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Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation
89 East Avenue

Rochester, New York

Dear Mr. Maier:

SUBJECT:

14649

CLARIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR OPERABILITY OF EMERGENCY

CORE COOLING SYSTEMS - R. E. GINNA NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 48 to Provisional
Operating License No. DPR-18 for the R. E. Ginna Nuclear Power Plant.
This amendment responds to your application notarized January 14, 1982

(submitted by letter dated January 14, 1982).
telecopied request of January 13,
- related emergency telephone authorization of January 13,

in reference to your

Moreover, this action is
1982, and our
1982, which

was confirmed by our letter dated January 15, 1982.

The amendment authorizes technical specification- changes that clarify the
requirements for operability of the Emergency Core Cooling System.

Copies of our related Safety Evaluation and the Notice of Issuance are
also enclosed.

Enclosures:
.I‘

2'
3.

Amendment No. 48 to
License No. DPR-18

Safety Evaluation

Notice of Issuance

cc w/enclosures:
See next page
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Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

DENNIS M. CRUTCHFIELD

Dennis M. Crutchfield, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #5
Division of Licensing
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Mr. John E. Maijer

cc- w/enclosures:

Harry H. Yoigt, Esquire )
‘LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby and MacRae
1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N. W.
Suite 1100

Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr. Michael Slade
12 Trailwood Circle
Rochester, New York 14618

Ezra Bialik

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Department of Law
2 World Trade Center

New York, New York 10047

Resident Inspector

R. E. Ginna Plant

¢/o Y. S. NRC

1503 Lake Road ‘
Ontario, New York 14519

Director, Bureau of Nuclear
Operations

.State of New York Energy Office

Agency Building 2

Empire State Plaza

Albany, New York 12223

Rochester Public Library
115 South Avenue
Rochester, New York 14604

Supervisor of the Town
of Ontario

107 Ridge Road West

Ontario, New York 14519

Dr. Emmeth A. Luebke

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

MWashington, D. C. 20555
Dr. Richard F. Cole

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region Il Office

ATTN: Regional Radiation Representative
26 Federal Plaza

New York, New York 10007

Herbert Grossman, Esqg., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Ronald C. Haynes, Regional Administrator
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region I
Office of Inspection and Enforcement

631 Park Avenue

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION : -
' WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 - ' :

ROCHESTER'GAS.AND ELECTRIC CORPORATION

- DOCKET NO. 50-244
R. E. GINNA NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

AMENDMENT TO PROVISIQNAL OPERATING LiCENSE

.V | o ' o Amendment No. 48 .
: _ ' ' : License No. DPR-18

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission {the Commission) has found that:

A. The application for amendment by Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation
(the licensee) notarized January 14, 1982 (transmitted by letter dated
January 14, 1982), complies with the standards and requirements of

"the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the -Commission's
rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I; ~ - - ;

s

The facility will operate in conformity with the applicetion, the
provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations -of the Commission;

7y .

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized
oy this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health- -
and safety cf the public; and (i1) that such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations;

D. The issuance of ihis amendment will not be inimical to the common

defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
- and- - o

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements
have been satisfied. : : ‘

-
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Techniaal
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license. -
amendment and Paragraph 2.C(2) of Provisional Operating License
No. DPR-18 is hereby amended to read as follows:

Technical Spec1f1cations

The Technical Specifications conta1ned in Appendix A
as revised through Amendment No. 48 , are hereby
incorporated in the license. The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical
Specifications. : _
L \ 3 . -
3. This license amendment,becomes_effectiygnon Januany_13.”19824____ —

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Dennis M. C%{tchﬂeld ief

Operating Reactors Branch #5
-Division of Licensing

Attachment:
~ Changes to the Technical
"~ Specifications

Date Qf Issuance: February 3, 1982
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 48
PROVISIONAL OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-18

DOCKET NO. 50-244

Revise Appendix A Technical Specifications by removing the pages identified
below and inserting the enclosed pages. The revised pages contain the

captioned amendment number and marginal lines which indicate the area of
changes. _

PAGES
3.3-3
3.3-4
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3.3.1.2

During power operation, the requirements of 3.3.1.1
may be modified to allow components to be inoperable
at any one time. More than one component may be in-
operable at any one time provided that one train of
the ECCS is operable. If the requirements of 3.3.1.1
are not satisfied within the time period specified
below, the reactor shall be placed in hot shutdown
within 6 hours and at Tavg < 350°F in an additional

6 hours. /

a. ‘One accumulator may be inoperable or isolated
for a period of up to one hour.

b. One safety injection pump may be out of service
-providéd the pump is restored to operable status
within 72 hours. The other two safety injection
pumps shall be tested tb demonstrate operability
prior to initiating repair of the inoperable
pump.

c. One residual heat removal pump may be out of
service provided the pump is restored to operable
status within 72 hours. The other residual heat
removal pump shall be tested to demonstrate opera-
bility prior to initiating repair of the inoperable

pump.

Amendment No. 48




3.3.1.3

3.3.1.3.1

3.3.2

3.3.2.1

d. One residual heat exchanger may be out of service
for a period of no more than 72 hours.

e. Any valve, interlock, or piping required for
the functioning of one safety injection train
and/or one low head safety injection train (RHR)
may be inoperable provided repairs are completed
within 72 hours. Prior to initiating valve repairs,
all valves in the system that provide the duplicate
function shall be tested to demonstrate operability.

f. Power may be restored to any valve referenced
in 3.3.1.1 g for the purposes of valve testing
providing no more than one such valve has power
restored and provided testing is completed and
power removed within 12 hours.

g. Those check valves specified in 3.3.1.1 i may -
be inoperable (greater than 5.0 gpm leakage)
provided .the inline MOVs are de-energized closed
and repairs are completed within 12 hours.

Except during diesel generator load and safeqguarad
sequence testing or when the vessel head is removed
Oor the steam generator manway is open, no more than
cne safety injection pump shall be operable whenever
the temperature of one or more of the RCS cold legs
is < 330°F.

Whenever only one safety injection pump may be operable
by 3.3.1.3, at least two of the three safety injection
pumps shall be demonstrated inoperable a minimum of
once per twelve hours by verifying that the control
switches are in the pull-stop position.

Containment Cooling and Iodine Removal

The reactor shall not be made critical except for
low temperature physics tests, unless the following
conditions are met:

a. The spray additive tank contains not less than
4500 gallons of solution with a sodium hydroxide
concentration of not less than 30% by weight.

b. At least two containment spray pumps are operable.

c. Four fan cooler units are operable.

L
3.3-4 e
Amendment No. 7 26y A4/, 48
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 48 TO PROVISIONAL OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-18

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORPORATION

R. E. GINNA“NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

DOCKET NO. 50-244

INTRODUCTION

By application notarized January 14, 1982 (submitted by letter dated
January 14, 1982), Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation (RG&E) requested
changes to the Technical Specifications for the R. E. Ginna Nuclear Power
Plant. 'These changes would revise the specifications dealing with the
availability of components in the Safety Injection and Residual Heat
Removal (RHR) Systems.

BACKGROUND

During routine surveillance, two pinhole leaks were discovered in the RHR
pump suction piping from one of the containment sumps. In order to repair
the system the affected RHR pump and one of the two Reactor Coolant Drain
Tank (RCDT) pumps had to be isolated.. This would be in violation of the
technical specifications that require testing the other RHR pump and both
of the RCDT pumps to demonstrate their operability. Emergency relief

from this technical specification requirement was granted by our telephone
authorization given January 13, 1982 (confirmed by our letter dated January 15,
1982), as requested by RGE's Tetter telecopied to us on January 13, 1982.
The application notorized January 14, 1982 (submitted by letter dated
January 14, 1982), is the formal request for this technical specification
change.

EVALUATION

The proposed change would clarify existing Technical Specifications.
Specification 3.3.1.2, which addresses requirements in the event of ECCS
subsystem inoperability, would be revised to eliminate reguirements not
based on safety analyses and to address all portions of the ECCS including
piping.

The requirements regarding number of inoperable components is restated to
ensure that one train is always operable. This restatement is necessary
as a result of implementing the definition of "operability" as described



4.0

5.0

6.0
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in RG&E's Tetter dated May 5, 1981. The time period for corrective action
is restated and is consistent with accepted licensing practices. The-

~specified time period remains short such that the Tikelihood of reguiring

remaining operable equipment is small, - The requirement for RCDT pump
operability in the event of a RHR pump inoperability has been deleted. The
RCDT pumps are not required to satisfy any safety analysis assumptions.

While ‘they could provide added redundancy, they are substantially smaller

than the RHR pumps so they cannot provide a comparable level of decay heat
removal. Inoperability of piping and interlocks is added to the specification
for completeness and the specifications are clarified to address only that
portion of the RHR system required for the low head safety injection, including
the recirculation phase, ) '

SUMMARY
Based on our evaluation of the information provided by the licensee, .we find

that the proposed changes do not substantially change the existing requirements,
but do providé for clarity and completeness. Therefore, we concludé that the

proposed changes to the Technical Specifications are acceptable.

"ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

" We have determined that the propoéed amendment does not authorize a change in

effluent types, increase in total amounts of effluents, or an increase in
power Tevel, and will not resuTt in any significant environmental impact.

* Having made this determination, we have concluded that the amendment involves

an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of environmental impact,
and, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), that an environmental impact statement -or
negative declaration and environmental .impact appraisal néed not be prepared
in connection with the issuance of this amendment. '

CONCLUSION

" We also conclude, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1) because

the amendment does not involve a significant increase in the probability or con-
sequences of accidents previously considered and does not involve a significant
decrease in a safety margin, the amendment.does not.involve a significant hazards
consideration; (2) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of
the public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner; and (3)
such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations
and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or the health and safety of the public. :

bate: February 3, 1982
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‘UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

DOCKET NO. 50 244

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORPORATION

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF. AMENDMENT TO PROVISIONAL
~ OPERATING L1CENSE.

~ The U. s. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 48 to Provisional Operating'chense No. DPR-18, issued'to.
Rochester Gas & Electric Corporation (the licensee), which revised.the
~ Technical Spetificatiené for operation of-the R. E. Ginna Plant (facility)-
Tocated in Wayne Courity, New York. This amendment_6eéame'éffecti9ef6h" '
January 13, 1982,
. The amendment incorporates technical specificétion changes that clarify
the requirements for operability of the Emergency Core Cooling System.
The appTication for amendment complies with the standards and require-
ments .of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended {the Act), .and the
“ Comstsion'; rules and regu]at%ons. The Commission has made appropriate
findings as requ1red by the Act and the Commission's ru]es and recuTat1ons
' 1n,10 CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in ‘the license amendment. Prior
public notice of this amendment was not required since the amendment doe§1'
- not involve a significant hazards consideration.
The Comnission’has determined that the issuance of this amendment will
not result.in any significant environmenta1‘impact and‘that15ursuant to

10 CFR §51.5(d){4) an environmentaT impact statement or negative declaration

and environmental impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with

issuance of this amendment.

TBI02160052 BI0203
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For further deta11s w1th respect to th1s act1on, see. (1) the ‘
app11cat1on for amendment notarized January 14,. 1982 (transmltted by letter
- ~dated January 14 1982), (2) Amendment No. 48 to L1cense No. DPR 18, and (3)
ethe Commission's related Safety Eva]uat1on. A1l of these 1tems are ava11ab1e
for pubTic 1nspect1on at the Comm1ss1on s Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
N.W., Washington, D.C. and at the Rochester Public L1brary, 115 South Avenue,
Rochester, New York . 14627. A copy of items (2) and (3) may be obtained 4
upon request addressed to the U. S. Nuc1ear Regulatory Comm1ss1on, Wash1ngton,
D. C. 20555, Attention: Dvrector, Division of Llcenswng

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this third day of February, 1982
FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION .

Dennis M. Crutchfield, .
Operating Reactors Branch #5 .
Division of Licensing



