
0C"NSE;C AUTHORITY ULt M 

MAY 7, 1992 

Docket Nos. 50-269, 50-270 
and 50-287 

Mr. J. W. Hampton 
Vice President, Oconee Site 
Duke Power Company 
P.O. Box 1439 
Seneca, South Carolina 29679 

Dear Mr. Hampton: 

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NOS. 194 , 194 AND191 TO FACILITY OPERATING 
LICENSES DPR-38, DPR-47, AND DPR-55 - OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, 
UNITS 1, 2 AND 3 (TACS M79654, M79655, and M79656) 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos.  
194 , 194 and 191 to Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-38, DPR-47, and 
DPR-55 for the Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and 3. The amendments 
consist of changes to the Station's License and Technical Specifications (TSs) 
in response to your request dated January 16, 1991, as supplemented December 9, 
1991, and March 26, 1992.  

The amendments revise License Condition 3.E., "Fire Protection," and revise 
TSs 3.17 and 4.19 by relocating the fire protection requirements to Chapter 16 
of the Final Safety Analysis Report. These changes are consistent with 
Generic Letters 86-10 and 88-12.  

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. A Notice of Issuance 
will be included in the Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice.  

Sincerely, 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY: 

Leonard A. Wiens, Project Manager 
Project Directorate 11-3 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/Il 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 19 4 to DPR-38 
2. Amendment No. 194 to DPR-47 
3. Amendment No. 191 to DPR-55 
4. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures: 
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UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2065 

May 7, 1992 

:ket Nos. 50-269, 50-270 
and 50-287 

Mr. J. W. Hampton 
Vice President, Oconee Site 
Duke Power Company 
P.O. Box 1439 
Seneca, South Carolina 29679 

Dear Mr. Hampton: 

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NOS. 194 ,194 AND 191 TO FACILITY OPERATING 
LICENSES DPR-38, DPR-47, AND DPR-55 - OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, 
UNITS 1, 2 AND 3 (TACS M79654, M79655, and M79656) 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos.  
194 , 194 and 191 to Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-38, DPR-47, and 
DPR-55 for the Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and 3. The amendments 
consist of changes to the Station's License and Technical Specifications (TSs) 
in response to your request dated January 16, 1991, as supplemented December 9, 
1991, and March 26, 1992.  

The amendments revise License Condition 3.E., "Fire Protection," and revise 
TSs 3.17 and 4.19 by relocating the fire protection requirements to Chapter 16 
of the Final Safety Analysis Report. These changes are consistent with 
Generic Letters 86-10 and 88-12.  

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. A Notice of Issuance 
will be included in the Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice.  

Sincerely, 

Leonard A. Wiens, Project Manager 
Project Directorate 11-3 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/I1 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 194 to DPR-38 
2. Amendment No. 194 to DPR-47 
3. Amendment No. 191 to DPR-55 
4. Safety Evaludtion 

cc w/enclosures: 
See next page



Mr. J. W. Hampton 
"Duke Power Company Oconee Nuclear Station

cc: 
Mr. A. V. Carr, Esq.  
Duke Power Company 
422 South Church Street 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242-0001 

J. Michael McGarry, III, Esq.  
Winston and Strawn 
1400 L Street, NW.  
Washington, DC 20005 

Mr. Robert B. Borsum 
Babcock & Wilcox 
Nuclear Power Division 
Suite 525 
1700 Rockville Pike 
Rockville, Maryland 20852 

Manager, LIS 
NUS Corporation 
2650 McCormick Drive, 3 Floor 
Clearwater, Florida 34619-1035 

Senior Resident Inspector 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Route 2, Box 610 
Seneca, South Carolina 29678 

Regional Administrator, Region II 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
101 Marietta Street, NW., Suite 2900 
Atlanta, Georgia 30323 

Mr. Heyward G. Shealy, Chief 
Bureau of Radiological Health 
South Carolina Department of Health 

and Environmental Control 
2600 Bull Street 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 

Office of Intergovernmental Relations 
116 West Jones Street 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27603 

County Supervisor of Oconee County 
Walhalla, South Carolina 29621

Mr. M. E. Patrick 
Compliance 
Duke Power Company 
Oconee Nuclear Site 
P.O. Box 1439 
Seneca, South Carolina 29679 

Mr. Alan R. Herdt, Chief 
Project Branch #3 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
101 Marietta Street, NW., Suite 2900 
Atlanta, Georgia 30323 

Vs. Karen E. Long 
Assistant Attorney General 
N. C. Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 629 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27602

Mr. R. L. Gill, Jr.  
Licensing 
Duke Power Company 
P. 0. Box 1007 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28201-1007



UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION' 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20666 

DUKE POWER COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-269 

OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 194 

License No. DPR-38 

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

A. The application for amendment to the Oconee Nuclear Station, Unit 1 
(the facility) Facility Operating License No. DPR-38 filed by the Duke 
Power Company (the licensee) dated January 16, 1991, as supplemented 
December 9, 1991, and March 26, 1992, 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 1; 

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 1; 

D. The issuance of this license 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 hereby amended by page changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, 
and Paragraphs 3.B. and 3.E. of Facility Operating License No. DPR-38 is 
hereby amended to read as follows:
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3.B. Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as 
revised through Amendment No. 194, are hereby incorporated in the 
license. The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with 
the Technical Specifications.  

3.E. Fire Protection 

Duke Power Company shall implement and iaintain in effect all 
provisions of the approved fire protection program as described in 
the Final Safety Analysis Report for the facility and as approved in 
the SERs dated August 11, 1978, and April 28, 1983; October 5, 1978, 
and June 9, 1981 Supplements to the SER dated August 11, 1978; and 
Exemptions dated February 2, 1982; August 31, 1983; December 27, 
1984; December 5, 1988; and August 21, 1989 subject to the following 
provision: 

The licensee may make changes to the approved fire protection 
program without prior approval of the Commission only if those 
changes would not adversely affect the ability to achieve and 
maintain safe shutdown in the event of a fire.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance and shall 
be implemented within 30 days of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

David B. Matthews, Director 
Project Directorate 11-3 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/I1 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
1. Technical Specification 

Changes 
2. Page 8 of the License

Date of Issuance: May 7, 1992



UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C.  

DUKE POWER COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-270 

OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION. UNIT 2 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 194 

License No. DPR-47 

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

A. The application for amendment to the Oconee Nuclear Station, Unit 2 
(the facility) Facility Operating License No. DPR-47 filed by the Duke 
Power Company (the licensee) dated January 16, 1991, as supplemented 
December 9, 1991, and March 26, 1992, 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 license 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 hereby amended by page changes to the Technical 

Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, 

and Paragraphs 3.B. and 3.E. of Facility Operating License No. DPR-47 is 

hereby amended to read as follows:



3.B. Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as 
revised through Amendment No. 194 , are hereby incorporated in the 
license. The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with 
the Technical Specifications.  

3.E. Fire Protection 

Duke Power Company shall implement and maintain in effect all 
provisions of the approved fire protection program as described in 
the Final Safety Analysis Report for the facility and as approved in 
the SERs dated August 11, 1978, and April 28, 1983; October 5, 1978, 
and June 9, 1981 Supplements to the SER dated August 11, 1978; and 
Exemptions dated February 2, 1982; August 31, 1983; December 27, 
1984; December 5, 1988; and August 21, 1989 subject to the following 
provision: 

The licensee may make changes to the approved fire protection 
program without prior approval of the Commission only if those 
changes would not adversely affect the ability to achieve and 
maintain safe shutdown in the event of a fire.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance and shall 
be implemented within 30 days of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

David B. Matthews, Director 
Project Directorate 11-3 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/II 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
1. Technical Specification 

Changes 
2. Page 8 of the License

Date of Issuance: May 7, 1992



UNITED STATES 
F NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20585 

DUKE POWER COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-287 

OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 3 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 191 

License No. DPR-55 

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

A. The application for amendment to the Oconee Nuclear Station, Unit 3 
(the facility) Facility Operating License No. DPR-55 filed by the Duke 
Power Company (the licensee) dated January 16, 1991, as supplemented 
December 9, 1991, and March 26, 1992, 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 1; 

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 1; 

D. The issuance of this license 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 hereby amended by page changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, 
and Paragraphs 3.B. and 3.E. of Facility Operating License No. DPR-55 is 
hereby amended to read as follows:
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3.B. Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as 
revised through Amendment No. 191, are hereby incorporated in the 
license. The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with 
the Technical Specifications.  

3.E. Fire Protection 

Duke Power Company shall implement and maintain in effect all 
provisions of the approved fire protection program as described in 
the Final Safety Analysis.Report for the facility and as approved in 
the SERs dated August 11, 1978, and April 28, 1983; October 5, 1978, 
and June 9, 1981 Supplements to the SER dated August 11, 1978; and 
Exemptions dated February 2, 1982; August 31, 1983; December 27, 
1984; December 5, 1988; and August 21, 1989 subject to the following 
provision: 

The licensee may make changes to the approved fire protection 
program without prior approval of the Commission only if those 
changes would not adversely affect the ability to achieve and 
maintain safe shutdown in the event of a fire.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance and shall 
be implemented within 30 days of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

David B. Matthews, Director 
Project Directorate 11-3 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/II 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
1. Technical Specification 

Changes 
2. Page 8 of the License

Date of Issuance: May 7, 1992



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 194 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-38 

DOCKET NO. 50-269 

AND 

TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 194 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-47 

DOCKET NO. 50-270 

AND 

TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 191 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-55 

DOCKET NO. 50-287 

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "mA" Technical Specifications and 
License with the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment 
number and contain vertical lines indicating the areas of change.  

Remove Pages Insert Pages 

iv, v and vi iv, v and vi 

3.17-1 through 3.17-9 

4.19-1 and 4.19-2 4.19-1 

6.1-4 6.1-4 

6.1-6a 6.1-6a 

6.6-5 6.6-5 

Page 8 of the License 8



3.10 RADIOACTIVE GASEOUS EFFLUENTS 3.10-1 
3.11 (NOT USED) 3.11-1 

3.12 REACTOR BUILDING POLAR CRANE AND AUXILIARY HOIST 3.12-1 
3.13 SECONDARY SYSTEM ACTIVITY 3.13-1 
3.14 SNUBBERS 3.14-1 
3.15 CONTROL ROOM PRESSURIZATION AND FILTERING SYSTEM AND 3.15-1 

PENETRATION ROOM VENTILATION SYSTEMS 
3.16 HYDROGEN PURGE SYSTEM 3.16-1 
4 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 4.0-1 
4.0 SURVEILLANCE STANDARDS 4.0-1 
4.1 OPERATIONAL SAFETY REVIEW 4.1-1 
4.2 STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY OF ASME CODE CLASS 1, 2 AND 3 4.2-1 

COMPONENTS 
4.3 TESTING FOLLOWING OPENING OF SYSTEM 4.3-1 
4.4 REACTOR BUILDING 4.4-1 
4.4.1 Containment Leakage Tests 4.4-1 
4.4.2 Structural Integrity 4.4-14 
4.4.3 Hydrogen Purge System 4.4-17 
4.4.4 Reactor Building Purge System 4.4-20 
4.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS AND REACTOR BUILDING 4.5-1 

COOLING SYSTEMS PERIODIC TESTING 
4.5.1 Emergency Core Cooling Systems 4.5-1 
4.5.2 Reactor Building Cooling Systems 4.5-6 
4.5.3 Penetration Room Ventilation System 4.5-10 
4.5.4 Low Pressure Injection System Leakage 4.5-12 
4.6 EMERGENCY POWER PERIODIC TESTING 4.6-1 
4.7 REACTOR CONTROL ROD SYSTEM TESTS 4.7-1 
4.7.1 Control Rod Trip Insertion Time 4.7-1 
4.7.2 Control Rod Program Verification 4.7-2 
4.8 MAIN STEAM STOP VALVES 4.8-1 

iv Amendment No. 194 (Unit 1) 
Amendment No. 194 (Unit 2) 

Oconee 1, 2, and 3 Amendment No. 191 (Unit 3)

Section Page



Section 

4.9 

4.10 

4.11 

4.12 

4.14 

4.15 

4.16 

4.17 

4.18 

4.19 

4.20 

4.21 

5 

5.1 

5.2 

5.3 

5.4 

6 

6.1 

6.1.1 

6.1.2 

6.1.3 

6.2 

6.3 

6.4

EMERGENCY FEEDWATER PUMP AND VALVE PERIODIC TESTING 

REACTIVITY ANOMALIES 

(NOT USED) 

CONTROL ROOM PRESSURIZATION AND FILTERING SYSTEM 

(INTENTIONALLY BLANK) 

REACTOR BUILDING PURGE FILTERS AND SPENT FUEL POOL 
VENTILATION SYSTEM 

(NOT USED) 

RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS SOURCES 

STEAM GENERATOR TUBING SURVEILLANCE 

SNUBBERS 

(NOT USED) 

DELETED PER AMENDMENTS 109, 109, and 106 

(NOT USED) 

DESIGN FEATURES 

SITE 

CONTAINMENT 

REACTOR 

NEW AND SPENT FUEL STORAGE FACILITIES 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

ORGANIZATION, REVIEW, AND AUDIT 

Organization 

Technical Review and Control 

Nuclear Safety Review Board 

ACTION TO BE TAKEN IN THE EVENT OF A REPORTABLE OCCURREN( 

ACTION TO BE TAKEN IN THE EVENT A SAFETY LIMIT IS EXCEED] 

STATION OPERATING PROCEDURES 
V

Amendment No. 194 
Amendment No. 194 
Amendment No. 191Oconee 1, 2, and 3

PaRe 

4.9-1 

4.10-1 

4.11-1 

4.12-1 

4.13-1 

4.14-1 

4.15-1 

4.16-1 

4.17-1 

4.18-1 

4.21-1 

5.1-1 

5.1-1 

5.2-1 

5.3-1 

5.4-1 

6.1-1 

6.1-1 

6.1-1 

6.1-2 

6. 1-3a 

3E 6.2-1 

ED 6.3-1 

6.4-1

.(Unit 1 ) 
(.Unit 2) 
(Unit 3)



LIST OF TABLES

Reactor Protective System Trip Setting Limits 
Units 1,2 and 3 

Instruments Operating Conditions 

Quadrant Power Tilt Limits 

(NOT USED)

3.5.5-2 (NOT USED)

Accident Monitoring Instrumentation 

Operability Requirements for the Emergency Power 
Switching Logic Circuits 

Instrument Surveillance Requirements 

Minimum Equipment Test Frequency 

Minimum Sampling Frequency and Analysis Program 

(NOT USED) 

List of Penetrations with 10CFR50 Appendix J Test 
Requirements 

(NOT USED) 

(NOT USED) 

(NOT USED) 

Steam Generator Tube Inspection 

Minimum Operating Shift Requirements with Fuel in Three 
Reactor Vessels

vi 
Amendment No.  
Amendment No.  

Oconee 1, 2, and 3 Amendment No.

PageTable No.  

2.3-1 

3.5.1-1 

3.5-1 

3.5.5-1

4.4-6 

4.11-3 

4.11-5 

4.11-8 

4.17-6 

6.1-6

194 
194 

191

2.3-7 

3.5-4 

3.5-14 

3.5-39 

3.5-41 

3.5-45 

3.7-14 

4.1-3 

4.1-9 

4.1-10 

4.1-16

3.5.6-1 

3.7-1 

4.1-1 

4.1-2 

4.1-3 

4.1-4 

4.4-1 

4.11-1 

4.11-2 

4.11-3 

4.17-1 

6.1-1

-4

(Unit 1 ) 
(Unit 2) 
(Unit 3)



Pages 4.19-1 and 4.19-2 
Not Used

4.19-1

Oconee 1, 2, and 3

Amendment No. 194 
Amendment No. 194 
Amendment No. 191

(Unit 1) 
(Unit 2) 
(Unit 3)



Subjects Requiring Review

The following subjects shall be reported to and reviewed by the NSRB: 

a. The safety evaluations for (1) changes to procedures, equipment or 
systems, and (2) tests or experiments completed under the provisions of 
10 CFR 50.59(a)(1) to verify that such actions did not constitute an 
unreviewed safety question.  

b. Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems which involve an 
unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.  

c. Proposed tests or experiements which involve an unreviewed safety 
question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.  

d. Proposed changes in Technical Specifications or the Facility Operating 
Licenses.  

e. Violations of applicable statutes, codes, regulations, orders, Technical 
Specifications, License requirements, or of internal procedures or 
instructions having nuclear safety significance.  

f. Significant operating abnormalities or deviations from normal and 
expected performance of station equipment that affect nuclear safety.  

g. Incidents that are the subject of non-routine reports submitted to the 
Commission.

h. Quality Assurance Department audits relating 
actions taken in response to these audits.  

i. Proposed changes to Fire Protection Program.

6.1-4

Oconee 1, 2, and 3

Amendment No.  
Amendment No 
Amendment No.

to station operations and

I

194 
194 
191

(Unit 1 
(Unit 2 
(Unit ,

6.1.3.3



ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS

1. One licensed operator per unit shall be in the Control Room at all times 
when there is fuel in the reactor vessel.  

2. Two licensed operators shall be in the Control Room during startup and 
scheduled shutdown of a reactor.  

3. At least one licensed operator shall be in the reactor building when fuel 
handling operations in the reactor building are in progress.  

4. An operator holding a Senior Reactor Operator license and assigned no 
other operational duties shall be in direct charge of refueling 
operations.  

5. At least one person per shift shall have sufficient training to perform 
routine health physics requirements.  

6. If the computer for a reactor is inoperable for more than eight hours, an 
operator, in addition to those required above, shall supplement the shift 
crew.  

7. An operator holding a Senior Reactor Operator's license shall be in the 
Control Room from which the unit is operated whenever the unit is above 
cold shutdown.  

8. Temporary deviations from the requirements of Table 6.1-1 may be allowed 
in cases of sudden illness, injury or other similar emergencies provided 
replacement personnel are notified immediately and are on site as soon as 
possible to return shift manning to minimum.,

6. l-6a

Oconee 1, 2, and 3

Amendment No.  
Amendment No.  
Amendment No.

-1

194 
194 
191

(Unit 
(Unit 
(Unit

I



Special Reports

Special reports shall be submitted to the Regional 
within the time period specified for each report.  
submitted covering the activities identified below 
of the applicable reference specification:

Administrator, Reg-ion II, 
These reports shall be 
pursuant to the requirements

a. Auxiliary Electrical Systems, Specification 3.7 

b. (Not Used) 

c. (Not Used) 

d. Reactor Coolant System Surveillance, 
Inservice Inspection, Specification 4.2.1 
Reactor Vessel Specimen, Specification 4.2.4 

e. Reactor Building Surveillance, 
Containment Leakage Tests, Specification 4.4.1 

f. Structural Integrity Surveillance, 

Tendon Surveillance, Specification 4.4.2.2 

g. (Not Used) 

h. (Not Used)

Oconee 1, 2, 3 6.6-5

Amendment No. 194 
Amendment No. 194 
Amendment No. 191

--1

(Unit 1) 
(Unit 2) 
(Unit 3)

6.6.3 I

I

I
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properly raised at the Federal Power Commission concerning such 
commitments, including allocation of costs or the rates to-be 
charged. Applicant will negotiate (including the execution of 
a contingent statement of intent) with respect to the foregoing 
commitments with any neighboring entity including distribution 
systems where applicable engaging in or proposing to engage in 
bulk power supply transactions, but applicant shall not be required 
to enter into any final arrangement prior to resolution of any 
substantial questions as to the lawful authority of an entity 
to engage in the transactions. In addition, applicant shall.  
not be obligated to enter into a given bulk power supply transaction 
if: (1) to do so would violate, or incapacite it from performing 
any existing-lawful contract it has with a third party; (2) there 
is contemporaneously available to it, a competing or alternative 
arrangement which affords it greater benefits which would be 
mutually exclusive of such arrangement; (3) to do so would 
adversely affect its system operations or the reliability of 
power supply to its customers, or (4) if to do so would 
jeopardize applicant's ability to finance or construct on 
reasonable terms facilities needed to meet its own anticipated 
system requirements.  

3.E. Fire Protection 

Duke Power Company shall implement and maintain in effect all 
provisions of the approved fire protection program as described 
in the Final Safety Analysis Report for the facility and as 
approved in the SERs dated August 11, 1978, and April 28, 1983; 
October 5, 1978 and June 9, 1981 Supplements to the SER dated 
August 11, 1978; and Exemptions dated February 2, 1982; August 31, 
1983; December 27, 1984; December 5, 1988; and August 21, 1989 
subject to the following provision: 

The licensee may make changes to the approved fire 
protection program without prior approval of the .  

Commission only if those changes would not adversely 
affect the ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown 
in the event of a fire.  

REVISED BY NRC LETTER 
DATED May 7, 1992



0 ,UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION' 

SWASHINGTON, D.C. 20655 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 194T0 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE DPR-38 

AMENDMENT NO.1 9 4 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE DPR-47 

AMENDMENT NO. 191T0 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE DPR-55 

DUKE POWER COMPANY 

OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, UNITS 1, 2 AND 3 

DOCKET NOS. 50-269. 50-270 AND 50-287

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

By letter dated January 16, 1991, as supplemented December 9, 1991, and March 26, 
1992, the Duke Power Company (the licensee) submitted a request for changes to 
the Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and 3, Technical Specifications (TSs).  
The requested changes would replace the existing license conditions on fire 
protection with the standard conditions noted in Generic Letter (GL) 86-10, 
"Implementation of Fire Protection Requirements." The proposed amendments 
would remove TS requirements for fire detection systems, fire suppression 
systems, fire barriers, fire brigade staffing, and special reporting and add 
administrative controls based on guidance identified in NRC GL 88-12, "Removal 
of Fire Protection Requirements from the Technical Specifications." The 
December 9, 1991, and March 26, 1992, letters provided clarifying information 
that did not change the initial proposed no significant hazards consideration 
determination.  

Specifically, the requested changes would replace license conditions related 
to fire protection (Paragraph 3E) of Facility Operating Licenses DPR-38, 
DPR-47, and DPR-55 with a standard condition that states: 

Duke Power Company shall implement and maintain in effect all provisions 
of the approved fire protection programs as described in the Final Safety 
Analysis Report for the facility and as approved in the SER dated 
August 11, 1978, and April 28, 1983; October 5, 1978 and June 9, 1981 
Supplements to the SER dated August 11, 1978; and Exemptions dated 
February 2, 1982; August 31, 1983; December 27, 1984; December 5, 1988; 
and August 21, 1989 subject to the following provision: 

The licensee may make changes to the approved fire protection program 
without prior approval of the Commission only if those changes would 
not adversely affect the ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown 
in the event of a fire.  

The proposed amendments would relocate the following to Chapter 16 of the Final 

Safety Analysis Report (FSAR): TS 3.17, Fire Protection and Detection Systems, 

associated Table 3.17.1, and related bases; TS 4.19, Fire Protection and 

Detection Systems; Fire Protection reporting requirements; and requirement 7 on 

page 6.1-6a addressing fire brigade staffing. In addition, the proposed change 

would delete TS 6.6.3.d on special reporting, add new TS 6.1.3.3.1 to require
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a review of proposed changes to the Fire Protection Program by the Nuclear 
Safety Review Board, and relabel requirements in TS 6.6.3 and on page 6.1-6a for 
consistency.  

The existing administrative controls related to fire protection audits and any 
other TS related to the capability for shutdown following a fire will remain 
in the TSs. Currently, TS 6.1.2.1.j provides for an independent fire 
protection and loss prevention inspection and audit by qualified off-site 
personnel and by a consultant. Further, proposed TS 6.1.3.3.1 requires that 
any proposed changes be reported and independently evaluated by the Nuclear 
Safety Review Board (NSRB).  

2.0 BACKGROUND 

Following the fire at the Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant on March 22, 1975, 
the Commission undertook a number of actions to ensure that improvements were 
implemented in the Fire Protection Programs for all power reactor facilities.  
Because of the extensive modification of Fire Protection Programs and the 
number of open issues resulting from staff evaluations, a number of revisions 
and alterations occurred in these programs over the years. Consequently, on 
April 24, 1986, licensees were requested by Generic Letter 86-10 to incorporate 
the final NRC-approved Fire Protection Program in their FSARs. In this manner, 
the Fire Protection Program -- including the systems, the administrative and 
technical controls, the organization, and other plant features associated with 
fire protection -- would have a status consistent with that of other plant 
features described in the FSAR. In addition, the Commission concluded that a 
standard license condition, requiring compliance with the provisions of the 
Fire Protection Program as described in the FSAR, should be used to ensure 
uniform enforcement of fire protection requirements. Finally, the Commission 
stated that with the requested actions, licensees may request an amendment to 
delete the fire protection TSs that would now be unnecessary.  

The licensees for the Callaway and Wolf Creek plants submitted lead-plant 
proposals to remove fire protection requirements from their TSs. This action 
was an industry effort to obtain NRC guidance on an acceptable format for 
license amendment requests to remove fire protection requirements from TSs.  

Additionally, in the licensing review of new plants, the NRC staff has approved 

applicant requests to remove fire protection requirements from TSs issued with 
the operating license. Thus, on the basis of the lead-plant proposals and the 
staff's experience with TSs for new licenses, Generic Letter 88-12 was issued 
to provide guidance on removing fire protection requirements from TSs. By letter 

dated January 16, 1991, the licensee responded to Generic Letter 88-12. The 
amendment request is deemed to be in accordance with the generic letter.  
Additionally, revised FSAR pages were included in the January 16, 1991, letter 
to incorporate, by reference, the approved fire protection program as well as 

the operational conditions, remedial actions and test requirements for fire 

protection systems and the fire brigade staffing requirements that had been 

formerly included in the plant TSs.
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3.0 EVALUATION 

Generic Letter U6-10 recommended the removal of fire protection requirements 
from the TSs. Although a comprehensive Fire Protection Program is essential to 
plant safety, the basis for this recommendation is that many details of this 
program that are currently addressed in the TSs can be modified without 
affecting nuclear safety. Such modifications can be made provided that 
there are suitable administrative controls over these changes. These details, 
that are presently included in TSs and which are removed by these amendments, 
do not constitute performance requirements necessary to ensure safe operation 
of the facility and, therefore, do not warrant being included in the TSs. At 
the same time, suitable administrative controls ensure that there will be 
careful review and analysis by competent individuals of any changes in the Fire 
Protection Program, including those technical and administrative requirements 
removed from the TSs to ensure that nuclear safety is not adversely affected.  
These controls include: (1) the TS administrative controls that are applicable 
to the Fire Protection Program; (2) the license condition on implementation of 
and subsequent changes to the Fire Protection Program; and (3) the 10 CFR 50.59 
criteria for evaluating changes to the Fire Protection Program as described in 
the FSAR.  

The specific details relating to fire protection requirements removed from the 
TSs by these amendments include those specifications for fire detection systems, 
fire suppression systems, fire barriers, and fire brigade staffing requirements.  
The administrative control requirements have been modified to include Fire 
Protection Program implementation as an element for which written procedures 
must be established, implemented, and maintained. These TS changes proposed 
by the licensee are in accordance with the guidance provided by Generic Letter 
88-12.  

Generic Letters 86-10 and 88-12 also include administrative control requirements 
to ensure that periodic audits are performed regarding fire protection program
matic controls and program implementation. In this respect, the NRC staff 
notes that existing Oconee TS 6.4.1.1, 6.1.1.6, 6.1.2.1, 6.1.3.4.h, and 6.1.2.1.j 
already contain such provisions and no change is needed by these amendments 
other than the addition of TS 6.1.3.3.1 requiring independent review by NSRB.  

As required by Generic Letter 88-10, the licensee confirmed that the 
NRC-approved Fire Protection Program will be incorporated into Section 9.5.1 
of the FSAR. Also, the licensee has proposed that the existing license 
condition on the Fire Protection Program be replaced with the standard 
condition noted in Generic Letter 86-10.  

The licensee confirmed that the operational conditions, remedial actions, and 
test requirements associated with the removed fire protection TSs have been 
included in the Fire Protection Program which will be incorporated into the 
FSAR. This is in accordance with the guidance of Generic Letter 88-12.
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We find that the incorporation of the Fire Protection Program, and the former 
TS requirements by reference to the procedures implementing these requirements, 
into the FSAR and the use of the standard license condition on fire protection 
establishes the Fire Protection Program, including the systems, the 
administrative and technical controls, the organization, and the other plant 
features associated with fire protection on a consistent status with other 
plant features described in the FSAR. Also, the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59 
apply directly for subsequent changes the licensee desires to make in the Fire 
Protection Program. In this context, the determination of the involvement of 
an unreviewed safety question defined in 10 CFR 50.59(a)(2) will be made based 
on the "accident... previously evaluated" being the postulated fire in the 
fire hazards analysis for the fire area affected by the change. Hence, the 
proposed license condition establishes an adequate basis for defining the 
scope of changes to the Fire Protection Program which can be made without 
prior Commission approval, i.e., without introduction of an unreviewed safety 
question.  

On the basis of its review of the above items, the staff concludes that the 
licensee has met the guidance of Generic Letters 86-10 and 88-12. Accordingly, 
the staff finds the proposed changes have no adverse impact on safety and are, 
therefore, acceptable.  

4.0 STATE CONSULTATION 

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

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

The amendments change requirements 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 amendments also 
relate to changes in recordkeeping, reporting, or administrative procedures or 
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 (56 FR 11779). Accordingly, the amendments 
meet the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 
51.22(c)(9) and 51.22(c)(10). 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.  

6.0 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
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not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such 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 Contributors: Frank Rinaldi, PD 11-3 
Leonard Wiens, PD 11-3 
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