
February 10, 1996

Mr. Gary J. Taylor 
Vice President, Nuclear Operations 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 
Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station 
Post Office Box 88 
Jenkinsvilie, South Carolina 29065 

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF EMERGENCY AMENDMENT FOR VIRGIL C. SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION 

Dear Mr. Taylor: 

The Commission has issued the enclosed emergency Amendment No. 131 to Facility 
Operating License No. NPF-12 for the Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station. The 
amendment consists of changes to the Technical Specifications (TSs) in 
response to your application transmitted by letter dated February 10, 1996.  

The amendment revises TS pages 3/4 7-15 and 3/4 9-13 relating to Surveillance 
Requirements for charcoal filter laboratory testing to revise the testing 
methodology used to determine operability of the charcoal filters in the 
engineering safeguards features (ESF) air handling units.  

Currently the licensee tests charcoal in the ESF air handling units per ANSI 
Standard N509-1980. Although this method of testing provides more accurate 
assurance that these air handling units will perform their design function, it 
does not meet the requirements of the TS. Therefore, the emergency TS 
amendment recognizes the current testing methodology. Absent relief from the 
NRC, a plant shutdown may be required due to the licensees inability to 
conduct the test required by the TS in the time available.  

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed. Notice of issuance of 
Amendment to Facility Operating License and Final Determination of No 
Significant Hazards Consideration and Opportunity for Hearing will be included 
in the Commission's Biweekly Federal Register Notice.  

Sincerely, 
rriiinal signed by 

ickSJ. Hebdon, Director 
Project Directorate 11-3 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/II 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket No. 50-395

Enclosure: 1. Amendment No. 131 to NPF-12 
2. Safety Evaluation Report

cc w/enclosure: See next page 
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UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-395 

VIRGIL C. SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 131 
License No. NPF-12 

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

A. The application for amendment by South Carolina Electric & Gas 
Company (the licensee) dated February 10, 1996, 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; 

D. 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 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, 
and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-12 is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 
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(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as 
revised through Amendment 131, are hereby incorporated in the 
license. The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with 
the Technical Specifications.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance to be 
implemented immediately.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Frederick J. Hebd Director 
Project Directorate 11-3 
Division of Reactor Projects - I/II 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical Specifications

Date of Issuance: February 10, 1996
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ATTACHMENT TO AMENDMENT 131 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-12 

DOCKET NO. 50-395

Revise Appendix A as follows: 

Remove Pages 
3/4 7-15 
3/4 9-13

Insert Pages 
3/4 7-15 
3/4 9-13
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REFUELING OPERATIONS 

SURVEILLA-CE REQUIEMENTS (Continued)

2. Verify='g within 31 days after removal that a laboratory 
analyss bf a representative carbon Mal"pIe obtained in accrac with..Reguitory Position ,C.6.b of Regulatory 
Guide 1.52, Revision 2 March 1978, meets the liboray 
testing criteria of AWEI N509-1980, at a test media I 

temprature o•03C.0 

3. Verifiga system flow rate of30,000 cfln ± 10 durinsystem 
operation when tested i accordaneo with ANSI N510-1975.  

C. Prior to the movement of fuel or crane operation with loads over the 
pool by verifying that a laboratory analysis era reprsentative 
carbon sample obtained in accordAnce with Regulatory Position C.6.b 
ofRegulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, meets the labora.  
tory testingcriteria of ANSI N509-1980, at a ta media temperature 

.C. oqut to eachinitial analysis (which mut be completed I 
pror to ftel movement or crane operation with loads over the POOP), 
durng the perlod oftime in which there is to be fuel or crane 
movement with loads over the pool, verify d .ral adsorber 
operation every 720 hours by obtaining and analyzing a sample as 
described above. These subsequent analyses are tobe ompletd 
within thirty-one (81) days ofsample removal 

d. At least once per I8 months by: 

1. Ver g that the p.essure dr•o across the •obined HEPA and 
roughing- filters and charcoal er banks is em than 
6 i"iheWater Gauge while operating the system at a flow rate of 30,000 c~n ± 10%.  

2. Verifying that on a los of offaite power test signal, the 
system automatically starts.  

3. Verifying that the system maintains the spent fuel Pool area at 
a negative pressure preater than or equal to 1/8 inches Water 
Gaugerelative to the outside atmosphere during system 

e. After each complete or partial replacement ata HEPA filter bank by 
veribing that the HEPA filter banks remove greater than or equal to 
99.96% &the DOP when y are in-plice in accordince with 
ANSI N510-1975 while operating the system at a flow rateat 
30,000 dn ± 10%.  

L After each complete or partial replacement ofa charcoal adsorber 
bank by verfyifn that the charcoal adsorbers remove greater thoa or 
equal to 99.95% ita haloena.ted hydrocarb.n reftimeatt test gas whon they are tetd in-lace in acicorane with ANSI N510-1975 
while operating the syst"m at a flow rate of30,000 cn ± 10%.

S1Amendment No. 42, 1 "SUMMER - UNff I 3/4 9-13



SUtjVM.LLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued) 

1. Verifying that the cleanup system satisfies the in-nlacetesting 
acc4eptnc criteria and uses the test procedures of~ ieatory 
Positions C.S.a, C.5.c and C.5.d of Rutory GuiRde1.52, 
Revision 2, March 1978, and the system flow rate is 21,270 fin ± 10%.  

2. Verifying, within 31 days after removal, that a laboatory 
analysis f a representative charcoal sample obtained in accord.  
ance with Regulator Position C.6.b ofR rRulatoy Guide 1.52, 
R son 2, March 1978, meets the laborawt Atsoung criteria 
of ANSI N6091980, at a relative humidity of70% anid 259C 
with a methyl iodide penetration of < 1%.  

3. Vriying a system flow rate of21,270 • ± 10%d systm 
operation when tested in accordance with ANSI N51061975.  

d. After every 720 hours ofcharcoal adorber operation by ve ifn 
within 31 day. after removal, that a laboratory analysis Wa 
representative carbon sample obtained in aecdanc with Reslatory 
Position C.6.b of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, M 1978, 
meei t the laboratory testing criteria of ANSI N509-i980, at a relative 
humidity of70% and 25PC with a methyl iodide penetration of < 1%.  

e. At least once per 18 months by: 

1. Verifying that the presure drop across the combined HEPA and 
roughinfilters and charcoal ad=orber banks is Im than 
6 inhes Water Gau while operating the system at a flow rate 
o•21,270cfmn 10%.  

2. Verifying that on a simulated SI or high radiation teat signal, 
the system automiatically switches into a recirculation mode of 

tio th flow through the HEPA filters and charcoal 

3. Verifying that on a asnulated SI or high radiation te• signal 
thoesystem starjtthe normal and ergnyasir handling sstem 

whih resurzethe control romto a poitve pressure df 
peater than or equal to.1/S ic W.G. rative to the outside 
tm pere awn mainta*n tho 1/8 inch W. 0. positive pressure 

with a m aimum of 1000 din of outside air durig systmn 

f. Aftge ach •omplete or partial replacement of a HEPA filte bank by 
ver that the HEPA filter banks remove greater than or equal to 
99.9 %&the DOP when they are tested in-place in accordance 
with ANSI N510-1975 while operating the systea at a flow raMte of 
21,270 cun t 10%.  

g. After each complete or partial eplacement of a charcoal advorber 
bank by veruibying that the c o adsorbers reoNve ore Oat than or 
eu to 99.96S• a halogeated hydrocarbon re.oient test gas 
wT:!ethey arn tested in as aowrdancewith ANSI N61O-197.  
while operating the system at a flow rate od21,270 chn * 10%.

AmnmnNo 0. ",, 11 1iSUMMER -UNIT 1 314 7-16



o UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 131 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-12 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 

VIRGIL C. SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION 

DOCKET NO. 50-395 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

By letter dated February 10, 1996, South Carolina Electric & Gas Company (the 
licensee) submitted an emergency request for changes to the Virgil C. Summer 
Nuclear Station Technical Specifications (TSs). The requested changes would 
revises TS pages 3/4 7-15 and 3/4 9-13 relating to Surveillance Requirements 
for charcoal filter laboratory testing to revise the testing methodology used 
to determine operability of the charcoal filters in the engineering safeguards 
features (ESF) air handling units.  

Currently the licensee tests charcoal in the ESF air handling units per ANSI 
Standard N509-1980. Although this method of testing provides more accurate 
assurance that these air handling units will perform their design function, it 
does not meet the requirements of the TS. Therefore, the emergency TS 
amendment recognizes the current testing methodology. Absent relief from the 
NRC, a plant shutdown would be required due to the licensees inability to 
conduct the test required by the TS in the time available.  

2.0 EVALUATION 

The proposed amendment changes the testing requirements in the TS used to 
determine the operability of the charcoal in the ESF air handling units. The 
charcoal is provided to remove iodine from the air as it passes through the 
air handling units. There are no changes to the physical design or operation 
of the facility. TS Bases, Updated Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) design 
basis are not affected.  

The requirements of Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.52, "Design, Testing, and 
Maintenance Criteria for Post Accident Engineered-Safety-Feature Atmosphere 
Cleanup System Air Filtration and Adsorption Units of Light-Water-Cooled 
Nuclear Power Plants," and American National Standards Institute (ANSI) N509
1976, "Nuclear Power Plant Air Cleaning Units and Components," presently form 
the licensing basis test requirements. The essential elements of this test 
are: 

* 70% Relative Humidity (RH) 
* A pre-test carbon sample equilibration for temperature and humidity 

at 25 degrees Celsius 
A test medium temperature of 80 degrees Celsius 

9602210381 960210 
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• A post-test sweep for two hours at 25 degrees Celsius 
• Methyliodide penetration of less than 1 percent 

The essential elements of the proposed TS change are those required by RG 1.52 
and ANSI N509-1980 which refers to ASTM D 3803-1979, "Standard Test Methods 
for Radiation Testing of Nuclear-Grade Gas-Phase Adsorbents." ASTM D 3803
1979 is updated guidance based on RDT M16-1T, "Gas Phase Adsorbents for 
Trapping Radioactive Iodine and Iodine Components." 

The essential elements of the proposed TS change for testing per ASTM D 3803
1979 (Method A for used carbon) and from Regulatory Guide 1.52 are: 

* 95% relative humidity (RH) for the Fuel Handling Building carbon 
* 70% RH for the Control Room carbon 
• No pre-test carbon sample equilibration for humidity 
* Equilibration of the sample to test temperature 
* A test medium temperature of 25°C for control room emergency ventilation 

carbon. A test medium temperature of 300C for the Fuel Handling Building 
Exhaust System carbon. ASTM D 3803-1979 specifies 30°C 

0 A post-test sweep for four hours at test temperature (25°C for the 
Control Room and 30 0C for the fuel handling building) and humidity per 
N509-1980 

* Methyliodide penetration less than 1% 

The differences between the current TS and the proposed TS change requirements 
for carbon testing are: 

"• A test temperature of 250C (Control Room) and 30°C (fuel handling 
building) versus 800C 

"* No pre-test humidity equilibration versus a pre-test humidity 
equilibration 

"* Temperature equilibration of the test carbon to the test air temperature 
"* A four hour post-test sweep versus a two hour post-test sweep 
"* For the fuel handling building, the test medium will be at 95% relative 

humidity versus 70% 

These differences will be addressed individually and will be shown to be more 
conservative than the present TS requirement.  

The quantity of water retained by charcoal (carbon) is dependent on 
temperature. Generally, the higher the temperature the less water retained.  
The water retained by the carbon decreases the efficiency of the carbon to 
adsorb other contaminants. At 25°C and 95% RH, carbon will retain about 40 
weight percent water. At 80 0C and 95% RH, carbon retains only about 2 to 3 
weight percent water. Therefore, the lower temperature test medium of the 
proposed TS will yield more conservative results than present TS.  

ASTM D 3803-1979 specifies a test temperature of 30°C instead of 25°C. There 
is little difference in the adsorption behavior of carbon between these two 
temperatures. The 25°C parameter is more conservative.
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Twenty-five degrees Celsius has been used and will continue to be used for the 
control room for the duration of the TS reference to N509-1980/ASTM D 3803
1979. This is because the Control Room area is maintained at 750 ± 20F 
(approximately 25°C). Thirty degrees Celsius testing medium will be used for 
testing fuel handling building carbon. This is less than the expected area 
temperature of 104 0F (about 40 0C).  

Pre-test humidity equilibration is achieved by sweeping air of the appropriate 
humidity through the test carbon. This condition is for testing new carbon 
and until 1977 it also was applied for testing used carbon. In 1977, RDT M16
1T-1977 was released stating that for testing used carbon, "the material shall 
not be pre-equilibrated before testing." NUREG/CR-0771, "Effects of 
Weathering on Impregnated Charcoal Performance," May 10, 1979, provides a 
basis by stating that, "it is thought that the elimination of the pre
humidification is a better simulation of accident conditions since a carbon 
filter must be ready at all times ....." It also states that, "several 
investigators do not recommend any pre-treatment (of the carbon) in order to 
prevent a partial regeneration of the carbon which would increase the measured 
trapping efficiency." Therefore, by the release of the 1979 ASTM D 3803, it 
was established that the better test method was not to pre-equilibrate the 
humidity of the carbon.  

The present TS reference to N509-1976 (RDT M16-1T) requires the carbon to be 
equilibrated to 25°C and 70% RH. The methyliodide test medium would then be 
instantaneously introduced at 800C. Carbon testing is not performed this way 
because this would cause condensation to form on the carbon (the dew point 
temperature of the test medium at these conditions is approximately 710C.  
Condensation on the carbon sample itself ("wetting the bed") results in the 
test being invalid. This is supported by paragraph 12.41. of ASTM D 3803-1979 
which states with respect to relative humidity of the test medium that, "tests 
at saturation or above give very erratic results." Because of this, the 
testing standards after 1976 (i.e., RDT M16-1T-1977, ASTM D3803-1979, N509
1980), have been changed to include pre-test thermal equilibration at the test 
temperature.  

The post-test sweep of the carbon is performed to evaluate the ability of the 
carbon to hold the adsorbate once it is captured. The current TS test 
specifies a two hour test at 25°C. The proposed TS change will use a four 
hour sweep at the test medium temperature (250C for Control Room Carbon, 300C 
for fuel handling building). The longer time is more conservative as more 
radioiodine would be swept off.  

Ninety-five percent RH versus 70% RH for the fuel handling building was 
addressed earlier. Higher moisture content of the carbon resulted in lower 
adsorption of radioiodines. At a constant temperature the weight percent of 
water adsorbed by the carbon increases with increasing relative humidity.  
Therefore if is more conservative to test at higher RH.  

Previous tests of the fuel handling building carbon had been performed at 
70% RH. RG 1.52 allows for this in Table 2 for, "air filtration system 
designed to operate outside the primary containment and RH is controlled to 
70%." Section 3.3-b of Table 6.5-1 of the FSAR refers to the fuel handling
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building exhaust system charcoal adsorbers and states that no heaters are 
included in the design. The filters process room air and room HR should not 
exceed 70 percent. Therefore, a heater is not required. On the basis of these 
statements, past fuel handling building charcoal carbon testing has been 
performed at 70% RH.  

A review performed as part of the plant uprate identified the potential for an 
increase in the fuel handling building exhaust system RH. Therefore the fuel 
handling building exhaust system charcoal testing RH is being increased to 95% 
RH. This is consistent with the requirements of ASTM D 3803-1979.  

The control room emergency ventilation system, by design, maintains RH less 
than 70%. This is accomplished by recirculating approximately 95% of the 
total system airflow. This air is drawn from the control room (75°C, 50% RH) 
and mixed with approximately 5% outside air. Under all design conditions, the 
air passing through the charcoal plenums is maintained below the 70% 
requirement. Testing of the carbon at 70% RH is acceptable since RH is 
controlled to less than 70%. This is consistent with the guidance of RG 1.52, 
Revision 2.  

The requested changes revise TS pages 3/4 7-15 and 3/4 9-13, relating to 
Surveillance Requirements for charcoal filter laboratory testing, such that 
existing flawed test methodology in the TS will reflect the currently utilized 
acceptable test methodology in accordance with industry standards. The staff 
has evaluated this change and concludes that the testing methodology proposed 
by the licensee adequately demonstrates the operability of the air handling 
units, and is therefore acceptable.  

3.0 EMERGENCY CIRCUMSTANCES 

In its February 10, 1996, application, the licensee requested that this 
amendment be treated as an emergency amendment. In accordance with 10 CFR 
50.91(a)(5), the licensee provided the following information regarding why 
this emergency situation occurred and how it could not have been avoided.  

While performing analysis to support an NRC submittal, the licensee recognized 
that the TS requirements for testing the Emergency Safeguards Features (ESF) 
charcoal plenum is different from that used by the licensee. The TS refers to 
Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.52, Revision 2 which references ANSI Standard N509
1976. The licensee has been using ANSI N509-1980 in conjunction with RG 1.52 
to meet the TS requirements. The licensee and vendor have determined that 
this method of testing better demonstrates the ability of these ESF systems to 
perform their functions than the test specified in the TS. The licensee 
promptly report this condition to the NRC, requested the emergency amendment 
to correct this discrepancy and avoid an unnecessary plant shutdown.  

The licensee recognizes that NRC Information Notice (IN) 87-32, "Deficiencies 
in the Testing of Nuclear-Grade Activated Charcoal," dated July 10, 1987, 
identified that serious problems existed with the testing capabilities of many 
of the testing companies and the testing standards. All areas were vendor 
specific. Guidance to licensees was to seek direct contact with the
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individual testing companies to improve test accuracy. INEL report EGG-CS
7653, referenced in IN 87-32, recognizes Nuclear Containment Systems, Inc.  
(NCS), the vendor used by V.C. Summer as one of the few vendors whose 
laboratory performance meets NRC criteria. They were also determined to fully 
satisfy the licensee's Vendor Quality Assurance Program. IN 87-32 further 
identified serious shortcomings with the Standard (RG 1.52, Revision 2) which 
has not be revised since 1978. Based on the information provided in IN 87-32, 
the licensee took action to verify the test methodology and accuracy. The IN 
did not cause the licensee to review the TS for any needed changes.  

The licensee identified the inconsistency between their existing practice and 
the TS requirements, and promptly notified the NRC and proposed this emergency 
amendment to resolve the inconsistency. As a result of prior information 
about problems with the testing of charcoal, the licensee took action to 
ensure that the testing done to support operation of V.C. Summer was 
conservative. Absent relief from the NRC, a plant shutdown would be required 
due to the inconsistency between the testing procedures used and the TS 
requirements.  

The staff concludes that an emergency condition exists in that failure to act 
in a timely way would result in shutdown of the V.C. Summer Nuclear Station.  
In addition, the staff has assessed the licensee's reasons for failing to file 
an application sufficiently in advance to preclude an emergency, and concludes 
that the licensee identified the deficiency in the TS, promptly notified the 
staff of the deficiency, and promptly proposed this amendment to remedy the 
situation. Thus, the staff concludes that the licensee has not abused the 
emergency provisions by failing to make timely application for the amendment.  
Thus, conditions needed to. satisfy 10 CFR 50.91(a)(5) exist, and the amendment 
is being processed on an emergency basis.  

4.0 FINAL NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION 

The Commission's regulations in 10 CFR 50.92(c) 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 would not: 

(1) Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated; or, 

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

previously evaluated; or, 

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

The proposed changes do not involve a significant hazards consideration, 
because operation of the Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station in accordance with 
the proposed change would not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of 
an accident previously evaluated.
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The charcoal testing protocol changes will not affect system 
operation or performance, nor do they affect the probability of any 
event initiators. These changes do not affect any Engineered Safety 
Features actuation setpoints or accident mitigation capabilities.  
Therefore, the proposed changes will not significantly increase the 
consequences of an accident or malfunction of equipment important to 
safety previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report 
(FSAR).  

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

The changes to the charcoal sample testing protocol will not affect 
the method of operation of the system. The proposed changes only 
affect the testing criteria for the charcoal samples. No new or 
different accident scenarios, transient precursors, failure 
mechanisms, or limiting single failures will be introduced as a 
result of these changes. Therefore, the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident other than those already evaluated will 
not be created by this change.  

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.  

The new charcoal adsorber sample laboratory testing protocol more 
accurately-demonstrates the required performance of the adsorbers in 
the Control Room Emergency Ventilation System (CREVS) following a 
design basis Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA) or in the Fuel Handling 
Building Exhaust following a fuel handling accident outside 
containment. The change in charcoal sample testing protocol will 
not affect system performance or operation. The decontamination 
efficiencies used in the offsite and control room dose analyses are 
not affected by this change. Therefore, all offsite and control 
room dose analyses are not affected by this change, and all offsite 
and control room doses will remain with the limits of 10 CFR 
Part 100 and 10 CFR Part 50 Appendix A, GDC 19. Thus, these changes 
will not result in a significant reduction in any margin of safety.  

5.0 STATE CONSULTATIONf 

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the South Carolina State 
official (Max Batavia) was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment.  
The State official had no comments.  

6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS 

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a 
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR 
Part 20. The NRC staff has determined that the amendment involves no 
significant increase in the amounts, and no significant changes in the types, 
of any effluent that may be released offsite, and that there is no significant 
increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.  
Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical
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exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). The Commission has made a final no 
significant hazards finoing with respect to this amendment. Pursuant to 
10 CFR 51.22(b)- no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment 
need be prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment.  

7.0 CONCLUSION 

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, 
that: (1) the amendment does not (a) significantly increase the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously evaluated, (b) increase the possibility 
of a new or different kind of accident from any previously evaluated or, 
(c) significantly reduce a margin of safety and, therefore, the amendment does 
not involve a significant hazards consideration; (2) there is reasonable 
assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be endangered by 
operation in the proposed manner, (3) such activities will be conducted in 
compliance with the Commission's regulations, and the issuance of the 
amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and security or to the 
health and safety of the public.  

Principal Contributors: F.J. Hebdon 
T.Y. Liu

Date: February 10, 1996



Mr. Gary J. Taylor VIRGIL C. SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 

cc: 

Mr. R. J. White 
Nuclear Coordinator 
S.C. Public Service Authority 
c/o Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station 
Post Office Box 88, Mail Code 802 
Jenkinsville, South Carolina 29065 

J. B. Knotts, Jr., Esquire 
Winston & Strawn Law Firm 
1400 L Street, N.W.  
Washington, D.C. 20005-3502 

Resident Inspector/Summer NPS 
c/o U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Route 1, Box 64 
Jenkinsville, South Carolina 29065 

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

Chairman, Fairfield County Council 
Drawer 60 
Winnsboro, South Carolina 29180 

Mr. Virgil R. Autry 
Director of Radioactive Waste Management 
Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management 
Department of Health & Environmental Control 
2600 Bull Street 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 

Mr. R. M. Fowlkes, Manager 
Nuclear Licensing & Operating Experience 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 
Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station 
Post Office Box 88 
Jenkinsville, South Carolina 29065


