC) did not

require revision
(Comments 3.6.3-3and 3.6.7-1)

I Currem Technical Specification SR 4.6.4.1.1 provides requirements to demonstrate the

operability of each containment isolation valve prior to returning the valve to service after
maintenance, repair, or replacement work is performed on the vaive or its associated actuator.
control, or power circuit. Originally, we proposed to relocate this SR to procedures. Now, we

are proposiug to delete the SR. Justification for deleting the SR is provi ¢ as DOC L. I

) ﬂ.lll\!

its associated NSHC) for ITS 3.6.3. To support this change, DOC LA .2 was deleted. because it

1s no longer used. (Comment 3.6.3-4)

to

T'he NRC requested additional justification regarding a change to CTS SR 4.6.1.1 .a identified in
fin the CTS Markups for ITS 3.63. To resolve this question the following changes were made

$- 1) the Markups of CTS SR 4.6.1.1.a for ITS 3.6.3 were revised to reference DOC 1 4 for

[TS 3.6.3 as the justification for change and to delete the reference to DOC L.3 for ITS 3.6.3:
2) DOC L4 and its associated NSHC for ITS 3.6.3 were revised to ensure that the chang: t
CTS46.1.1a and Footnote ** to CTS 46.1

0
l.a were clearly discussed and justified; and

1) DOC L.3 and its associated NSHC were deleted. DOC L3 for ITS 3 63 addressed a different

change, that was also addressed by DOC L.5 for ITS 3.6. (Comment 3.6.3-5)

While resolving the aforementioned NRC Comment, it was discovered that the Markups of

CTS4.6.1.1.a and Footnote ** of CTS 4.6.1.1.a for ITS 3.6.3 did not properly cross-reference

the ITS requirements. Thus, the Markups of CTS 4.6.1.1.a and Footnote ** of CTS 4.6.1.1.a for
{

ITS 3.6.3 were revised to properly cross-reference the ITS requirements. Also, the ISTS Markup

for I'TS 3.6.3 was revised to properly cross-reference the CTS requirements

13 he NRC requested that the deviations proposed by CEOG-112 (TSTF-196) be withdrawn from

the Calvert Cliffs’ submittal. The deviations proposed by CEOG-112 were withdrawn from the




ATTACHMENT

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

submittal as requested. The following changes were required: 1) the Markups for Action ¢ of
CTS LCO 3.64.) for ITS 3.6.3 were revised: 2) the Markups for CTS 4.6.1.1.a for ITS 3.6
were revised; 3) DOC 1.6 and its associated NSHC for ITS 3.6.3 were deleted. because they are
no longer used; 4) DOC 1.7 and its associated NSHC fo: ITS 3.6.3 were revised: and $) the I1STS
Markups for ITS 3.6.3 and its Bases were revised. (Comment 3.6.3-6)

'he NRC requested that the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS 3.6.3 be revised by deleting a reference
to JFD 3 for Bases Section 3.6 that was placed next to the last paragraph of the Bases for
Required Actions C.1 and C.2. The ISTS Bases Markup for Required Actions C.1 and C.2 of
ITS 3.6.3 was revised as requested. (Comment 3.6.3-7)

he NRC requested that the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS SRs 3.6.3.2 and 3.6.3.3 be revised to
accurately reflect Revision | of TSTF-45. The ISTS Bases Markup foi ITS SRs 3.6.3.2 and
3.6.3.3 were revised to reflect Revision | of TSTF-45. (Comment 3.6.3-13)

Discussion of Change LA.2 for ITS 3.6.5 was revised to state that the specific locations for
meazuring containment air temperature are being moved to the Basec. The ISTS Markup of the
Bases for ITS 3.6.5 was revised to include the required information. These changes have been
made to respond to an NRC Comment. (Comment 3.6.5-1)

'he NRC had several questions regarding the justifications for changes to CTS 4.6.2.1.a.1
CTS462.1b.1,and 4.6.2.1.¢c.1. Additionally, while resolving these NRC Comment, additional
problems with the Markups of the SRs of CTS 4.6.2.1 and the DOCs for ITS 3.6.6 were

identified. The following changes were required to resolve these comments: 1) the Markups of
the SRs for CTS 4.6.2.1 for 1TS 3.6.6 were revised; 2) DOCs A5, M.1. LA4. LAS and L.S for
ITS 3.6.6 were revised: 3) DOCs A.6, A 7, and L.7 (and its associated NSHC) for ITS 3.6.6 were
added; 4) DOC L 4 for ITS 3 6.6 was deleted: 5) the ISTS Markups for I'TS 3.6.6 were revised:
and 6) the ISTS Bases Markups for SRs 3665, 3666, and 3667
(Comments 3.6.6-1,3.6.6-2, 3.66-3, and 3.6.6-7)

were revised

Discussion of Change LA.3 for ITS 3.6.6 was revisec to state that the requirement for the service
water outlet valves to be full open has been moved to the Bases. The ISTS Markup of the Bases
for ITS 3.6.6 was revised to include the required information

I'hese changes have been made to
respond to an NRC Comment. (Comment 3.6.6-5)

The NRC requested: 1) the Completion Time provided for Required Action B.2 for ITS
LCO 3.6.6 be revised to account for the fact that we are only requiring a shutdown to Mode 3
with pressurizer pressure < 1750 psia, while Required A tion B 2 of ISTS LCO 3.6.6A r quires a
shutdown to Mode 5; and 2) requested the deletion of a reference to a Note 5 in Ji'D 6 for
Section 3.6. To resolve these comments, the following changes were made: !) the Markups of
the Action for CTS 3.6.2.1 were revised to require the plant to be placed ir Mode 3 with
pressurizer pressure < 1750 psia within 12 hours in the event the Containment Spray System is
inoperable and cannot be restored within the specified Completion Time. The proposed change
was justified by DOC M.5 for ITS 3.6.6; 2) DOC L.1 for ITS 3.6.6 and its assc-iated NSHC
were deleted, because they were no longer used; 3) the ISTS Markup for ITS 3.6.6 was changed
to require the plant to be placed in Mode 3 with pressurizer pressure < 1750 psia within 12 hours

in the event the Containment Spray System is inoperable and cannot be restor within the
¢ b }




SUMMARY OF CHANGES

20,

23,

24

specified Completion Time. JFD 6 was revised 1o provide justification for this proposed
deviution; 4) the 15TS B ses Markup for Required Action B.2 for ITS 3.6.6 was revised to be
consistent with the revised I'TS; and 5) JFD 6 for ITS 3.6.6 was revised 1o delete the *eference to
Note 5. In addition, the use of the Note 1o modify the Modc 3 Applicability was changed to add
the modification into the Applicability, consistent with the manner in which this issue is handled
in ITS 352 Justification for Deviation 6 was modified to reflect this change
(Comments 3.6.6-6 and 3.6.6-8)

Additionally, the Applicability for ITS 3.6.6 was revised to be more consistent with the writer's
puide. This required changes to the ISTS Markup for ITS 3.6.6 and ISTS Bases Markup for
118366

The NRC requested that a generic editorial change made in the I1STS Bases Markup for IT8 3.6.6
e remove d, and they requested justification for deleting the references 10 the spray additive
sys.2m in the iSTS Bases Markup for ITS 3.6.6. The generic editorial had replaced the word
“reduce” with the word “minimize.” The generic editorial change was removed from the I1STS
Bases Markup for ITS 3.6.6. The deletion of the references to the spray additive system were
anr oated witn JFD 8 for Bases Section 3.6. (Comment 3.6 6-9 and 3.6.6-10)

The NRC requeste’ additional justification for the deletion of CT5 4.6.52.a. Discussion of
Change L.2 for ITS 3.6.7 hrs been clarified to better state our justification. While resolving this
issue, it was discovered that the ISTS Markup for ITS SR 31.6.7.1 did not refer to the correct CTS
SR. Thus, the iISTS Markup for ITS SR 3.6.7.1 was revised to refer to the correct CTS SR,
(Comment 3.6.7.2)

The NRC requested that justification be provided for deleting a Reviewer's Note in the ISTS
Bases Markup for ITS 3167, The proposed deviation referenced JFD 10 to Bases Section 3.6,
This JFD did not justify the proposed deviation. Justification for Deviation 9 to Bases
Section 3.6 provides the appropriate justification. The ISTS Bases Markup for ITS 3.6.7 was
revised to annotate the change with the proper JFD. (Comment 3.6.7-3)

The NRC requested additional justification for the deletion o the reference to Regulatory
Guide 1.52 from the ISTS Bases Marku; for ITS SR 3682 This justification has been
provided as JFD 15 to Bases Section 3.6. (Comment 3.6 8-1) The NRC also questioned the
deletion of a statement from the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS SR 3.6.8 1 regarding the purpose of
the surveillance. This statement should not have been deleted. Thus, the statement has been
restored 1o the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS SR 3.6 8.1, (Comment 3.6.8-3)

The NRC requested additional justification for the deletion of the statement “separate,
independent, and redundant™ from the ISTS Bases Markup for ITS LCO 3.6.8. The deletion of
this statement was inconsistent with information provided in the Background Section of the ISTS
Bases Markup for ITS 3.6. 8. The ISTS Bases Markup for ITS 3.6.8 was revised to state that the
three trains of the iodine removal system are separate, independent (except for power), and
redundant. (Comment 3.6 8.2)

The NRC requested justification for moving CTS 3/4.6.5.1 to Section 3.3.10. Discussion of
Change A1 for CTS 3/4.6.5.1 was added to provide the justification. (Comment 3/4.6.5-1)
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SUMMARY OF CHANGES

While resoiving the alorementioned NRC Comment, it was discovered that the move ol

CTS V4.6.6 10 Section 3 was also lacking justification Thus,. DOC A tor CT1S 34.6.6 was

added to provi ¢ the justification

An internal reviewer identified that the Bases for 1TS 1.6.2 contained an error regarding the

remote position :ndication for the doors of the personnel air locks. The ISTS Bases for | IS36.

were corrected to reflect that the personnel air locks are provided with an alarm in the control

room that actuates when either door or equa izing valve for a personne! air lock is opeied

While resolving comments, it was identified that ACTIONS Note | of ISTS LCO 363 was

added te CTS LCO 1.6.4.1 without appropriate justification. To resolve this issue. the foll Wi

changes were made 1) the Markups of CTS LCO 364 tor ITS 3.6.3 were revised

) DOC L. 11 for ITS 3.6.3 and its associated NSHC were added to iustifs the change

ISTS Markug for ITS 3.6.3 was revised to provide the appropriate cr

and 3) the
ss-references

N

e requirements of Unit | CTS 46.12b and 4.6.1.2.¢c should have been retained in the

Containment | cakage Rate Testing Program. To resolve this issue. the following changes were
: : ! ¥

required 1) the Markups of Unit | CTS 46.1.2b and 46.1.2.¢ for ITS 16

| were revised
2)DOCs LA2 and LA3 for ITS 3.6.1 were eliminated: 3) Markups of Unit | CTS 4.6.1.2.b and
1.6.1.2.¢ were added to the CTS Markups for ITS 5.0, 4) a change to Unit | CTS 4.6.1.2.b was
justified by DOC A 3] for ITS 5.0 6) the Markups for CTS 364,10 and 3.6.1.1 for ITS 1.6
were revised. 7) DOC A7 for ITS 3.6.3 was eliminated: 8) the ISTS Markup for ITS 3.6.3 was

revised: 9) JFD 3 for ITS Section 1.6 was modified to reflect that requirements for the

containment purge 1solation valves would be maintained in the Containment Leakage Rate
lesting Program; 10) the ISTS Markups for ITS §.5.16 were revised; 1 1) JFD 35 for ITS 5.0 was
revised; and 12) the ISTS Markup for ITS SR 3.6.1.1 was revised

While reviewing the LA DOCs for ITS Section 3.6, several 1ssues were dentihied (1.e.. items

were proposed to be relocated but should have been retained. items were proposed to be
relocated to plant procedures and items proposed 1o be relocated to the Bases were not included
in the Bases). The following changes were required to resolve the issues 1) the ISTS Bases

Markups for 1TS 3.6.3 were revised to include information that was deleted from the CTS via
|

LA3for ITS 3.6.3; 2) the ISTS Bases Markups for ITS 3.6.6 were revised t

deleted fromthe CTS via L A | for ITS 3.6.6. and 3) the ISTS B

vinclude information
SR T ‘\:.H\M[\'«- for '|\ 1.0 Were

H'\i‘w(\t 1o |!l\|(.\h d information deleted from the ( !\ Via 1 1 o l‘\‘ 3

h

I he foll Wing 1ssues relate to pending TSTF changes

A plant specific justification was provided (Discussion of Deviation § to Bases Section 3.0) to

justity addition of the words to Bases LCO 3.0.7. The Bases changes are consistent wit) pending

ISTF-48

) A\ plant specific justification was provided (Discussion of Deviation 4 to Bases Section 3.0) t
justity the modification to Bases SR 3.0 I'he Bases changes are consistent with pending
ISTF-52




ATTACHMENT )

SUMMARY OF CHANGES
—W
3 The NUREG Markup was modified to delete the reference to TSTF-37 as the Justification for

deleting NUREG Specification 5.6.7, Emergency Diesel Generator Failures Report.  In the

original submittal, a plant specific justification for this deletion was provided (Discussion of
Deviation 19 to Section 5.0).

33 A plant specific justification was provided (Discussion of Deviation 35 to Section 5.0) to Justify
the changes to the Containment | cakage iate Testing Program. The changes had been
previously justified based on |

krY A plant specific justification was provided (Discussion of Deviation 34 to Section 5.0) to Justify
deletion of NUREG Specification §2.2b. The change had been previously justified based on
TSTE 121,

s, The title of the Quality Assurance Plan in ITS 5.2.1.a has been changed to Quality Assurance
Policy, consistent with Calvert Cliffs nomenclature. Appropriate changes to the CTS Markup,
Discussion of Change A5 to Section 5.0, ISTS Markup, and Discussion of Deviation 26 to
Section 5.0 have also been made.




ATTACHMENT (3)

“

IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS, REVISION 7

AMENDMENT REVISION BY CHANGE

Baltiniore Gas and Electric Company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
October 6, 1997



The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) requested additional justification for deviating from
8 yet 1o be issued revision of TSTF-52, and a letter from Mr. Christopher |. Grimes to Mr. David
J. Modeen dated November 2, 1995, To resolve these comments, the Improved Technical
Specification (ITS) was revised 1o reflect the curreat licensing basis as approved by the NRC in
License Amendment Nos. 219 and 196 for Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-53 and DPR-69,
respectively. While resolving these comments, the following were discovered: 1) the Current
Technical Specification (CTS) Markup for CTS 4.6.1.2 a for ITS 3.6.1 was not consistent with
the issued License Amendments; 2) the acceptance criteria for the leakage rate tests provided in
the Improved Standard Technical Specification (ISTS) Bases for 118 Surveillance Requirement
(SR) 3.6.1.1 was incorrect; and 3) the Markups for CTS 4.6.13.a for ITS 362 were not
consistent with the ISTS Markup for ITS 3.6.2 SR 3.6.2.1. To resolve these issues, the following
changes were made: 1) the Markups for CTS 4.6.1.2 and CTS 4.6.1.3.a were revised; 2)
Discussion of Change (DOC) A5 was revised 1o justify the addition of Notes | and 2 of ITS SR
3.6.2.1; 3) the references to TSTF-52 were removed from the I1STS Markups for 118 3.6.1, 3.6.2,
and 3.6.3 and the deviations were justified by new Justification for Deviation (JFD) 11 for ITS
3.6 4) the references to TSTF-52 were removed from the ISTS Bases Markups for 118 36.1,
362, and 3.63. These deviations were justified by exiting JFDs 6 and 8, and new JFD 17 for
Bases Section 3.6, and §) the ISTS Bases Markup tor ITS SR 3.6.1.1 were revised to provide the
correct acceptance criteria. (Comments 3.6.1-1 and 3.6.2-1)




