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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

October 6, 1989

LR 2R B

Docket Nos.: 50-269, Fosted

and 50-287 %?ﬂ? 76 o Do~ S7

‘r. H. B. Tucker, Vice President
Nuclear Production Department
Duke Power Company

422 South Church Street
Charlotte, North Carvlina 28242

Dear Mr. Tucker:

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NOS. 176 , 176, AND 173 TO FACILITY OPERATING
LICENSES DPR-38, DPR-47, and DPR-55 - OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION,
UNITS 1, 2, AND 3 (TACS 74888, 74889, 74890)

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos.
176,176, and 173 to Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-38, DPR-47 and DPR-55
for the Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and 3. These amendments consist of
changes to the Technical Specifications in response to your application dated
September 29, 198¢, and two supplements dated September 29, 1989, and a third
supp lement dated October 4, 1989,

The amendments revise TS 4.4.1, Table 4.4-1, to require local leak rate testing
of containment penetrations 39 and 53, and to specify when both integrated and
local leak rate testing for these penetrations are required to be performed.

Your application requested that these amendments be treated as an emergency
because insufficient time exists for the Commission's usual 3C-day notice
without preventing the scheduled startup of Oconee Unit 1 and the shutdown of
Oconee Units 2 and 3. The amendments are necessary to allow use of these
penetrations to maintain required nitrogen pressure on core flood tanks A

and B, A temporary waiver of compliance was issued on September 29, 1989, for
penetration 53 and a second waiver of compliance was issued on October 5, 1989
for penetration 39 to allow use of these penetratiuns while the amendments were
being processed.



Mr. H. B. Tucker -2 - October 6, 1989

A copy of our related Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of issuance
of amendments and final determination of no significant hazards consideration
and opportunity for hearing 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/II
0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulaticr

Enclosures:

1. Amendment No. 176 to DPR-38
2. Amendment No. 176 to DPR-47
3. Amendment No. 173 to DPR-55
4, Safety Evaluation

cc w/enclosures:
See next page
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Mr. H. B. Tucker
Duke Power Company

cc:

Mr. A. V. Carr, Esq.

Duke Power Company

P. 0. Box 33189

422 South Church Street
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242

J. Michael McGarry, III, Esq.
Bishop, Cook, Purcell & Reynolds
1400 L Street, N.W.

washington, D.C. 20005

Mr. Robert B. Borsum
Babcock & Wilcox

Nuclear Power Division
Suite 525

1700 Rockville Pike
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Manager, LIS

NUS Corporation

2536 Countryside Boulevard
Clearwater, Florida 34623-1693

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, N.W., 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

O0ffice of Intergovernmental Relations
116 West Jones Street
Raleigh, North Carolina 27603

County Supervisor of Oconee County
Walhalla, South Carolina 29621

Oconee Nuclear Station
Units Nos. 1, 2 and 3

Mr. Paul Guill

Duke Power Company

Post Office Box 33189

422 South Church Street
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242

Mr. Alan R. Herdt, Chief

Project Branch #3

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

Ms. Karen E. Long

Assistant Attorney General

N. C. Department of Justice
P.0. Box 629

Raleigh, North Carolina 27602



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D, C. 20555

CUKE_POWER COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-268

QOCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 176
License No. DPR-38

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

A. The application for amendment filed by the Duke Power Company (the
licensee) dated September 29, 1989, as supplemented by letters dated
September 29, 1989, and October 4, 1989, 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. MAccordingly, the license is hereby amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment ,
and Paragraph 3.B. of Facility Operating License No. DPR-38 is hereby
amended to read as follows:



Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Apperdices A and B, as
revised through Anmendment No. 176, are hereby incorporated in the
Ticense. The licensee shall uperate the facility in accordance with
the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendient is effective as of its date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATCRY COMMISSION

(R

Cavid B. Matthews, Director

Project Directorate 1I1-3

Division of Reactor Projects - I/11
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Technical Specification
Changes

Date of Issuance: October 6, 1989



UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

DUKE POWER COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-270
OCONEE _NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 176
License No. DPR-47

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

A. The application for amendment filed by the Duke Power Company (the
licensee) dated September 29, 1989, as supplemented by letters dated
September 29, 1982, and October 4, 1989, 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 1I;

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 changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment,
and Paragraph 3.B. of Facility Operating License No. DPR-47 is hereby
amended to read as follows:



Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as
revised through Amendment No. 176, are hereby incorporated in the
Ticense. The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with
the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendmernt is effective as of its date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

L5l

David B. Matthews, Director

Project Directorate 11-3

Division of Reactor Projects - 1/I11
O0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Technical Specification
Changes

Date of Issuance: October 6, 1989



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

CUKE POWER COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-287

OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 3

AMENDMENT 70 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 173
License No. DPR~55

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

A. The application for amendment filed by the Duke Power Company (the
licensee) dated September 29, 1989, as supplemented by letters dated
September 29, 1989, and October 4, 1989, 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 changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment,
and Paragraph 3.B. of Facility Operating License No. DPR-55 is hereby
amended to read as follows:



Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as
revised through Amendment No. 173, are hereby incorporated in the
license. The licensee shall uperate the facility in accordance with
the Technical Specifications.

-~

3. This license amendrent is effective as of its date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

2
4

~N7»

p )/% 1 it
David B. Matthews, Director
Project Directorate 11-3
Division of Reactor Projects - 1/11
O0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Technical Specification
Changes

Date of Issuance: October 6, 1989
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ATTACEMENT TO LICENSE AMEWDMENT NO. 176

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-38

DOCKET NO. 50-269
ARD

T0 LICEKSE AMENDMENT NO. 176

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-47

DOCKET NO. 50-270

AND
TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 173

FACILITY CPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-55
DOCKET NO. 50-287

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

Amended Page
4.4-9
4.4-10
4.4-13
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TABLE 4.4-1

LIST OF PENETRATIONS WITH 10Crrso,

APPENDIX J TEST REQUIREMENTS

filtered water inlet

PENETRATION ‘TYPE A
NUMBER BYSTEM SYSTEM CONDITION LOCAL LEAK TEST REMARKS
36 RB emergency Not Vented None required MNote S
- 37 sump tvecirculation ‘ '
' 1ine
38 Quench tank Note 1 , Type C Note 2, 24, 12
cooler inlet line
39 HP Nitrogen supply. Note 1 Type C ' Note 3 (manual vnlvc-)’13 l
'(um: :. 3 CFT Vent line Note 1 . None required Note 3 (manual valves)
only
40 RB emergency llote 1 None required
sump drain
line
41 Instrusent afr Note 1 None required Note 3 (wanual valves)
. supply & JLRT
verification line
42 RB H, Analyzer Note 1 Typa C Note 7¢
Train B
43 OTSG A Note 1 None required Note 7b
dratn line '
44 Component cooling Note 1 Type C Note 3, M
to control rod
drive inlet line
45 ILRT instrument Not Vented Type C Note 3, 7a
1ine
46 Reactor head-wash Note 1 Type C Note 3, 6 (manual valves)
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: TABLE 4.4-)
LIST OF PENETRATIONS WITHN 1GCFRSO,
APPENDIX J TEST REQUIREHENTS

PENETRATION TYPE A TEST
NUMBER SYSTEM SYSTEM CONDITION LOCAL LEAK TEST . REMARKS
47 (Unit 1 Demineralized water Note 1 Type C Note 3, 7d
only) supply to RC pump
seal vents
48 Breathing air Note 1 None required Note 3 (manual valves)
inlet
49 (Unit 1 LP Nitrogen supply Note 1 None required Note 3 (manual valves)
only)
50 OTSG A Emergency Not Vented None required Note 5
FDW line
51 JLRT Pressurization Note 1 None required Note 6a, 7a
line
52 HP Injection to Not Vented None required Note 5
'B' loop
53 (All) HP Nitrogen supply Note ) Type C Note 3 (manual valves), 13
to 'A' core flood
tank
(Unit 2, 3) LP Nitrogen supply Note 2 _ None required Note 3 (manual valves)
54 Component Note 1 Type C Note 3, 7b, 9(8)
cooling outlet
line
55 Demineralized Note 1} Type C Note 3, (manual valves), 12
water supply ' (Unit 2,3) Note 3, 9 (manual valves)
56 ' Spent fuel canal Note 1| None required Note 3 (manual valve)

fill and drain

57 (Umit 1 DHR veturn Not Vented None required

anly) Fine

Note 4
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TABLE 4.4-~1
NOTES (continued)

c. Isolation valves are required to operate intermittently under post accideant conditions.
d. Check valves used for contaimnent isolation.

NOTE 8 DELETED

NOTE 9 Reverse dirvection test of inside containment isolation valve authorized. Leakage results are
conservalive,

NOTE 10 System is submerged during post-accident conditions and performance of Type A test. Syslem will
be drained Lo the extent possible.

NOTE 11 Type B test performed on the blind flanges inside the Reactor Building. The tube drain valves
and valves outsidce the containment are not tested.

NOTE 12 A one-time extension from the local leak test and corresponding exemption from Sections IIT.D.2
and I1I.D.) of Appendix J to 10 CFR Part 50 is granted such that it be performed during the 1983
Unit 1 refueling outage, provided that such outage begins no later than July 16, 1983.

NOTE 13 The requirements to perform a Type A test in accordance with Notes 1 and 3 of
Table 4.4-1, will commence during the end of cycle 12 refueling outage on Unit
1, and during the end of cycle 11 refueling outages on Units 2 and 3. For the
Type C test, the initial test will be performed on Unit 1 during the end of
cycle 12 refueling outage, on Unit 2 no later than January 15, 1990, and during
the end of cycle 11 refueling outage on Unit 3. On Units 2 and 3, until Type C
testing is performed, these penetrations may be utilized provided that
compensatory measures described in W. H. Owen's September 29, 1989 letter and
H. B. Tucker's October 4, 1989 letter are implemented.




UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 176 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE DPR-38

AMENDMENT NO. 17670 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE DPR-47

AMENDMENT NO.173 TO 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 three letters dated September 29, 1989, and a letter dated October 4, 1989,
Duke Power Company (the licensee) requested emergency Technical Specification
(TS) amendments and temporary waivers of compliance to permit startup of Oconee
Unit 1 and continued operation of Oconee Units 2 and 3. The proposals were
necessitated by a failure to conduct required 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix J,
testing of the containment isolation valves in penetrations 39 and 53. The
proposed TS change would add the requirement to perform Appendix J Type C local
leak rate testing of the containment isolation valves in penetrations 39 and

53. Details of the background for the failure to perform the required tests,
containment penetrations 39 and 53 configurations, and the proposed TS amendments
agd temporary waivers of compliance are provided in the licensee's letters cited
above.

2.0 EVALUATION
2.1 Unit 1

For Unit 1, the licensee has already modified the system piping configuration
to allow all of the penetration 53 containment isolation valves to be Appendix J
Type C tested, and they have now been successfully Type C tested. The NRC
staff considers Type C testing of containment isolation valves to be a more
accurate and more sensitive test than the test required by the existing plant
TS which is to vent the system to the containment atmosphere during each Type A
test and measure the valve leakages as part of the overall integrated leakage
rate. Therefore, for this case, the staff considers the Type C tests, which
have been conducted, to be an acceptable substitute for the test required by
the 7S. The valves which had nut been tested in penetration 39, IN-131 and
ICA-29, were capable of being Type C tested because of their location outside
containment and because the unit was shutdown. They have now been tested
successfully. This satisfies the TS requirement for post-maintenance leakage
rate testing, and these valves are considered operable. Further, the proposed
amendments will continue to require the Type A testing currently required and



will add a requirement for periodic Type C testing. This change provides an
increase in the neasures for ensuring containment integrity and is in compliance
with the requirements of Appendix J. The proposed footrote 13 to the TS will
allow these tests to comnerce at the next refueling outage, which is the norual
schedule for such tests.

The NRC staff finds that the Type C testing, which has been performed for

Unit 1, has, by its successful completion, demonstrated the operability of the
containment isolation valves associated with penetrations 39 and 53. Therefore,
it is accepteble for Unit 1 to startup and operate and for Type A and Type C
testing tc be conducted on normal schedules, with the next set of such tests to
be conducted at the next refueling outage.

2.2 Units 2 and 3

These units are similar to Unit 1, except that Type C tests cannot presently

be conducted on these operating units. Therefore, the leak-tight integrity of
the untested containment <isolation valves is uncertain. As a compensatory
measure, the licensee will close an additional manual valve in each of the four
branch lines outside containment connected to penetration 53. For Unit 2,
penctration 39, only the containment isolation valve inside containment (2CF-44)
has not received the required leak testing. The penetration has therefore been
isolated by closing containment isolation valves outside containment, except in
the nitrogen charging branch line. Its containment isolation valve is & check
valve (N-131) which by its nature cannot be positively closed, so a2 manual
valve, N-130, isclates the line. For Unit 3, penetration 39, the only untested
valve is N-131. Again, N-130 isolates the nitrogen charging branch and the
other branches are isolated by their clcsed containment isolation valves, the
same as for Unit 2. The licensee intends to keep these valves normally closed;
however, the valves may occasionally be opened for short periods to allow the
lines to be used, primarily to charge additional nitrogen into the "A" and "B"
core flood tanks, as needed. While any one of these valves is open as described,
2 dedicated, qualified operator in constant communication with the control room
will renain stationed near the vaive so that it may be promptly closed if
containment isolation is required.

The NRC staff finds the above compensatory measures to be adequate to assure
containment integrity for the interim until proper Type C tests are conducted.
The interim periods as described in the proposed TS amendments are until
Januaryv 15, 1990, for Unit 2, and urntil the end of the next refueling outage
(scheduled to begin November 8, 1983) for Unit 3. Appendix J, Type A testing
will be conducted during the next refueling outages for both Units 2 and 3.
The staff, therefore, finds that operation ¢f Units 2 and 3 may continue under
the conditions of the proposed TS amendments and the compensatory measures
described above.



3.0 EMERCENCY CIRCUMSTANCES

The licensee's application for the TS change has been timely. On September 22,
1989, while reviewing the procedure for containment integrated leak rate
testing (CILRT) on Oconee Unit 3, the licensee discovered a procedural errcr
which would result in containment penetration 53 being improperly tested.

This same procedural error existed during all CILRTs on Oconee Units 1, 2 anc 3
concucted after 1982. Prior to 1982, the system was configured differently

and the proper system lineup for CILRT was established. Because compliance
with the TS had not been demonstrated, penetration 53 was required to be
declared inoperable. 1In order to continue operating with an inoperable containment
penetration, the licensee shut a manual valve in the line to this penetration,
in accordance with TS 3.6.3.c.3, establishing isolation for this penetration.
However, the licensee is required to use this penetratior intermittently to
maintain @ nitrogen charge on the A core flood tark. The licensee promptly
contacted the NRC to request enforcement discretion, allowing them to unisolate
and use penetration 53 when required to charge the A core fluod tank. After
discussions with the NRC, however, it was determined that & TS change would be
appropriate fcr this situation. The licensee imediately requested the TS
change by telephone and confirmed the call by letter the following day. Basec
on compensatory actions taken by the licensee, the NRC was assured that containment
isolation would be available if required and granted a temporary waiver of
compliance while the TS change was being processed.

As part of the corrective action for the failure to perform the proper testing
of penetration 53, the licensee reviewed the status of all other penetrations
similar in design to penetraticr 53. On Octcber 2, 1989, it was discovered

that certain boundary valves for penetration 39 had been modified or replaced in
Oconee Units 1, 2 and 3, and had not been leak rate tested as required after
completion of the maintenance. The licensee promptly informed the NRC and
implemented the same compensatory actions s for penetration 53. The licensee
requested that penetration 33 be included in the pruposed TS amendments by
letter date October 4, 1989. Because the licensee had committed to compensatory
actions for the inoperability of penetration 39 which assured that containment
isolation would be available when recuired, the NRC granted a second temporery
waiver of compliance to allow the use of penetration 39 while the TS change was
being processed.

The NRC staff finds that failure to grant the proposed changes in a timely
manner would prevent startup of Oconee Unit 1 and result in shutdown of Oconee
Units 2 and 3. Ke also find that the licensee could not reasonably have

avoided this situation, thet the licensee has responded in a timely manner, and
has not delayed its application to take advantage of the Emergency License
Amendment provisions of 10 CFR 50.91. Accordingly, the staff corcludes that the
licensee has satisfied the requirements of 10 CFR 50.91(a)(5), and that a valid
emergency exists.



4.0 FINAL NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CCKSIDERATIOK BETERMINATION

The amendments would modify on an emergency basis the existing Oconee TS to
specify when integrated leak rate testing (Type A) and local leak rate testing
(Type C) of containment penetrations 39 and 53 is required. The current TS, in
Table 4.4-1, only requires Type A testing for these penetrations. However, due
to improper system alignment and failure to perform post-modification testing,
penetrations 39 and 53 have not been tested as required. As a result, @
literal reading of TS 3.6.2 required the licensee to declare these penetrations
inoperable. In order to continue operating, the licensee isolated these

peretratiors by shutting manual valves in the lines leading to these penetrations.

However, during plant operations, these penetrations must be utilized to charge
the A and B core flood tanks. The proposed change would require additional
testing of these penetrations to provide assurance that containment integrity
was adequately maintained.

The Commission's regulations in 10CFR 50.92 state that the Commission may make
a final determination that a license amendment involves no significant hazards
consideration, if operation of the facility, in accordance with the amendment
vwould not:

(1) Invclve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
any accident previously evaluated; or

(2) Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or

(3) Involve a significant reduction in a margin or safety.

These amendments have been evaluated against the standards in 10CFR 50.92.

Each accident analysis addressed within the Oconee Nuclear Station Final Safety
Analysis Report has been examined by the licensee with respect to changes
proposed within this amendment request. The basis for testing penetrations 39
and 53 is to assure that containment integrity is available when required. The
probability of any Design Basis Accident (DBA) is not affected by the proposed
amendmerits since these penetrations are not considered to be an initiator for
any DBA.

The proposed amendments constitute a more stringent testing requirement for
penetrations 39 and 53 by specifying a Type C leak rate test, when such testing
was not previously required. The operational use and design of the system is
rot changed by the amendments. Therefore, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.



The propused amendments constitute more stringent testing requirements by
specifying Type C local leak rate testing for penetrations 39 and 53. This
testing will provide increased assurance that these penetrations will meet the
required leak rate criteria during any accident requiring containment isolation.
ASfSuCh, the change does not involve & significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

Or this basis, the Commission has determined that the amendments involve no
sicrnificant hazards consideration.

5.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the State of South Carolina
was contacted on October 2, 1983. The state representative had no comments.

6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

These amendments involve changes to the installation or use of facility components
located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20 and changes in
surveillance requirements. The 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 exposure. The
MRC staff has made a fina) determination that the amendments involve no
sigrificant hazards consideration. 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 these amendments.

7.0 CONCLUSION

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that there is

- reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be

endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations, and the issuance of
these amendments will not be inimical to the common defense and security or to
the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributors: J. Pulsipher
L. Wiens

Dated: October 6, 1989



