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Mr. F. P. Librizzi, General Manager e
Electric Production &5
Public Service Electric and Gas Company s
80 Park Place, Room 7221 =
Hewark, New Jersey 07101 ﬁ

Dear Mre. Librizzi:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No.cQ’7to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-70 for the Salem Nuclear Generating Station,
Unit Mo. 1. This amendment consists of changes to the Technical
Specifications in response to your request dated June 29, 1978 and
May 16, 1980.

The amendment revises Technical Specifications in Appendix A related

to the use of the term "operability" in the application of these Technical
Specifications and related to Testing of High and Low Pressure Safety
Injection Valves. UWe have alsc taken this opportunity to initiate other
revisions to both Appendices A and B that (a) remove outdated requirements,
and (b) make the requirements for the Fire Protection Program consistent
for both Units 1 and 2. These revisions have been discussed with your
staff and their approval has been obtained. ‘

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

Sincerely,

ginal signed byl

Ori
s,A.VEIEa

Steven A. Varga, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #1
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:

1. Amendment No.<!7 to BPR-70
2. Safety Evaluation

3. HNotice of Issuance

cc: w/enclosures
See next page
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Docket No. 50-272

re« F. P. Librizzi, General Manager
Edectric Production
PubMgc Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Place, Room 7221
Newark, Wew Jersey 07101
Dear HMr. Libprizzi:
The Commission “as issued the enclosed Amendment No. te Facility
Operating Licensd No. DPR-70 for the Salem Nuclear Generating Station,
Unit No. 1. This ndment consists of changes to the Technical
Specifications in régponse to your request dated June 29, 1978 and
May 16, 1980.

The amendment revises Tedgnical Specifications in Appendix A related to
General Limiting Conditions of Operation and Testing of High and Low
Pressure Safety Injection VaNves. We have also taken this opportunity to
make other revisions to both Appendices A and B that have been initiated
by the Staff. These revisions wre being made to minimize differences in
wording and requirements in the Technical Specifications of Salem Unit
Nos. 1 and 2. These revisions hava been discussed with your staff and
their approval has been obtained.

Copies of the Safety Evaluation and theYotice of Issuance are also

enclosed.
Operating Reactors\Branch #1 f)_
Enclosures: ‘/‘ \%
1. Amendment No.  to DPR-70 ()\\9” 6\,]:
2. Safety Evaluation ' C)
3. Notice of Issuance ;ﬁL(
cc:  w/enclosures
See next page
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UMITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

November 28, 1980

Docket No. 50-272

Mr. F. P. Librizzi, General Manager
Electric Production

Public Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Place, Room 7221

Newark, New Jersey 07101

Dear Mr. Librizzi:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 27 to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-70 for the Salem Nuclear Generating Station,
Unit No. 1. This amendment consists of changes to the Technical

Specifications in response to your request dated June 29, 1978 and
May 16, 1980.

The amendment revises Technical Specifications in Appendix A related

to the use of the term "operability" in the application of these Technical
Specifications and related to Testing of High and Low Pressure Safety
Injection Valves. We have also taken this opportunity to initiate other
revisions to both Appendices A and B that (a) remove outdated requirements,
and (b) make the requirements for the Fire Protection Program consistent
for both Units 1 and 2. These revisions have been discussad with your
staff and their approval has been obtained.

Copies of the Safety Evaluation and the Notice of Issuance are also

enclosed.
Si nc}ere'ly,
- \6 ﬁn
/Steven A. Varga, Chi
Operating Reactors nch #1
Division of Licensing
Encleosures:

1. Amendment No. 27 to DPR-70
2. Safety Evaluation
3. Notice of Issuance

¢c:  w/enclosures
See next page
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Mr. F. P. Librizzi

Public Service Electric and Gas Company - 2 - November 28, 1980

cc:

Mark J. Wetterhahn, Esquire
Conner, Moore and Corber
Suite 1050

1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D. C. 20006

Richard Fryling, Jr., Esquire
Assistant General Solicitor

Public Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Place

Newark, New Jersey 07101

Gene Fisher, Bureau of Chief
Bureau of Radiation Protection
380 Scotch Road

Trenton, New Jersey 08628

Mr. Hank Midura, Manager

Salem Nuclear Generating Station

Public Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Place :

Newark, New Jersey 07101

Salem Free Library
112 West Broadway
Salem, New Jersey 08079

Leif J. Norrholm, Resident Inspecter
Salem Nuclear Generating Station

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Drawer I

Yancocks Bridge, New Jersey 08038

Attorney General

Department of Law and Public Safety
State House Annex

Trenton, New Jersey 08625

Samuel E. Donelson, Mayor

Lower Alloways Creek Township
Municipal Hall

Hancocks Bridge, New Jersey 08038

Richard 8. McGlynn, Commissicner

Department of Public Utilities
tate of New Jersay

101 Commerce Street

Newark, New Jersey 07102

Deputy Attorney General
State House Annex

State of New Jersey

36 West State Street
Trenton, New Jersey 08625

Director, Criteria and Standards
Division

0ffice of Radiation Programs (ANW-460)

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency

washington, D. C. 20460

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region Il Office
ATTN: EIS COORDINATOR
26 Federal Plaza
New York, New York 10007
Mr. E. N. Schwalje, Manager

of Quality Assurance
Public Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Place
Newark, New Jersey 07101

Mr. R. L. Mittl, General Manager
Licensing and Environment

Public Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Place

Newark, New Jersey 07101

Peter A. Mceller

Nuclear Licensing Engineer

Public Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Plaza - 15A

Newark, New Jersey 07101
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS CCMPANY
PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY
OETMARVA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
ATLANTIC G117V ELECIRIC COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-272

SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 1

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 27
License No. DPR-70

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

A.

8.

0.

The application for amendment by Public Service Electric and

Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric Company, Delmarva Power and
Light Company and Atlantic City Electric Company (the licensees)
dated June 29, 1978 and May 16, 1980, 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;

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

There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations;

The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or ta the health and safety of the public;
and

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 Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license
amendment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License
No. DPR-70 is hereby amended to read as follows: .

(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices

A and B3, as revised through Amendment Ne. 27 , are
hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical
Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

‘ {
@LJV%

Operating Reactorg) Branch #1
Division of Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: November 28, 1980



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT MO. 27

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-70

DOCKET NO. 50-272

Revise Appendix A as follows:

Remove Pages Insert Pages
3/4 0-1 3/4 Q-1
3/4 Q-2 3/4 Q-2

3/4 0-3
3/4 2-1 3/4 2-1
3/4 5-5a
B3/4 0-1 83/4 0-1
B3/4 Q-2 B3/4 Q-2
B3/4 Q-3 B3/4 0-3
B3/4 0-4
B3/4 5-1a
B3/4 5-2 83/4 5-2
. 6-1 6-1

Revise Appendix B as follows:

Remove Pages Insert Pages

3.1-22 3.1-22



3/4 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
3/4.0  APPLICABILITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.0.1 Compliance with the limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the
succeeding specifications is required during the OPERATIONAL MCDES or other
conditions specified therein; except that upon failure to meet the Limiting
Conditions for Operation, the associatad ACTION requirements shall be met.

3.0.2 Noncompliance with a specification shall exist when the requirements of
the Limiting Condition for Operation and associated ACTION requirements are not
met within the specified time intaervals. If the Limiting Condition for
Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals,
completicn of the ACTION requirements is not regquired.

3.0.3 When 3 Limiting Condition for Operation is not met except as provided in
the associated ACTION requirements, within one hour action shall be initiated
to place the unit in a MODE in which the specification does not apply by placing
it, as applicable, in:

1. At least HCT STANDBY within the next § hours,

2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the follewing & hours, and

3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.
Where corrective measurss are completed that permit operatiocn under the ACTION
requirements, the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time limits
3as measured from the time of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for Operatiocn.
Exceptions ts thesa requirements are stated in the individual specifications.

3.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not be
made unlass the conditions of the Limiting Condition for Operation are met without
relianca on provisions contained in the ACTION statements requirements. This
provision shall not prevent passage through OPERATIONAL MODES as required to
comply with ACTION requirements. Exceptions to these requirements are siated

in the individual specifications.

3.0.5 Wwhen 2 system, subsystam, train, component or devica is determined %o
be inoperable solely because its smergency power source is {noperable, or solely
because its normal power sourcs is inoperable, it may be considered OPERABLE
for the purpose of satisfying the requirements of its applicable limiting
Condition for Operation, provided: (1) its corresponding normal or emergency
power source is OPERABLE; and (2) all of its redundant system(s), subsystem(s),
train(s), component(s) and devica(s) are OPSRABLE, or likewise satisfy the
requirements of this specification. Unless both conditions (1) and (2) are
satisfied within 2 hours, action shall be initiated to place the unit in a
MCDE in which the applicable Limiting Condition for Operation does not apoly,
gy placing it, as applicable, in:

1. At least HOT STANDBY within the next & hours,

2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following & hours, and

3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequen%t 24 hours.
This specification is not appliczble in MODES S or &.

SALZM - UNIT I 3/4 Q-1 AMENDMENT NO. 27




APPLICABILITY

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.0.1 Surveillanca Requiresments shall be met during the OPERATIONAL MODES or
other conditions specified for individual Limiting Conditieons for Operation
unless otherwise stated im an individual Surveillance Ragquirement.

4.0.2 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the specified
time interval with:

a. A maximum allowable extansion not to exceed 25% of the surveillancs
interval, and

B. The combined time interval for any 3 consecutive surveillance intervals

shall not exceed 3.25 times the specified surveillance intarval.

4.0.3 Failure ts perform a Surveillanca Requirement within the specified time
interval shall constitute a failure to meet the QPERABILITY requirements for a
Limiting Condition for Operation. Exceptions to these requirements are stated
in the individual specifications. Surveillance Requirements do not have to be
performed on inoperable equipment.

4.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not
be made unless the Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the Limiting

Condition for Operation have been performed within the statad surveillance
interval or as otherwise specifiad.

4.0.5 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection and testing of ASME
Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components shall be applicable as follows:

a. Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components and
inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and valves
shall be performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as reguired by 10
CFR 50, Section 50.535a(g), except where specific written relief has
been granted by the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section
50.53a(g)(8)(i).

b. Surveillance intervals specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda for the inservice
inspection and testing activities requirad by the ASME Boiler and

Pressure Vessel Code and applicabie Addenda shall be app]icab1e as
‘olXows in these Technical Specifications:

SALEM - UNIT1 : 3/4 0-2 AMENDMENT NO. 27




APPLICABILITY

SURVETLLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

¢. The provisions of Specification 4.0.2 are applicable to the above

required frequencies for performing inservice inspectiocn and testing
activities.

d. Performance of the above inservice inspection and testing activities
shall be in addition to other specified Surveillance Reguirements.

e. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressura Vessel Code shall be consirued
to supersede the requirements of any Technical Specification.

r

| SALEM - UNIT 1 3/4 0-3 AMENDMENT NO. 27
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2/4.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE (AFD)

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATICN

3.2.1 The indicated AXIAL FLUX OIFFERENCE (AFD) shall be maintained
within a +5% target band (flux difference units) about the target flux
difference.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1 ABOVE 50% RATED THERMAL POWER*

ACTION:

a. With the indicated AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE outside of the above
limits and with THERMAL POWER:

1. Above 90% of RATED THERMAL POWER, within 15 minutes:

a) Either restore the indicated AFD to within the
target band limits, or

b) Reduce THERMAL PQWER to less than 90% of RATED
THERMAL POWER.

2. Between 50% and 90% of RATED THERMAL POWER:
a) POWER OPERATION may continue provided:

1) The indicated AFD has not been outside of the
above limits for more than 1 hour penalty
deviation cumulative during the previous 24
hours, and

2) The indicated AFD is within the limits shown on
Figure 3.2-1. Otherwise, reduce THERMAL POWER
to less than 50% of RATED THERMAL POWER within
30 minutes and reduce the Power Range Neutron
Flux-High Trip Setpoints to < 55% of RATED
THERMAL POWER within the next 4 hours.

b) Surveillance testing of the Power Range Neutron Flux
Channels may be performed pursuant to Specification
4.3.1.1.1 provided the indicated AFD is maintained
within the 1imits of Figure 3.2-1. A total of 16
hours operation may be accumulated with the AFD
outside of the target band during this testing
without penalty deviation.

*See Special Test Exception 3.10.2

SALEM - UNIT 1 3/4 2-1 Amendment No. 3, 20, 27
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPEZATION (Con2inusé)

B.  THERMAL POWER shall not be incrs2sed above 90% of RATID THERMAL
POWER unless the indicasad AFD is within the above limits and
ACTION 2.a) 1), above has baen satisfied.

¢. THERMAL POWER shail not be increased above 30% of RATED THERMAL
POWER unless the indicated AFD has not been ocutside of the abcve
" 1imits for more than 1 hour penaity dev1at1on cumuliative
during the previous 24 hours

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.2.1.1 The indicated AXIAL FLUX DIFFZRENCE shall be datezrmined to be
within its limits during POWER OPERATION above 15% of RATED THERMAL POWER
by: :

_a. Monitoring the indicatad AFD far sach OPERABLE excore channel:

. At least once per 7 days when the AFD Monitor Alarm is
QPERABLZ, and

2. At lezst once per hour far the first 24 hours aftar
restoring the AFD Moni<or Alarm to OPERABLE status.

b. Monitoring and logging the indizzted AXTAL FLUX DIFFERENCEZ for
2ach OPERABLE excore channel 2% lsast once per hour for the
first 24 hours and at least onc2 per 30 minutes thersafier,
when the AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCZ Monitor Alarm is inoperabls.
The logged values of the indicated AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCZ shall
be assumed to exist during the intarval precading each logging.

§.2.1.2 The indicatad AFD shall be considered cutside of its Timits when
at least 2 of 4 or 2 of 3 OPERABLE excore channels ars indicating the
AFD to be autside the limits of Specivicaticn 3.2.1. Penalty deviation
ou*side of the limits shall be accuruizied on a time basis of:

a. Jne minute penaity deviation for 2ach one minute of PCAER
JPERATION cutside of the limits a:t THERMAL POWER levels equal
to or above 30% of RATZD THIRMAL POWEZR, and

5. One-haif minute. penaIt} deviatian for each one minuiz of POWER
3)43 RA"ON cutside o7 the limits ai THZRMAL PCWER Jeveis below
50% of RATESD THERMAL POWER.

SALEM - UNIT 1 3/4
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EMZREENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

c. B8y a visual inspection which verifies that no loose debris
(rags, trash, clothing, etc.) is presant in the containment
which could be %transporied to the containment sump and cause
restriction of the pump suctions during LOCA conditions. This
visual inspection shall be performed:

1. For all accessible areas of the containment orior t2
establishing CONTAIMMENT INTEGRITY, and

2. 0f +*he areas affectad within containment at the completion
of 2ach containment enmtry when CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY is
established.

d. At least once per 18 menths by:
1. VYerifying automatic isolation and interlock action of the
RHR system from the Reactar Coclant System when the
Reactor Coolant System pressure is above 380 psigq.
2. A visual inspecticn of the contzinment sump and verifyinc
that the subsystam suction iniets are not restricted by
debris and that the sump comoonents {trash racks, szreens,
gtc.) show no evidsnce of structural distress or corrasion,
e. A%t =225t once per 18 menths, during shutdcwn, Dy:
1. Verifying that each automatic vaive in the fiow path
%20 its correct position on a safety injection %tast

2. Verifying that sacn of the foilowing pumps start automaticzily
upon recsipt of 2 safety injection test signal:

a) Cenirifugal charging pump
b) Safety injection pump

¢) Residual heat removal pump




EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

£. By verifying that each of the following pumps develops the
indicated discharge pressure on recirculation flow when
tested pursuant to Specification 4.0.5:
1. Centrifugal charging pump > 2400 psig
2. Safety Injection pump > 1425 psig
3. Residual heat removal pump > 195 psig

g. By verifying the correct position of each of the following
ECCS throttle valves:

1.  Within 4 hours following completion of each valve stroking
operation or maintenance on the valve when the ECCS
subsystems are required to be OPERABLE.

2. At Teast once per 18 months.

d4PSI SYSTEM LPSI SYSTEM
VALVE NUMBER VALVE NUMBER
11 Sd 16 11 SJ 138
12 SJ 16 12 SJ 138
13 SJ 16 13 SJ 138
14 SJ 16 14 SJ 138

11 SJ 143

12 SJ 143

13 SJ 143

14 SJ 143

h. By performing a flow balance test, during shutdown, following
completion of modifications to the ECCS subsystems that alter
the subsystem flow characteristics and verifying that:

1. For low head safety injection lines, with a single pump
running:

a) The sum of the injection line flow rates, excluding
the 1ine with the highest flow rate, is > 463 gpm; and

b) The total pump flow rate is < 650 gpm.
2. For high heat safety injection Tines, with a single
pump running:

a) The sum of the injection line flow rates; excluding
the line with the highest flow rate, is > 346 gpm, and

b)  The total pump flow rate is < 550 gpm.
SALEM UMIT 1 3/4 5-5a AMENDMENT No. 27




e e e+ e tme e s 6 wae s

IMIREENCY CNRE COCLING SYSTEMS

=r- TE - °
SCIS SLSSYSTEMS Tavg < 350°F

¢ INTTING CONOTTION FOR OPSRATION

a. . One OPERABLE centrdfugal charging purz,

b. One OPERABLE residual heat removal heat exchanger,

e. One OPERABLE residual heat removal pump, and

4. An OPSRABLE flow path capable of taking suction from the
refusling water storage tank upon being manually realigned and
transferring suction to the containment sump during the recir-
culation phase of operation.

IPTLTTIIILITY: MQOE 4.

~CTION:

a. With no ZCCS subsystem OPZRABLE becausez of the inoperabiiity of
either the centrifugal charging pume or the fiow path From the
mafyeling water storage tank, restors at least one SCCS subsrstam
+3 OPTRABLE status within 1 hour or be in COLD SHUTDCWN with-n
the next 20 hours.

5. With no ICCS subsysiem OPSRAELE because of the incoerabiiity of
ei~her the residual heat removal heat exchanger or residual neat
ramcval pump, restore at least onz ECCS subsystam €2 QPERABLZ
s=2tus or maintain the Reactor Coolant System T iess than
330°F by use of alternate heat removal methods. Y9

(3}

. In the event the ECCS is actuatad and injects water into the
zactor Coolant System, 2 Special Report shall be preparad and
subzit<ed to the Commission pursuant to Specification 6.9.2
wihin S0 days describing the circumstances of the actuation and
+ne *ptal accumulated actuation cycles to data.

3% one satety injection oump shzil be OPZIRABLI whenever the
rarmarzture 0F cne or more of the 2CS cold legs is less than or =2qua!l

SAS - INTT 3/4 3-8 Azendment hc. 24



TMZRCINCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS

2CCS SUBSYSTEMS - Tavc < 33C°F

1 The ECCS subsvsiam shall be demonsirated QPSRABLE per the
able Surveillance Reguirements of 4.5.2.

£.5.3.2 A1l safety injection pumps, except the OPSRABLI pump zliowed
z50ove, shall be demonstratsd inoperabie at least once per 12 hours w-2never
<he temperature oF One aQr mor: of the RCS cold legs is less than or 2qual
<o 312°F by verifving that the motor circuit breakars have beer removad
Zrom cheir electrical power supply circuits.

n

T3 3/4 3-3e Amendmen: '.3. 2¢




3/4.0 APPLICABILITY

BASES

The specifications of this section provide the general requirements
applicable to each of the Limiting Conditions for Operation and Surveiilance
Requirements within Section 3/4.

3.0.1 This specification defines the applicability of esach specification
in tarms of defined QPERATIONAL MQDES or other specified conditions and is
provided to delineate specifically when each specification is applicable.

3.0.2 This specification defines those conditions necessary to constitute
compliance with the terms of an individual Limiting Condition for Operatien
and associated ACTION requirement.

3.0.3 This specification delineatess the ACTION to be taken for c¢ircum-
stances not directly provided for in the ACTION statements and whose occurrence
would violate the intent of the specification. For example, Specification
3.5.1 calls for each Reactor Coolant System accumulataor tg be QPERABLE and
arovides explicit ACTION requirements if one accumulator is inoperable. Under
the terms of Specificatien 3.0.3, if more than one actumulator is inoperable,
the unit is required to be in at least HOT STANDBY within 1 hour and in at
least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours. As a further example,
Specification 3.6.2.1 requires two Containment Spray Systems to be QOPERABLE
and provides explicit ACTION requirements if one spray system is inoperable:
Under the terms of Specification 3.0.3, if both of the required Containment
Spray Systems are inoperable, the unit is required to be in at least HOT
STANDBY within 1 hour, in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours
and in at least COLD SHUTDOWN in the next 3Q hours. It is assumed that the
unit is brought to the required MODE within the required times by promptly
initiating and carrying out the appropriate ACTION statement.

3.0.4 This specification provides that entry into an OPERATIONAL MOQE or
other specified applicability condition must be made with (a) the full comple~
ment of required systems, equipment or components QPERABLE and (b) all other
parameters as specified in the Limiting Conditions for Operation being met
without regard for allowable deviations and out of service provisions contained
in the ACTION statements. :

The intent of this provision is to insure that facility operation is not
initiated with either required equipment or systams inoperable or other
specified limits being excaeded.

Exceptions to this provision have been provided for a limited number of
specifications when startup with inoperable equipment would not affect plant
safety. These exceptions are stated in the ACTION statements of the approprizte
specifications.

SALEM - UNIT! 8 3/4 0-1 AMENDMENT NO. 27




APPLICABILITY

BASES

3.0.5 This specification delineates what additional conditions must be
satisfied to permit cperation to continue, consistant with the ACTION state-
ments for power sources, when a normal or emergency power source is not OPERABLE.
It specifically prunibits operation when cne division is inoperable because
{|i%s normal or emergency power source is inoperable and a system, subsystam,
train, component or devica in another division is inoperable for another
reason.

The provisions of this specification permit the ACTION stataments associated
with inidvidual systems, subsystems, trains, components, or devices to be
consistent with the ACTION statements of the associated electrical power

sourca. It allows operation to be governed by the time limits of the ACTION
statement associated with the Limiting Condition for Operation for the normal

or emergency power source, not the individual ACTION statements for each

system, subsystem, train, component or device that is determined ts be inoperable
solely because of “he incperability of its normal or smergency power sources.

For example, Specification 3.8.1.1 requires in part that two emergency diesel
generators be OPERABLE. The ACTION statement provides for a 72 hour out-of-
service time when one emergency diesel generator is not OPERABLE. If the
definition of OPERABLE were applied without consideration of Specification 3.0.85,
all systems subsystems, trains, components and devices supplied by the incperable
emergency power source would also be inoperable. This would dictata invoking
the applicable ACTION stataments for each of the applicable Limiting Conditions
for Operation. However, the provisions of Specification 3.0.3 permit the time
1imits for continued operation to be consistent with the ACTION statament for
the inoperable emergency diesel generator instead, provided the other specified
conditions are satisfied. In this case, this would aean that the corresponding
normal power source must be OPERABLE, and all redundant systems, subsystems,
+rains, components, and devices must be OPERABLE, or otherwise satisfy Specifi-
cation 3.0.5 (i.a., be capable of performing their design function and have at
least one normal or one emergency power scurca OPERABLE). If they are not
satisfied, action is required in accordance with this specification.

As a further_axample, Specification 3.8.1.1 requires in part that twe physically
independent circuits between the offsite transmission network and the onsite
Class IE distribution system be OPERABLE. The ACTION statement provides a 24-
hour out-of-service time when both required offsite circuits are not QPERABLE.
I*f the definition of OPERABLE were applied without consideration of Specifica-
tion 3.0.5, all systems, subsystems, trains, components and devices supplied
by the inoperable normal power sources, bBoth of the offsite circuits, would
also be inoperable. This would dictate inveking the applicable ACTION state-
ment for the inoperable normal paower sources instesad, provided the other
specified conditions are satisfied. In this case, this would mean that for
one division the smergency power source must be OPERABLE (as must be the
components supplied by the emergency power source) and all redundant systams,
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APPLICABILITY

BASES

subsystams, trains, components and devices in the other division must be

OPERABLE, or likewise satisfy Specification 3.0.5 (i.e., be capable of performing
their design functions and have an emergency power source OPERABLE). In other
words, both emergency power sources must be OPERABLE and all redundant systems,
subsystems, trains, components and devices in both divisions amust also be
OPERABLE. 1f these conditions are not satisfied, action is required in accordance
with this specification.

In MODES 5 or 6 Specification 3.0.5 is not applicable, and thus the individual
ACTION statements for each applicable Limiting Condition for Operation in
these MODES must be adhered to.

4.0.1 This specification provides that surveillance activities necessary
to insure the Limiting Conditions for Operation are met and will be performed
during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions for which the Limiting Condi-
tions for Operation are applicable. Provisions for additional surveillance
activities to be performed without regard to the applicable OPERATIONAL MODES
or other conditions are provided in the individual Surveillancs Requirements.
Surveillance Requirements for Special Test Excaplions need only be performed
when the Special Test Exception is being utilized as an exception to an
individual specification.

4.0.2 The provisions of this specification provide allewable tslerancss
for performing surveillance activities beyond those specified in the nominal
surveillance interval. These tslerances are necessary to provide operational
flexibility because of scheduling and performance considerations.

The tolerance values, taken either individually or consecutively over 3
test intervals, are sufficiently restrictive to ensure that the reliability
associated with the surveillance activity is not significantly degraded beyond
that obtained from the nominal specified interval.

4.0.3 The provisions of this specification set forth the criteria for
detarmination of compliance with the OPERABILITY requirements of the Limiting
Conditions for Operation. Under this criteria, equipment, systems or components
are assumed to be OPERABLE if the associated surveillance activities have Deen
satisfactorily performed within the specified time interval. Nothing in this
provision is to be construed as defining equipment, systems or components
OPERABLE, when such items are found or known to be inoperable although still
meeting the Surveillance Reguirements.

4.0.4 This specification ensures that the surveillance activities associatad
with a Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed within the specified
time interval prior to entry into an OPERATIONAL MCOE or other applicabie
condition. The intant of this provision is to ensure that surveillance activities
have been satisfactorily demonstrated on a current basis as required to meet
the OPERABILITY requirements of the Limiting Condition for Cperation.
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BASES

Under the terms of this specification, for example, during initial plant
startup or following extended plant outages, the applicable surveillance
activities must be performed within the stated surveillance interval prior to
placing or returning the system or equipment into OPERABLE status.

4.0.5 This specification ensures that inservice inspection of ASME Code
Class 1, 2 and 3 components and inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and
3 pumps and valves will be performed in accordance with a periodically updated
version of Section X[ of the ASME 8oiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda
as required by 10 CFR 50.55a. Relief from any of the above requiremenis has

been provided in writing by the Commission and is not a part of these technical
specitications.

This specification.includes a clarification of the frequencies for
performing the inservice inspection and testing activities reguired by Section XI
of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda. This
clarification is provided to ensure consistency in surveillance intervals
thoughout these Technical Specifications and to remove any ambiguities relative

to the frequencies for performing the required inservice inspection and tasting
activities. ‘

Under the terms of this specification, the more restrictive requirements
of the Technical Specifications take precedence over the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessal Code and applicable Addenda. For example, the requirements of
Specification 4.0.4 to perform surveillance activities prior to entry into an
OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified applicability condition takes precedence
ovar the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code provision which allows pumps to
be testad up to one week after return to normal operation. And for aexample,
the Technical Specification definition of QPERABLE does not grant a grace
period before a device that is not capable of performing its specified function
is declared inoperable and takes precedence over the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code provisicn which allows a valve to be incapable of performing its
specified function for up to 24 hours before being declared inoperable.
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3/4.5 :HE?C VCY CORE CCOCLING SYSTE

3/8.5.1 ACCUMULATORS

The OF ‘2AB;LITY of each RZS accumulator ensures that a sufficient volume of

‘sorated water will be immediately forced into the r=actor core <thrgugh =ach

of the coid legs in the event the RCS prassure falls below the pressure of
rhe zccrmulators. This initial surge of water into the core prnv.des the
initial cooling mechanism during large RCS pige ruptures.

The 1imits on accumula®or volume, boron concentration and pressurs ansyre
shat thz assumptions used for accumulator injection in the safey analysis
zre met,

The accunuiator oower onerzted isolatiaon valves ares considered =o be
”csera*°nc Hyoas;es in tne context of IEEE Std. 279-1971, whicn requirss

mat syasses of a frotactive function be removed automatica2lly whenesver
aer:asS've conditions are not met. In addition, as these accumulator
isola=isn velves fail to meat single failure criteria, removal of cower %o
<ne valives is required.
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EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS

BASES

ECCS SUBSYSTEMS (Continued)

With the RCS temperature below 350°F, one OPERABLE ECCS subsystem is
acceptable without single failure consideration on the basis of the stable
reactivity condition of the reactor and the limited core cooling requirements.

The Surveillance Requirements provided to ensure OPERABILITY of each
component ensures that at a minimum, the assumptions used in the safety
analyses are met and that subsystem OPERABILITY is maintained. Surveillance
requirements for throttle valve position stops and flow balance testing
provide assurance that proper ECCS flows will be maintained in the event
of a LOCA. Maintenance of proper flow resistance and pressure drop

in the piping system to each injection point:is necessary to: (1) prevent
total pump flow from exceeding runout conditions when the system is

in its minimum resistance configuration, (2) provide the proper flow

split between injection points in accordance with the assumptions used

in the ECCS-LOCA analyses, and (3) provide an acceptable level of

total ECCS flow to all injection peints equal to or above that assumed

in the ECCS-LOCA analyses.
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3/4.5.4 BSORON INJECTION SYSTEM

The OPERABILITY of the boron injection system as part ¢f the ECIS ensures
*hat sufficient negative reactivity is injected into the core tc counter-
act any positive increase in reactivity caused by RCS system cooldown.
8CS cooldown can be caused by inadvertent deoressurization, a loss-of-
coolant accident or a steam line rupture.

The 1imits on injection tank minimum contained volume and boron concen-
tration ensure that the assumptions used in the stieam 1ine break analysis
are met. The contained water volume limit includes an allowancs for
water not usable because of tank discharge line location ar other
physical characteristics.

Tne OPERABILITY of the redundant heat tracing channels associated with the

boron injection system ensure that the solubility of the boron solution
will be maintained above the salubility limit of 135°F at 2100C pom boron.

3/4.5.5 REFUELING WATER STORAGE TANK

The OPERABILITY of the RWST as part of the ECCS ensuras that a sufficient
supply of borated water is available for injection by the £CCS in the svent
of a LOCA. The limits on RWST minimum volume and boron conceniration ensure
that 1) sufficient water is available within containment to permit recir-
culation cooling flow to the core, and 2) the reactor will remain subcritical
in the cold conditicn following mixing of the RWST and the RCS water volumes
with all control rods inserted except for the most reactive control assembly.
These assumpticns are consistent with the LOCA analyses.

The contaired water volume 1imit includes an allowance for watsr not
1

o} <
usable becs -se of tank discharge line location or other physica
characteristics.
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6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.1 RESPONSIBILITY

6.1.1 The Station Manager shall be responsible for overall facility
operation and shall delegate in writing the succession to this responsi-
Bility during his absence.

6.2 ORGANIZATION

QFFSITE

6.2.1 The offsite organization for facility management and technical
support shall be as shown on Figure 6.2-1.

FACILITY STAFF

6.2.2 The Facility organization shall be as shown on Figure 6.2-2 and:

a. Each on duty shift shall be composed of at least the minimum
shift crew composition shown in Table 6.2-1.

b. At least one licensed Operator shall be in the control room
when fuel is in the reactor.

c. At lTeast two licensed Operators shall be present in the
control room during reactor start-up, scheduled reactor
shutdown and during recovery from reactor trips.

d. An individual qualified in radiation protection procadures
shall be on site when fuel is in the reactor.

e. A1l CORE ALTERATIONS after the initial fuel loading shall be
directly supervised by aither a licensed Senior Reactor
Operator or Senior Reactor Operator Limited to Fuel Handling
who has no other concurrent responsibilities during this
operation.

f. A Fire Brigade of at least 5 members shall be maintained onsite
at all times. The Fire 8rigade shall not include 4 members of
the minimum shift crew necessary for safe shutdown of the unit
or any personnel required for other essential functions during
a fire emergency.

>
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFE

4

Y EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TQO AMENDMENT NO. 27 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. OPR-70

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY,
PHRILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY,
DELMARVA POWER AND LIGH! COMPANY, AND
ATLANTLIC CL17 ELECIRIC COMPANY

SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 1

DOCKET NQO. 50-272

Introduction

Salem Unit No. 1 plans to terminate its second fuel cycle in September 1980Q.
Salem Unit No. 2 recsived a license %to operate up to 5% of rated power in
April 1980 and the licensee, the Public Service Electric and Gas Company,
has applied for a full-power license. As the result of the Staff's review
of the Salem 2 Operating License and the development of Technical Specifica-
tions for Unit No. 2 we became aware of many areas where the Technical
Specifications for Unit No. 1 differ from those for Unit No. 2. A major
effort to rectify these differences is being postponed until Unit No. 2
becomes operational at full power. This amendment, hcwever, is being used
to update the Technical Specificaticns and to revise the Safety Evaluation
for the Salem Fire Protection Program where the existing texts for the two
Units are not consistent.

I. Administrative Changes

(A) Appendix B - Technical Specification 3.1.1.4

By means of Amendment No. 23, issued on December 13, 1979, the Staff
made extensive changes to the non-radiological Environmental Techni-
cal Specifications for Salem No. 1. In making these revisions the
requirements for sampling station cooling water for "free chlorine
residual™ and "30-second chlorine demand" were removed from T.S.
3.1.1.4 but were inadvertently retained in Table 3.1-1. This over-
sight is hereby corrected by issuance of a revised Page 3.1-22 to
Appendix B. :

(8) Appendix A - Technical Specification 3.2.1

8y Amendment No. 20, dated Octcber 30, 1979, we appraoved the return
to power of Salem Unit No. 2" for Fuel Cycle 2. While giving this

8012240 /y



~—

-2 -

approval we placed limitations on the Axial Flux Difference {AFD)
during the first 72 effective full power days (EFPD) at 2700 MWD/MTU
Operation in Cycle 2. As defined in T.S. 3.2.1, the AFD was to remain
less than 7.5% of rated thermal power with the allowed AFD increasing
by 1.0% for each 1.0% reduction in thermal power.

Salem Unit No. 1 completed 72 EFPD 1in Cyc1e 2 on March 28, 1980;
therefore, this limitation is no longer required and has been deletad
from T.S. 3.2.1.

(C) Appendix A - Technical Specification 6.2.2(F)

As the result of the licensing review for Salem Unit No. 2, the licensee
committed to an onsite Fire Brigade of at least five members at all
times. This commitment has been documented in T. S. 6.2.2(f) for

Unit No. 2 (License DPR-75). We are taking this opportunity to revisa
T. S. 6.2.2(f) for Unit 1 to also reflect this change from a previous
cormitment of three members.

(D) Fire Protection Safety Evaluation Report

By means of Amendment No. 21, dated November 20, 1979, we added conditions
to License No. DPR-70 for Salem Unit 1. These conditions related to the
completion of facility modifications for fire protection. The basis for
this amendment was the Staff's Safety Evaluation Report (Fire Protection
Review), by means of which we approved the fire protection program

at Unit 1.

As the result of continued review by the Staff and PSEAG during the
Ticensing of Unit Neo. 2, two sections of the Salem 2 SER (Appendix

E of Supplement No. 4, April 1980) differ in text from the same sactions
at the Salem ! SER. We believe that the revised sections more accurately
describe systems that have been approved as providing acceptable pro-
tection against fire. Consequently, we take this opportunity to revise
Section IV.B and I[V.D(2) in the Salem 1 SER:

(1) Page 20, Section IV.B

Replace the fourth and fifth sentences of the first paragraph

with the following sentence: "In lieu of the two options propesad
by the staff (i.e., a one-hour rated fire barrier or-a cne-half
hour barrier and sprinkler system), we have accepted an equiva-
lent system that consists of a water sprinkler system with radun-
dant valves operated by separate actuators which, in turn, are
actuated by redundant fire detectors.”
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{3) Page 21, Section V.0(2)

In the Licensee's Commitment No. 2, the first line should be
changed to read "provide a one-half hour fire rated barrier...”

(4) Page 29, Action [tem 21

As the result of its experience since implementation of its fire
srotection program, the licensee contacted the Staff (by letter on
September 26, 1980) to request a minor modification in this Action
Item. The original Action Item called for storing two self-
contained air breathing units in the mechanical penetration at

the Reactor Containment entrance. B3ecause of the hot and humid
anvironment, the breathing units were undergoing serious deteoria-
tion. Consequently, the licensee requested that the breathing
units be stored at the radialegical contral point approximately
100 feet from the Containment Entrance since this area is air
conditioned. e find this change in locaticn to be acceptable
since any person who plans to enter Containment must pass throush
this control point. Alss, the distance from control point Lo

the Containment entrance is not significantly increased from

the former storage location. This Action Item is revised to

read, "Ten (2) dedicated air breathing units (Scott) will be
stored at the Radiclogical Control Point for entry into the
Reactor Containment Arzas.”

_(E) Redefining the Term “"Operable’

In response to the Staff's request dated April 10, 1980, the licensee,
by letter of May 16, 1980, proposed changes to Appendix A, Safety
Technical Specification 3/4.0. These changes reflect the Staff's
current definition of the term "operable" as it applies to the single
failyre criterion for safety systems in power reactors.

The NRC's Standard Technical Specifications (STS) were formulated to
preserve the single failure criterion for systems that are relied upon
in the safety analysis report. By and large, the single failure
criterion is preserved by specifying Limiting Conditions for Operation
(LCOs) that require all redundant components of safety related systems
to be OPERABLE. When the required redundancy is not maintained,
either due to equipment failure or maintenance outage, action is
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required, within a specified time, to change the operating mode of

the plant to place it in a safe condition. The specified time to take
action, usually called the equipment out-of-service time, is a temporary
relaxation of the single failure criterion, which consistent with overall
system reliability considerations, provides a limited time to fix equip-
ment or otherwise make it OPERABLE. If equipment can be returned o
OPERABLE status within the specified time, plant shutdown is not required.

LCOs are specified for each safety related system in the plant, anc
with few exceptions, the ACTION statements address single outages

of components, trains or subsystems. For any particular system, the
LCO does not address multiple outages of redundant components, nor

does it address the sffects of outages of any support sysiems - such

as electrical power or cooling water - that are relied upon to maintain
the OPERABILITY of the particular system. This is because of the large
number of combinations of these types of outages that are possibdle.
Instead, the STS employ general specifications and an explicit definition
of the term OPERABLE to encompass all such cases. These provisions
have been formulated to assure that no set of equipment cutages would
be allowed to persist that would result in the facility being in an
unprotected condition.

To achieve the necessary clarification, the Staff provided the licensee
with mode] Technical Specifications that have been accepted and re-
submitted without change. MWe, therefore, find these changes to Dbe
acceptable. The licensee shall implement appropriate procedures t9

~ assure that the necessary records, such as plant logs or similar

documents, are reviewed to determine compliance with these specifi-
cations.

Safety Evaluation

Surveillance Requirements for Emergency Core Ccoling Systems

Introduction

By letter of June 30, 1977, the Staff requested the Ticensee to propose
Technical Specification changes to incorporate surveillance regquirements
for HPSI/LPSI throttle valves. The purpose of these surveillance require-
ments is to assure that proper flow resistances in HPSI/LPSI systems

are maintained throughout plant life. The licensee responded dy sub-
mittal dated June 29, 1979. This submittal contained proposed
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changes to the Technical Specifications that were not in complete con-
formance with the Staff's requirements. Through subseguent discussiens
between the Staff and licenses acceptable Technical Specifications were
developed and were included in Appendix A of License DPR-75 for Salen
Unit No. 2. Inasmuch as the ECCS systems for Salem Units 1 and 2 are
identical, the licensee proposed that the surveillance requirements

for HPSI/LPSI flow balancing in the Salem 2 Technical Specifications
(4.5.2(g) and (h)) be substituted for those proposed in the June 29,
1978 letter. The Staff agrees that not only is the substitution valid
and acceptable, but also requirement 4.5.2(f) in the Ynit 2 Techni-

. cal Specifications should be included as an identical requirement for
Unit 1 so that the surveillance requirements for both units will be

the same. The licensee has agreed.

Discussion and Evaluation

The High and Low Pressure Safety Injection system (HPSI and LPSI) designs
of many Pressurized Water Reactors (PWRs) utilize a commen low pressure
and a common high pressure header to feed the several cold (and in some
cases hot) leg injection points. Maintenance of proper flow resistance
and pressure drop in the piping system to each injection point is
necessary to: (1) prevent total pump flow from exceeding runout con-
ditions when the system is in its minimum resistance configuration; (2)
provide a proper flow split between jnjection points in accordance with
the assumptions used in the ECCS-LOCA analyses, and (3) provide an
acceptable level of total ECCS flow to all injection pgints equal to c¢r
.above that assumed in the ECCS-LOCA analyses. On many plants, there are
motor-operated valve(s) in the lines to each injection point that have
stops which are set during pre-gperaticnal flow testing of the plant

to insure that these flow requirements are satisfied. On cther planis,
alectrical or mechanical stops on the Safety Injection System's isoletion
valve(s) are used for this purpose. Salem | utilizes hand-set throttle
valves to satisfy these ECCS flcw requirements.

While pre-operational HPSI/LPSI flow testing is utilized to assure that

the valves used to throttle flow have been properly set, the NRC Staff has
concluded that periodic surveillance requirements are needed to assure

that these settings are maintained throughcut the 1ife of the plant.
Consequently, we requested all PWR licensees to propase changes to their
Technical Specifications, as appropriate, to incorporate periodic surveillance
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requirements for these valves. Sample surveillance requirements,
developed by the NRC Staff, were provided to the licensees for gquidance
in develcping preposed changes. The sample requirements include pericdic
verification of throttle valve position stop settings and verification

of proper ECCS flow rates whenever system modifications are made that
could alter flow characteristics.

Based on our review, we have concluded that the licensee's proposed
increased surveillance requirements weuld provide sufficient additional
assurance that proper valve settings for ECCS flows and flow distri-
butions will be maintained throughout plant 1ife; and thus, the proposed
changes are acceptable.

Environmental Consideration

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 resuit

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 §51.5(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.

Conclusien

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1)
because the amendment does not involve a significant increase in the prob-
ability or consequences 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 endangeresd
by operation in the proposed manner, and (3) such activities will be con-
ducted 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.

Date: November 23, 1980
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

DOCKET NO. 50-272
PUBLIC SERVICE SLECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY,
PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY,
DELMARVA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY, AND
piY EL=CTE COMPANY

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO FACILITY
OPERATING LICENSE

.The U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 27 to Facility Operating License No. DPR-70,
jssued to Public Service Electric and Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric
Company, Delmarva Power and Light Company and Atlantic City Electric
Company (the licensees), which revised Technical Specifications for
operation of the Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Unit No. 1 (the
facility) located in Salem County, New Jersey. The amendment is

effective as of the date of issuance.

fhe amendment revises Technical Specifications in Appendix A related
to the use of the term “operability" in the application of these Technical
Specifications and related to Testing of High and Low Pressure Safety
Injection Yalves. We have also taksn this opportunity to initiate other
revisions to both Appendices A and B that (a) remove outdated requirements,
and (b) make the requirements for the Fire Protection Program consistent

for toth Units 1 and 2.

The application for the amendment complies with the standards
and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the

Act), and the Commission's rules and regulations. The Commission has

8012240 /9/
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made appropriate findings as reguired by the Act and the Commission's
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in

the license amendment. Pricr public notice of this amendment was

nct required since the amendment does not involve a significant hazards

consideration.

The Commission has determined that the issuance of this amendment
will not result in any significant environmental impact and that
pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact statement or
negative declaration and environmental impact appraisal need not be

brepared in connection with issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this action, see (1) the
application for amendment dated June 29, 1978 and May 16, 1980,
(2) Amendment No. 27 to License No. DPR-70, and (3) the Commission's
related Safety Evaluation. All of these items are available for public
inspection at the Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. and at the Salem Free Public Library, 112 West
Broadway, Salem, New Jersey. A copy of items (2) and (3) may be obtained
upon request addressed to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division of Licensing.
Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 28th day of November, 1980,

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Q) J.‘C{.S RS
Ataven A. Varga) Chye

Operating Reactors nch #1
Division of Licensing




