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Docket No. 50-395

Mr. 0. W. Dixon, dJdr.

_ Vice President Nuclear Operations
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company
P.0. Box 764
Columbia, South Carolina 29218

Dear Mr. Dixon:

Subject: Issuance of Amendment No. 24 to Facility Operating
License NPF-12 Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station,
Unit No. 1

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued Amendment No. 24 to Facility
Operating License NPF-12 for the Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1
located in Fairfield County, South Carolina. This amendment is in response to
your letter dated August 26, 1983.

The amendment modifies the Technical Specifications to change the controil room
ventilation system air flow from 20,000 CFM + 10% to 21,270 CFM + 10%. The
amendment is effective as of its date of issuance.

A copy of the related safety evaluation supporting Amendment No. 24 to Facility
Operating License NPF-12 is enclosed.

Sincerely,

QR

Elinor G. Adensam, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 4
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. Amendment No. 24
2. Safety Evaluation

cc w/enclosure:
See next page
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY

SOUTH CAROLINA PUBLIC SERVICE AUTHORITY

DOCKET NO. 50-395

VIRGIL C. SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT NO. 1

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 24
License No. NPF-12

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

A. The application for amendment to the Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station,
Unit No. 1 (the facility) Facility Operating License No. NPF-12 filed
by the South Carolina Electric & Gas Company acting for itself and
South Carolina Public Service Authority (the licensees), dated
August 26, 1983, complies with the standards and requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act) and the Commission's
reqgulations as set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I;

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, as amended,
the provisions of the Act, and the 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 publics

E. The jssuance of this license amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have
been satisfied.

Accordingly, the license is herehv amended by page changes to the Technical

Specifications as indicated in the attachments to this license amendment and
paragraph 2.C(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-12 is hereby amended

to read as follows:

™~y
.

(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised
through Amendment No. 24 , are hereby incorporated into this license.
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company shall operate the facility in
accordance with the Technical Specifications and the Environmental
Protection Plan,

T BAD5150444 BAQADS
gggsi38CK 05000333

P



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

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIGN

Gl

Elinor G. Adensam, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 4
Division of Licensing

Enclosure:
Technical Specification Changes

Date of Issuance: April 25, 1984



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO, 24

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-12

DOCKET NO. 50-395

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications with
the enclosed pages. The revised page is identified by Amendment number and
contains vertical lines indicating the area of change. The corresponding over-
leaf page is also provided to maintain document completeness.

Amended Overleaf
Page page

3/4 7-15 3/4 7-16



PLANT SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

1. Verifying that the cleanup system satisfies the in-place testing
acceptance criteria and uses the test procedures of Regulatory
Positions C.5.a, C.5.c and C.5.d of Regulatory Guide 1.52,

Revision 2, March 1978, and the system flow rate is 21,270 cfm + 10%.’]

2. Verifying, within 31 days after removal, that a laboratory
analysis of a representative carbon sample obtained in accord-
ance with Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatory Guide 1.52,
Revision 2, March 1978, meets the laboratory testing criteria
of Regulatory Position C.6.a of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2,
March 1978.

3. Verifying a system flow rate of 21,270 cfm + 10%¥ during system
operation when tested in accordance with ANSI N510-1975.

d. After every 720 hours of charcoal adsorber operation by verifying
within 31 days after removal, that a laboratory analysis of a
representative carbon sample obtained in accordance with Regulatory
Position C.6.b of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978,
meets the laboratory testing criteria of Regulatory Position C.6.a
of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978.

e. At least once per 18 months by:

1. Verifying that the pressure drop across the combined HEPA and
roughing filters and charcoal adsorber banks is less than
6 inches Water Gauge while operating the system at a flow rate
of 21,270 cfm + 10%.

2. Verifying that on a simulated SI or high radiation test signal,
the system automatically switches into a recirculation mode of
operation with flow through the HEPA filters and charcoal
adsorber banks.

3. Verifying that on a simulated SI or high radiation test signal
the system starts the normal and emergency air handling systems
which pressurize the control room to a positive pressure of
greater than or equal to 1/8 inch W.G. relative to the outside
atmosphere and maintains the 1/8 inch W.G. positive pressure
with a maximum of 1000 cfm of outside air during system
operation.

f. After each complete or partial replacement of a HEPA filter bank by
verifying that the HEPA filter banks remove greater than or equal to
99.95% of the DOP when they are tested in-place in accordance
with ANSI N510-1975 while operating the system at a flow rate of
21,270 cfm + 10%. i

g.- After each complete or partial replacement of a charcoal adsorber
bank by verifying that the charcoal adsorbers remove greater than or
equal to 99.95% of a halogenated hydrocarbon refrigerant test gas
when they are tested in-place in accordance with ANSI N510-1975
while operating the system at a flow rate of 21,270 cfm + 10%. I
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PLANT SYSTEMS

3/4.7.7 SNUBBERS

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.7.7 A1l snubbers listed in Tables 3.7-4a and 3.7-4b shall be OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, 3 and 4. MODES S and 6 for snubbers located on
systems required OPERABLE in those MODES.

ACTION:

With one or more snubbers inoperable, within 72 hours replace or restore the
inoperable snubber(s) to OPERABLE status and perform an engineering evaluation
per Specification 4.7.7.g on the attached component or declare the attached
system inoperable and follow the appropriate ACTION statement for that system.

SURVETLLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.7.7 Each snubber shall be demonstrated OPERABLE by performance of the
following augmented inservice inspection program and the requirements of
Specification 4.0.5.

a. Inspection Types

As used in this specification, type of snubber shall mean snubbers
of the same design and manufacturer, irrespective of capacity.

b. Visual Inspections

The first inservice visual inspection of each type of snubber shall
be performed after 4 months but within 10 months of commencing POWER
OPERATION and shall include all snubbers listed in Tables 3.7-4a

and 3.7-4b. If less than two snubbers of each type are found
inoperable during the first inservice visual inspection, the second
inservice visual inspection shall be performed 12 months t 25% from
the date of the first inspection. Otherwise, subsequent visual
inspections shall be performed in accordance with the following

schedule:

No. Inoperable Snubbers of each Subsequent Visual

type per Inspection Period Inspection Period*
0 18 months + 25%
1 12 months + 25%
2 6 months + 25%
3,4 124 days t 25%
5,6,7 62 days t 25%
8 or more 31 days * 25%

The inspection interval for each type of snubber shall not be lengthened
more than one step at a time unless a generic problem has been identified
and corrected; in that event the inspection interval may be lengthened one
step the first time and two steps thereafter if no inoperable snubbers of
that type are found.

#The provisions of Specification 4.0.2 are not applicable.
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 24 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NPF-12

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY

SOUTH CAROLINA PUBLIC SERVICE AUTHORITY

I. INTRODUCTION

By letter dated August 26, 1983, South Carolina Electric and Gas Company
(SCE&G) requested a change to the Technical Specifications pertaining to
the control room ventilation system air flow. The requested amendment
would change the control room ventilation system air flow from 20,000
CFM + 10% to 21,270 CFM + 10% in accordance with the Final Safety
Analysis Report (FSAR).

IT.  EVALUATION

The flow of 21,270 CFM was proposed by SCE&G in FSAR Amendment 32, June
1982. This proposal was evaluated by the staff before license issuance
and found acceptable in Safety Evaluation Report Supplement No. 4 for the
Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station. The Technical Specifications issued
should have reflected, but through inadvertence did not, the correct,
properly approved control room ventilation system air flow of 21,270

CFM + 10%. Therefore, the staff concludes that the requested amendment
is acceptable.

ITI. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

We have determined that the amendment does not authorize a change in
effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and will
not result in any significant environmental impact. Having made this
determination, we have further concluded that the amendment involves an
action which is insignificant from the standpoint of environmental impact
and, pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4), that an environmental impact state-
ment or negative declaration and environmental impact appraisal need not
be prepared in connection with the issuance of this amendment.

IV.  CONCLUSION

The Commission made a proposed determination that the amendment involves
no significant hazards consideration which was published in the Federal
Register (49 FR 7041) on February 24, 1984, and consulted with the state
of South Carolina. No public comments were received, and the state of
South Carolina did not have any comments.
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We have 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, and

(2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's
regulations and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to
the common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributor: Jon B. Hopkins, Licensing Branch No. 4, DL

Dated: April 25, 1984



