
Mr. Leon R. Eliason November 1994 
Chief Nuclear Officernd President 

Nuclear Business Unit 
Public Service Electric & Gas Company 
Post Office Box 236 
Hancocks Bridge, New Jersey 08038 

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENTS, SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS I 
AND 2 (TAC NOS. M89685 AND M89686) 

Dear Mr. Eliason: 

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos. 160 and 141 to 
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-70 and DPR-75 for the Salem Nuclear 
Generating Station, Unit Nos. I and 2. These amendments consist of changes to 
the Technical Specifications (TSs) in response to your application dated 
June 13, 1994.  

These amendments add a new section 3.0.6 and the associated Bases, that 
permits an out-of-service component to be returned to service under 
administrative controls for the purpose of determining operability, and make 
an editorial correction.  

A copy of our safety evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be 
included in the Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice. You are 
requested to notify the NRC in writing when these amendments have been 
implemented at Salem I and 2.  

Sincerely, 
/s/ 

Leonard N. Olshan, Project Manager 
Project Directorate 1-2 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/II 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Docket Nos. 50-272/50-311 

Enclosures: 
I. Amendment No. 160 to 

License No. DPR-70 
2. Amendment No. 141 to 

License No. DPR-75 
3. Safety Evaluation 
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0 UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001 

November 8, 1994 

Mr. Leon R. Eliason 
Chief Nuclear Officer and President 

Nuclear Business Unit 
Public Service Electric & Gas Company 
Post Office Box 236 
Hancocks Bridge, New Jersey 08038 

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENTS, SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1 
AND 2 (TAC NOS. M89685 AND M89686) 

Dear Mr. Eliason: 

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos. 160 and 141 to 
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-70 and DPR-75 for the Salem Nuclear 
Generating Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2. These amendments consist of changes to 
the Technical Specifications (TSs) in response to your application dated 
June 13, 1994.  

These amendments add a new section 3.0.6 and the associated Bases, that 
permits an out-of-service component to be returned to service under 
administrative controls for the purpose of determining operability, and make 
an editorial correction.  

A copy of our safety evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be 
included in the Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice. You are 
requested to notify the NRC in writing when these amendments have been 
implemented at Salem 1 and 2.  

Sincerely, 

Leonard N. Olshan, Project Manager 
Project Directorate 1-2 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/II 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Docket Nos. 50-272/50-311 

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 160 to 

License No. 1DR-70 
2. Amendment No. 14] to 

License No. DPR-75 
3. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures: 
See next page



Mr. Leon R. Eliason ` 
Public Service Electric & Gas 

Company
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Units 1 and 2

cc:

Mark J. Wetterhahn, Esquire 
Winston & Strawn 
1400 L Street NW 
Washington, DC 20005-3502

Richard Fryling, Jr., Esquire 
Law Department - Tower 5E 
80 Park Place 
Newark, NJ 07101 

Mr. J. Hagan, Acting 
General Manager - Salem Operations 
Salem Generating Station 
P.O. Box 236 
Hancocks Bridge, NJ 08038 

Mr. J. Hagan 
Vice President - Nuclear Operations 
Nuclear Department 
P.O. Box 236 
Hancocks Bridge, New Jersey 08038 

Mr. Charles S. Marschall, Senior 
Resident Inspector 

Salem Generating Station 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Drawer I 
Hancocks Bridge, NJ 08038 

Dr. Jill Lipoti, Asst. Director 
Radiation Protection Programs 
NJ Department of Environmental 

Protection and Energy 
CN 415 
Trenton, NJ 08625-0415 

Maryland Office of People's Counsel 
6 St. Paul Street, 21st Floor 
Suite 2102 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Mr. J. T. Robb, Director 
Joint Owners Affairs 
PECO Energy Company 
955 Chesterbrook Blvd., 51A-13 
Wayne, PA 19087

Richard Hartung 
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UNITED STATES 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-000 

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY 

DELMARVA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

ATLANTIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-272 

SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 1 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 160 
License No. DPR-70 

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

A. The application for amendment filed by the Public Service Electric & 
Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric Company, Delmarva Power and Light 
Company and Atlantic City Electric Company (the licensees) dated 
June 13, 1994, 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; 

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

C. 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 set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

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

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.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifica
tions 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: 

9411220325 941108 
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(2) Technical Specifications and Environmental Protection Plan 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as 
revised through Amendment No. 160 , 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 its date of issuance and shall 
be implemented within 60 days of the date of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

rc Stolz, rector 

roject Directorate I-2 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/II 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Date of Issuance: November 8, 1994



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO.160 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-70 

DOCKET NO. 50-272

Revise Appendix A as follows: 

Remove Pages 

3/4 0-2 

B 3/4 0-5

Insert Pages 

3/4 0-2 

B 3/4 0-4a 

B 3/4 0-5
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APPLICABILITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

3.0.5 When a system, subsystem, train, component or device is determined to 
be inoperable solely because its emergency power source is inoperable, or 
solely because its normal power source 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 device(s) are OPERABLE, 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 MODE in which the applicable Limiting Condition for Operation does 
not apply, by placing it, as applicable, in: 

1. At least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours, 

2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and 

3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.  

This specification is not applicable in MODES 5 or 6.  

3.0.6 Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with 
ACTIONS may be returned to service under administrative control solely to 
perform testing required to demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of 
other equipment. This is an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for the system returned to 
service under administrative control to perform the testing required to 
demonstrate OPERABILITY.  

SALEM - UNIT 1 3/4 0-2 Amendment No. •, 160



APPLICABILITY 

BASES 

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 must also be OPERABLE. If 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.  

Specification 3.0.6 establishes the allowance for restoring equipment to 
service under administrative controls when it has been removed from service or 
declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS. The sole purpose of this 
Specification is to provide an exception to LCO 3.0.2 (e.g., to not comply 
with the applicable Required Action(s)) to allow the performance of testing 
required to restore and demonstrate: 

a. The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service; or 

b. The OPERABILITY of other equipment.  

The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to 
service in conflict with the requirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the 
time absolutely necessary to perform the testing required to restore and 
demonstrate the operability of the equipment. This Specification does not 
provide time to perform any other preventive or corrective maintenance.  

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to 
service is reopening a containment isolation valve that has been closed to 
comply with Required Actions and must be reopened to perform the testing 
required to restore and demonstrate OPERABILITY.  

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an 
inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to prevent the 
trip function from occurring during the performance of testing required to 
restore OPERABILITY of another channel in the other trip system. A similar 
example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an 
inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to permit the 
logic to function and indicate the appropriate response during the performance 
of testing required to restore and demonstrate the OPERABILITY of another 
channel in the same trip system.  

SALEM - UNIT 1 B 3/4 0-4a Amendment No. 160
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APPLICABILITY 

BASES 

Specifications 4.0.1 throuQh 4.0.5 establish the general requirements 
applicable to Surveillance Requirements. These requirements are based on the 
Surveillance Requirements stated in the Code of Federal Regulations, 10 CFR 
50.36(c) (3): 

"Surveillance requirements are requirements relating to test, 
calibration, or inspection to ensure that the necessary quality of systems and 
components is maintained, that facility operation will be within safety 
limits, and that the limiting conditions of operation will be met." 

Specification 4.0.1 establishes the requirement that surveillances must be 
performed during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions for which the 
requirements of the Limiting Conditions for Operation apply unless otherwise 
stated in an individual Surveillance Requirement. The purpose of this 
specification is to ensure that surveillances are performed to verify the 
operational status of systems and components and that parameters are within 
specified limits to ensure safe operation of the facility when the plant is in 
a MODE or other specified condition for which the associated Limiting 
Conditions for Operation are applicable. Surveillance Requirements do not 
have to be performed when the facility is in an OPERATIONAL MODE for which the 
requirements of the associated Limiting Condition for Operation do not apply 
unless otherwise specified. The Surveillance Requirements associated with a 
Special Test Exception are only applicable when the Special Test Exception is 
used as an allowable exception to the requirements of a specification.  

4.0.2 Specification 4.0.2 establishes the limit for which the specified 
time interval for Surveillance Requirements may be extended. It permits an 
allowable extension of the normal surveillance interval to facilitate 
surveillance scheduling and consideration of plant operating conditions that 
may not be suitable for conducting the surveillance; e.g., transient 
conditions or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance activities. It also 
provides flexibility to accommodate the length of a fuel cycle for 
surveillances that are performed at each refueling outage and are specified 
with an 18 month surveillance interval. It is not intended that this 
provision be used repeatedly as a convenience to extend surveillance intervals 
beyond that specified for surveillances that are not performed during 
refueling outages. The limitation of Specification 4.0.2 is based on 
engineering judgment and the recognition that the most probable result of any 

SALEM - UNIT 1 B 3/4 0-5 Amendment No. X, 160
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UNITED STATES 
0 NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Z WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001 

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY 

DELMARVA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

ATLANTIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-311 

SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 2 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 141 
License No. DPR-75 

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

A. The application for amendment filed by the Public Service Electric & 
Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric Company, Delmarva Power and Light 
Company and Atlantic City Electric Company (the licensees) dated 
June 13, 1994, 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; 

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

C. 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 set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

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

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.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifica
tions as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, and 
paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. DPR-75 is hereby 
amended to read as follows:
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(2) Technical Specifications and Environmental Protection Plan 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as 
revised through Amendment No. 141 , 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 its date of issuance and shall 
be implemented within 60 days of the date of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Jo n F. Stolz, Direct 
Pr ject Directorate T-2 
ivision of Reactor Projects - I/II 

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications 

Date of Issuance: November 8, 1994
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 141 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-75 

DOCKET NO. 50-311 

Revise Appendix A as follows: 

Remove Pages Insert PaQe 

3/4 0-2 3/4 0-2

S

B 3/4 0-4a 

B 3/4 0-5B 3/4 0-5



APPLICABILITY 

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

3.0.5 When a system, subsystem, train, component or device is determined to 
be inoperable solely because its emergency power source is inoperable, or 
solely because its normal power source 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 device(s) are OPERABLE, 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 MODE in which the applicable Limiting Condition for Operation does 
not apply, by placing it, as applicable, in: 

1. At least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours, 

2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and 

3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.  

This specification is not applicable in MODES 5 or 6.  

3.0.6 Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with 
ACTIONS may be returned to service under administrative control solely to 
perform testing required to demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of 
other equipment. This is an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for the system returned to 
service under administrative control to perform the testing required to 
demonstrate OPERABILITY.

Amendment No. Z0, 1413/4 0-2SALEM - UNIT 2



APPLICABILITY 

BASES 

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 must also be OPERABLE. If 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.  

Specification 3.0.6 establishes the allowance for restoring equipment to 
service under administrative controls when it has been removed from service or 
declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS. The sole purpose of this 
Specification is to provide an exception to LCO 3.0.2 (e.g., to not comply 
with the applicable Required Action(s)) to allow the performance of testing 
required to restore and demonstrate: 

a. The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service; or 

b. The OPERABILITY of other equipment.  

The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to 
service in conflict with the requirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the 
time absolutely necessary to perform the testing required to restore and 
demonstrate the operability of the equipment. This Specification does not 
provide time to perform any other preventive or corrective maintenance.  

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to 
service is reopening a containment isolation valve that has been closed to 
comply with Required Actions and must be reopened to perform the testing 
required to restore and demonstrate OPERABILITY.  

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an 
inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to prevent the 
trip function from occurring during the performance of testing required to 
restore OPERABILITY of another channel in the other trip system. A similar 
example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an 
inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to permit the 
logic to function and indicate the appropriate response during the performance 
of testing required to restore and demonstrate the OPERABILITY of another 
channel in the same trip system.

Amendment No. 141B 3/4 0-4aSALEM - UNIT 2



APPLICABILITY 

BASES 

Specifications 4.0.1 through 4.0.5 establish the general requirements 
applicable to Surveillance Requirements. These requirements are based on the 
Surveillance Requirements stated in the Code of Federal Regulations, 10 CFR 
50.36(c) (3): 

"Surveillance requirements are requirements relating to test, 
calibration, or inspection to ensure that the necessary quality of systems and 
components is maintained, that facility operation will be within safety 
limits, and that the limiting conditions of operation will be met." 

Specification 4.0.1 establishes the requirement that surveillances must be 
performed during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions for which the 
requirements of the Limiting Conditions for Operation apply unless otherwise 
stated in an individual Surveillance Requirement. The purpose of this 
specification is to ensure that surveillances are performed to verify the 
operational status of systems and components and that parameters are within 
specified limits to ensure safe operation of the facility when the plant is in 
a MODE or other specified condition for which the associated Limiting 
Conditions for Operation are applicable. Surveillance Requirements do not 
have to be performed when the facility is in an OPERATIONAL MODE for which the 
requirements of the associated Limiting Condition for Operation do not apply 
unless otherwise specified. The Surveillance Requirements associated with a 
Special Test Exception are only applicable when the Special Test Exception is 
used as an allowable exception to the requirements of a specification.  

4.0.2 Specification 4.0.2 establishes the limit for which the specified 
time interval for Surveillance Requirements may be extended. It permits an 
allowable extension of the normal surveillance interval to facilitate 
surveillance scheduling and consideration of plant operating conditions that 
may not be suitable for conducting the surveillance; e.g., transient 
conditions or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance activities. It also 
provides flexibility to accommodate the length of a fuel cycle for 
surveillances that are performed at each refueling outage and are specified 
with an 18 month surveillance interval. It is not intended that this 
provision be used repeatedly as a convenience to extend surveillance intervals 
beyond that specified for surveillances that are not performed during 
refueling outages. The limitation of Specification 4.0.2 is based on 
engineering judgment and the recognition that the most probable result of any 

SALEM - UNIT 2 B 3/4 0-5 Amendment No. 10, 141



UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NOS. 160 AND 141 TO FACILITY OPERATING 

LICENSE NOS. DPR-70 AND DPR-75 

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY 

DELMARVA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

ATLANTIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPANY 

SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2 

DOCKET NOS. 50-272 AND 50-311 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

By letter dated June 13, 1994, the Public Service Electric and Gas Company 
(the licensee) submitted a request for changes to the Salem Nuclear Generating 
Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 Technical Specifications (TS). The requested 
changes would add a new section 3.0.6 and the associated Bases that would 
permit an out-of-service component to be returned to service under 
administrative controls for the purpose of determining operability. In 
addition, the header information on the page containing the new section 3.0.6 
would be corrected to read "LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION".  

2.0 EVALUATION 

The licensee proposed the addition to the Salem 1 and 2 TS of a Limiting 
Condition for Operation (LCO) 3.0.6 and the associated Bases, adapted from 
NUREG-1431, Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, LCO 3.0.5.  
The licensee requested this change in order to clarify the intent of LCO 3.0.2 
to prevent misinterpretation of the LCO and associated Bases. The new LCO 
states, "Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with 
ACTIONS may be returned to service under administrative control solely to 
perform testing required to demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of 
other equipment. This is an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for the system returned to 
service under administrative control to perform the testing required to 
demonstrate OPERABILITY." 

Currently, when a channel of instrumentation required by TS malfunctions or 
fails to meet the surveillance acceptance criteria, it is declared inoperable 
and the associated action statement is entered. Several specifications 
require inoperable instrumentation channels to be placed in the tripped 
condition. Specification 3.0.6 establishes the allowance for restoring 

941-1220331 941108 
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equipment to service under administrative controls when it has been removed 
from service or declared inoperable to comply with the associated ACTION. LCO 
3.0.6 is applicable to all TS; however, the intent of LCO 3.0.6 is not to 
replace more specific guidance contained in any individual specification. The 
sole purpose of this specification is to provide an exception to LCO 3.0.2 to 
allow the performance of surveillance requirements to demonstrate OPERABILITY 
of the equipment being returned to service or the OPERABILITY of other 
equipment. Therefore, in order to perform the associated surveillance tests 
to demonstrate operability, the instrumentation may need to be taken out of 
the tripped condition. However, the instrumentation still remains 
administratively inoperable and all applicable action requirements and time 
constraints remain in effect until all applicable requirements are met.  

The staff has reviewed the proposed change and concludes that the addition of 
LCO 3.0.6 and its associated Bases is a clarification of LCO 3.0.2 and 
maintains compliance with the intent of LCO 3.0.2. Therefore, the staff finds 
the proposed change acceptable.  

The licensee has also proposed to change the header information on 
Page 3/4 0-2. The current header lists the APPLICABILITY as SURVEILLANCE 
REQUIREMENTS. The correct applicability is LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION.  
This is an editorial change and the staff finds it acceptable.  

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION 

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the New Jersey State official 
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendments. The State official 
had no comments.  

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

The amendments change a requirement with respect to installation or use of a 
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR 
Part 20 and change surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has determined 
that the amendments involve no significant increase in the amounts, and no 
significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released 
offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative 
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously issued a 
proposed finding that the amendments involve no significant hazards 
consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding (59 FR 
39590). Accordingly, the amendments meet the eligibility criteria for 
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.22(b), no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need 
be prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendments.  

5.0 CONCLUSION 

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, 
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the 
public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
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activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations, 
and (3) the issuance of the amendments will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.  

Principal Contributor: J. Stone 

Date: November 8, 1994


