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The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendrent flo. to Provisional
Operating License No. DPR-18 for the R, E. Ginna Nuclear Power Plant,

{(which was transmitted by letter dated: March 12, 1980}.

The amendment adds a new license condition which approves impdementation
of a secondary water chemistry monitoring program, affective Jgne 30, 1980,

During further review of this aeneric issue we found it 1o be more appropriate
 to approve. the implementation of this program by incorporating a license. i
condition in the license rather than issuing technical specification provi-
cions. We have discussed this change with your representative and we have

mutually agreed upon it. ' -

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

Sincerely,
Igh-iginal signed by -
efmis MQ Cr
: utchfield
Dennis H. Crutchfield, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #5
Division of Licensing
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_ UNITED STATES - .
NUCLEAR REGULATORY CONMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20£55

June 13, 1980

Docket Mo. 50-244

kr. Leon D khite, Jr.

Vice President

Electric and Steszm Preoduction
Rochester.Gas and Electric Corporaticn
9 Eest Avenue

rochester, Wew York 14649

r~ - LI 1,0
ey M, White:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Ho. 33 to Provisional
Dpevating License No. OPR-18 for the R. E. Ginna Ruclear Power Plant,

This amendment is in response to your cpp17c°t1on dated MWarch 7, 1980
{which was transmitted by letter dated larch 12, 1980).

, Jendment adds a new license ccndition which approves implementztion
of & secondary water chemistry monitoring program,.effective June 30, 1980.

During further review of this generic issus we found il 10 be more sppropriate
to enprove the implementaticn of this progran by ircevperating a license.
condition in the Ticense rather then 1<su:ng technical Sp@C1f1Cdt10n provi-
sions. e have discussed this change with your representative and we have
rutuelly zgresa vpon it,

ies ¢f our related Satetly Eva]u*txon and the liotice of Issuance are also
as :

Sincerely,

it ALY

Dennis M. Cruichvield, Chéaf
Crerating Reactors ar“nch #5
Division of Licensing

trclesures:

1. Arsndment No. 33 to
License No. DPR-18"

2. Safety Evaluzticon

3. HReotice of Issuance

cc vifenclosures:
See next page
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Director, Technical Assessment
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O0ffice of Radiztion Programs
(AW-453)

U. S. Environmental .Protection
Agency

Crystal Mall #2

Arlington, Virginia 20450

U. S. Environmentel Protection
Ecency
ion II Office

Herbert Gressmén, Esqg., Chairman
ftomic Safety end Licensing Board
Us S. Ruclear Reguletory Comaission
Hashingtcn, D. C. 20555

Dr. Richard F. Cole

Ftemie Szfety zng Licsnsing Board
U. S. Kuclezr Reguletory Cosmission
Washincton, D. C. 20555

Dr. Zmueth AL Luebke

Atomic Savety end Licensing Beard

U. S. MNuclear Regulatory Commission
Washingtoen, D. C. 2055

M. Thomzs B, Cochran

Katurzl fescurces Defense Council, Inc.
1725 T Strezt, N. W. )
Suite 600 ‘
Washingicn, D. C. 20006
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ROCEESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORPCRATICH

DOCKET RO. 50-z44

0

. B, GIBNE UHCLEAR POUER PLAR

RMENDHENT TO PROVISIOHAL OPERATING LICENSE

(\)

syt - 51
Arendment Mo

K
Llceu nO. D P ]

1. The Nuclear Regulatery Commission (the Commission) has found thzt:

A, The spplicaticn for amendment by Rochester Gas znc ic
Corporation (the licensee) dated March 7, 1620 (tran ed by
letter dated Merch 12, 1920), complies N]tH the stzanda; and
recuirements of the fAtomic Ene'g; Act of 1954, as emended (the
Act), end the Cemuission's rules end regulations set forth in

10 CFR Chapter I;

8. The.nac1|fty will operate in conformity wit
provisicns of the Act, and the rules and reo
Commission;

h the E*]iration, the
Tations of the

C. There is rezsonzble assurance (1) that the activities authorizad
oy ihis amenoment can be conducted without endangering the health
and satety of the public, and (i1) that such activities will be
cenducted in compiiance with the Commission's regulations;

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common ~
¢aternce and sccurity or to the hezlth and safety of the public;
nd

E. The issuance of this amendment is in zccordance with 10 CFR Part
51 o7 the Commission's regulations and all appliceble reguirements
have been satisfisd :
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ice

~zph 2.C(6) is hereby incorporzted in
nse No, DFR-18 to read as follows:

Sceondary Water Chewistry Monitaring Program

The licensee shall implement a secendary water chemistry
ronitoring program to inhibit stzam genevator tube
cgegradation. This program shall be described in the
plant procedures and shall include:

a. Identificaticn of a samplirg schedule for the
ciritical parametars and control points for these
parameters;

b. Icentification of the procedures used to wezcure
the valuss of the critical parameters;

c. laentification of process sampling points;

edure for the recording and managenent of

CLR REGULATCRY CO

at A ,"// :.,«‘ -
Dc“P1S M. Crut:ﬁf1e1d=
Cperating Reaciors Branch #5

Division of Licensing
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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, 33 TO PROVISIONAL OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-18

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORPORATION

R. E. GINNA NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

DOCKET NO. 50-244

INTRODUCTION

In response to NRC staff letter dated July 23, 1979, Rochester Gas and Electric
Company (the Ticensee) submitted by application dated March 7, 1980 (transmitted
§y letter dated March 12, 1980, a proposed technical specification change for
implementation of a secondary water chemistry monitoring and control program

' at R, E. Ginna Nuclear Power Plant, After further consideration of this

generic issue, we found it to be more appropriate to approve the implementation
of this program by incorporating a license condition in the Ticense rather than
by issuing-technical specification provisions. We have discussed this change
with the licensee and we have mutually agreed upon it.

DISCUSSION AND EVALUATION

The NRC staff recognizes that different utilities use different secondary water
treatment methods to 1imit steam generator tube corrosion. Moreover, we recog-
nize that.a licensee's choice of a particular water treatment method, including
specific values of operating limits for chemistry parameters, is governed by
plant and site characteristics that are unique to each facility. In addition,
we do not believe at this time that sufficient service experience exists to
conclude that .any particular method is superior to another for controlling
impurities that may be introduced into the secandary coolant. Such experience
would be necessary before prescriptive Technical Specifications on secondary
water chemistry could, with assurance, minimize tube degradation.

Restricting the amount of chemical additions to control the water chemistry
parameters would not ensure the desired steam generator operating conditions.,
Realizing that meeting the secondary coolant water quality criteria would not

be possible during all periods of operation, it is necessary that the most
effective procedure for reestablishing out-of-specification chemistry parameters

be available without unduly restricting plant operations. This can be.accomplished
most rapidly by continuing to operate the unit so that chemical additives to the
secondary water can be made to achieve a balanced chemistry.

8007436
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4.0

Date:

We believe that other methods for reducing the impurity concentration in the
steam generator such as periodic chemical cleaning for long-term solution,
fluxing .or free surface boiling for an intermediate term solution, or the .use

of chelating agents for the control of secondary water purity are more practical.
These methods are 1ikely to be more effective in limiting corrosion than specific
Technical Specifications that may Tack the flexibility needed for proper control
of secondary water chemistry. The NSSS vendors .are now considering these
alternate methods in Tieu of restrictive secondary water chemistry limits for
assuring steam generator tube integrity. We proposed, by our letter dated

July 23, 1979, that the Ticensee implement a secondary water chemistry monitoring
program to inhibit steam generator tube degradation.

Based on the éboVe, we conclude that é.license condition requiring a secondéry
water chemistry monitoring program is acceptable.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

We have determined that the amendment does not authorize a change in effluent
types or total amounts nor an increase in_power level and will not result in.

any significant environmental impact. Having made this determination, we have
further concluded that the amendment involves an action which is insignificant.
from the standpoint of environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR 851.5(d)(4),
that an environmental impact statement, or negative declaration and environmental
impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the issuance of this
amendment.

CONCLUSION

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1)
because the amendment does not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of accidents previously considered and does not involve a signif-
icant 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 to the health and safety of the public.

June 13, 1980
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PR Miller, Chief ' B%’X _ . Date: 1;///1/3729

[ 1 2. This request is incorrectly classified and.s

License Fee Management Branch, ADM Amendéd Form Date:

FACILITY AM ND.,ET CLASSIFICATION - DOCKET NO(S). &8 — 9—5/5/

Licensee: &e\fﬂ[f/\ %&j

Plant Name and Unit(s) i P\.V{dLaf
License No(s):__ D P L /)? Mail Control No:J’dO.?/.Zd.@i?

Request Dated: 3//3- /A’O (Z/I-E 2 [Z@ (Ml Fee Remitted: Yes No L~

Assigned- TAC No:

L1censee s Fee Classification: Class I I1 , 111 > IV, s v s VI .,
None

SUbJect Secondary et @Fmé‘(rq m:—ém h‘%“"
Amendment No._, 33 J M

Date of Issuance.

[:K] 1. This request has been reviewed by DOR/DPH¥ in accordance with Section
. 170.22 of Part 170 and is properly categor1zed.

1d be properly categorizad
tiop or reclassification:

/PIJ <7

as Class Justification for

-
[:::] 3. Additional information is required to properly categorxze the request:

Al
A
-

6
C

e :QJ'W '7/9—-?/77 G ,c,t, Co hnd—

Y’f’fu,i r4

[ 1 4. This dequest is a C]assJZ:Z:;éype of action and is exempt from fees because
it: 4

(a) ____was filed by .a nonprofit ehucationai institution,

(b) ___was filed by a Government agency and is not for a
power reactor,

(c) is for a Class_* (can only be a I, II, or III) amendment
which results from a written Co"‘1ss1on request dated
for the application and the amendment is to 51mp11‘y or clarify
license or tachnical specifications, has only minor safety
. "significance, and is being issued for the convenience of the

Commission, or 3
¢ N
(d) [_/_ 2 {state reason therefor): Méa/ LV cms ¢

<td  Prsev L, cAive ners

pe/fe o m#««\uoa_ddt

. i LYY T vens
-Division of Ooe*at1no Reactors/Project Management
THE INITIAL FEE DETERMINATION HAS BEEN REASSESSED AND IS HEREBY AFFIRMEEji;/é#if
The above request has been reviewed and is exempt from fees.

: William 0. Miller, Chief ‘ ; Date
LFMB 6/78 ' License Fee Managerment Branch



