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Vice President, Nuclear Division DEisenhut OPA CMiles
Georgia Power Company RIngram °~  RDiggs
P. 0. Box 4545 GRivenbark -
Atlanta, Georgia 30302 QELD '
LHarmon
Dear Mr. Beckham: Edordan
JTaylor:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos.98Zand 35 to

Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-57 and NPF-5, respectively for the
Edwin I. Hatch Nuclear Plant, Units Nos. 1 and 2. The amendments consist
of changes to the Technical Specifications in response to your applications
dated April 5, 1982; June 11, 1982 as corrected October 15, 1982; November
10, 1982 and March 31, 1983,

The amendments revise the TSs for Hatch Unit 2 to: 1) extend the time
allowed to restore thermal power scram and control rod block trip setpoints
to within allowable Timits, and 2) correct an erroneous reference to a
section of the TSs.

The amendments also revise the TSs for both Hatch Unit 1 and Unit 2 to: 1)
increase the minimum shift crew composition and 2) increase the frequency
of independent audits of both the emergency and security plans.

Your application dated April 5, 1982, also requested changes for Unit 1
which have been completed and an additional change for Unit 2 which is
being handled separately. -

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be
included in the Commission's next Monthly Notice.

Sincerely,

original signed by:
George Rivenbark, Project Manager
Operating Reactors Branch No. 4
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. Amendments Nos. 98 and 35
2. Safety Evaluation

cc: w/enclosures
See next page
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\»./. UNITED STATES N
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY
OGLETHORPE POWER CORPORATION
MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC AUTHORITY OF GEORGIA

CITY OF DALTON, GEORGIA

DOCKET NO. 50-321

EDWIN T. HATCH NUCLEAR PLANT, UMIT NO. 7

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 98
license No. DPR-57

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

A. The applications for amendment by Georgia Power Company, et al.,
(the Ticensee) dated June 11, 1982, as corrected October 15, 1982;
and March 31, 1983, comply 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;

o
N

The facility will operate in conformity with the applicatiors
N - . . pp - .’
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the
" Commission;

o
..

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 will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

8]

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 1G 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 Spec-
ifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment
and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License Nc. DPR-57 is
hereby amended to read as follows:

Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and
3, as revised through Amendment No. 98, zre hereby incorporated
in the Ticense. The licensee shall operate the facility in
agccordance with the Technical Specifications.

8403010124 840222 ‘ ’
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3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.

Attachment:

Changes to the Technical

Specifications

Date of Issuance:

February 22, 1984

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

7
ohn F. Stolz, Chief
Opgrating Reactors Byanch #4

vision of Licensing



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 98

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-57

DOCKET NO. 50-321

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications
with the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment
number and contain a vertical 1ine indicating the area of change.

Remove | nsert
6-4 6-4
6-11 | 6-11



TABLE 6.2.2-1

HINIMUH SRIFT CREW COMPOSITION#

Condition of Unit 1 = Unit 2 in Reactol Power Operation,

Bot Stand:y or Hot Shutdown Condition

LICENSE APPLICABLE
CATEGORY OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS
) 1, 2, 3 4 &5
SCL** 2 2%

QL ** 3 3
-Non-Licensed 3 3
SRift lecnnical AGVi50T Y 3

Condision of Unit 1 - Unit 2 in Cold Shutdown Cendition

or Refuel Mode

LICENSE APPLICAELIE
CATEGORY OPERATICNAL CONDITIONS
i, 2, 3 4 &5
SQL** 2 1%
OL** 2 y)
Non-Licensed .3 3
Shift Technical Advisor 1 None

condition of Unit 1 - ¥o Fuel in Unit 2

LICENSE APPLICABLE

CATEGORY DPERATIONAL CONDITIONS
1, 2, 3 4 &5

soL 2 1

UL 3 2

Non-Licensed 3. 3

Shift Technical Adviscr 1 ~ Nomne

*Does not include the Licensed Senior R
Operator Limited to Fuel Handling, supervising CORE

eactor Operator or SenioT ReactoTr
ALTERATIONS.

#*Acsumes each individual is licensed on both umirts.

t crew cocposition,

fishi

[
- idad b
protection procedur

inciuding an individual qualified in radiation
es, may be less than the minioum requirements

fer a period of time not to exceed 2 hours in order to accommddate

unexpected absence of on duty shift crev menbers providecd

imnmediate

action is taken to restore the shift crew composition to within the

=inime= requiresents of Table 6.2.2-1.

PLANT HATCH UNIT 1

ILmendment No. B3, 72, 98

6-4



Rl ~— ~
€.2.2.8 Aucgits of un;L activities shzll De perfocrmed uncer the cognizances of
the SRB. zZach spection or audit shzll ke p rformed w1;h1n the sgecified
time interval witn'

1. A maximum =2llowsble extension not to exceed 25% of the inspection

or audit interval.

2. A total maximum combined interval time for any 3 consecutive
inspection or audit intervals not -to exceed 3.25 times the
specified inspection or audit interval.

These audits shall encompass:

a. The conformance of unit operation to provisions contained within
the Technical Specifications and zpplicable license conditions at
. least once per 12 months.

b. The performance; trainihg and aqualifications of the entire unit
staff at least once per 12 months. '

c. The results of actions taken to correct deficiencies occurring in
unit equipment, structures, systems or method of operatiocn that
affect nuclear -safety at least once per &6 _months.

d. The performance of activities required by the Operationel Quality
Assurance Program to meet the criteria of Appendix "B", 10 CFR 50,
at least once per 24 months.

e. The Emergency Plan and implementing procedures st least once per 12
months shall be perfommed by individuals who have nc Jgirect
responsibility for implementation of this plan.

f. The Security Plan and implementing procedures at leest once per 12
" " 'months shall be performed by individuals who have no direct
responsibility for implementation of this plan.

g. Any octher area of unit operation considered approﬁriate by the SRB
or the Senior Vice President Power Supply.

‘h. The Fire Protection Program and implementing procedures at least
once per 24 months.

i. An independent fire protection and losé prevention inspection and
audit shall be performed annually wutilizing either qualified
offsite licensee personnel or an outsicde fire protection firm.

j.  An inspection and audit of the fire protection and loss prevention
program shall be performed by an outside qualified fire consultant
at intervals no greater than 2 years. During 'the year in which the
inspection or audit occurs, the requirements of 6.5.2.8i can be
affected concurrently. .

AUTHORITY
6.5.2.9 The SRB shall report to and advise the Executive Vice Presiden t -
Powsr Swoply on those zrees of responsibility specified in Sections €.5.2.7

-

anc £.5.2.8. - . -

HATOH - UNIT 1 _ 611 : Amendment No. 82, 27,98



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

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY
OGLETHORPE POWER CORPORATION
MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC AUTHORITY OF GEORGIA

' CITY OF DALTON, GEORGIA

DOCKET NO. 50-366

EDWIN I. HATCH NUCLEAR PLANT. UNIT NO. 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 35
License No. NPF-5

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

A. The applications for amendment by Georgia Power Company, et al.,
(the Ticensee) dated April 5, 1982; June 11, 1982, as corrected
October 15, 1982; November 10, 1982; and March 31, 1983, comply
with the standards and requ1rements 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 applications
Y ! Y PP >3
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 amenoment can be conducted without endangering the health
and satety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations;

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

£. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable rea41rements
have bezen satisfied.

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Spec-
ifications as indicated in the attachment to this 1icense amendment
and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-5 is
hereby amended to read as Tollows:

Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and

B, as ravised through Amendment No. 35, are hereby incorporated
in the 1icense. 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.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

?‘/

John/ F. Stolz, Chief !
perating Reactors Branch #4
Di¥vision of Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: February 22, 1984



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 35

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-5

DOCKET NO. 50-366

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "g" Technical Specifications

with the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment

number and contain a vertical line indicating the area of change. The
corresponding overleaf pages are-also provided to maintain document completeness.

3/4 2-5 3/4 2-5
3/4 5-9 3/4 5-9
6-4 : | 6-4

6-10 6-10



POWER DISTRIBUTTUN LIMITS —

3/4.2.2 APRM SETPOINTS

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.2.2 The APRM flow referenced simuiated thermal power scram trip set-
point (S) and control rod block trip setpoint (SRB) shall be established™
according to the following relationships:

S < (0.66W + 51%)

og < (0.66M + 42%)

where: S and SRr are in percent of RATED THERMAL POWER, and
W = Locp recirculation flow in percent of rated flow.

S

APPLICABILITY: COKDITION 1, when THERMAL POWER > 25% of RATED THERMAL
POMER.

LCTION:

Lith S or Sy, exceeding the allowable value, initiate corrective action
within 15 m?%utes znd continue corrective action so that S and Sy are
within the required 1imits* within 6 hours or reduce THERMAL PDHEE to
less than 25% of RETED THERMAL POWER within the next 4 hours.

SURVETLLANCE RIQITREMENTS

£.2.2 The CMFLPY shall be determined and the APRM flow referenced
cimulated thermal power scram and control rod block trip setpoints or
LPRM readinas zdjusted, as requirec:

a. At least once per 24 hours,

b.  Whenever THERMAL POWER hes been increased by at least 15% of
RATED THERMAL POWER and steady state operating conditions hzve
been established, and .

c. Initielly and at least once per 12 hours when the reactor is
operating with a CMFLPD > FRTP.

*Hith CORE MAXIMM FRACTION OF LIM;TING POWER DEKSITY (CMFLPD) greater
- . . THERMAL POUER

than the fraction of RATED THERMAL POVER (FRIP), RETED TRERFAL POWER”

up to 95% of RATED THERMAL POWER, rather than adjusting the APRM
setpoints, the ~PRM gain may be adjusted such that APRM readinos are
greater than or equal to 100% times CMFLPD, provided that the adjusted
APRM reading does not exceed 100% of RATED THERMAL POVER and the requirec
gzin adjustment increment does not exceed 10% of RATED THERMAL POMER.

HATCH - UNIT 2 . 3/4 2-5 Amendment Ho. Y%, 35



FUVWoR UDLSIRIEUTION LIMITS

3/4.2.3 MINIMIM  ITICAL POWER RATIO
— .

IMITIMNG CONDITION FOR CFERATION axi

3.2.3 The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR), as a function of averzge
scram time and cors flow, shall be =squal to or creater than shown in Figure
3.2.3-1, Flgurs 3.2.3-2 or Figure 3.2.3-3 multiplied by the Ky shown in
Figure 3.2.3-4, whers: .
. ~ T
T = 0ar (Lave fﬂ,B)’ whichever is creater,
LA -3
Ta= 1.09 sec (Specification 3.1.3.3. scram time limit to
notch 38),
% .
Tg= 0836 + 1.65 [__ Ns 17(0.cs9),
: =N
& {*1
T ave = c-1 N; G
n N
=t
L2

n = number of surveillance tests performed to date in cycle, o
Ni = number of active control rods measured in the ith survsiliznce

to notch 36 of 21) rcds meszsu-=d in the
ce test, and :
active rods measursd in 4.1.3.2.a.

=z
|
rt
o]
ct
v
b
o |
C
I
[8)

— b

APPLICABILITY: CCNDITION 1, when THERMAL POWER > 25% RATED THIRMAL POWER

ACTICN:

With MCPR less than the epplicable 1limit determined frcm Figure 3.2.3-1,
Figure 3.2.3-2 or Ffigure 3.2.3-3, initizte corrective =c:ion within 15
minutes and continue corrective action so that MCPR is ecual :to cr grester
than the zpplicable limit within 2 hours or reduce THISMAL PCOWSR ¢+ less
than 25% of RATED THERMAL FOYER within the next 4 hours.

SURVZTLLANCE PEOYUISEMENTS

4.2.3 The MCPR limit at rated flow shall be determined for eazch tvpe of
fuel (8X8BR, PBXER, and 7X7) from Figures 3.2.3-1, 3.2.3-2, znd 3.2.3-3 using:

T = 1.0 pricr to the initial scram time mezsurssent

a. {s Tcr tr2 cyele
performeg in accorcance with Specification £.1.3.2.a, cr
HATCH - UNIT 2 . 3/8 228 Amzncrent No. 2T, 33




TWERSINCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS

[

3/4.5.4  SUPPRESSIOn ¢HAMBER —

LIMITING CONDITICN FGOR OPERATION

3.5.4 The suppression chamber shall be CPERABLE with a minimum
contzined water volume of 653,000 gallons, ecuivalent to a Tevel

of 12'2", and the water level instrumentation chennels alarms adjusted
to actuate at a low water level > 12'2", except that the suppression
chamber may be drained: .

a. In OPERATIONAL CONDITION &, provided that;

1. No work is performed which has a potential Tor
draining the reactor vessel, :

2. The reactor mode switch is locked in the Shutdown
position, and

3. The core spray system is OPERABLE per Specification
3.5.3.1 with an OPERABLE flow path capable of taking
suction from the OPERABLE condensate storage tank and
transferring the water through the spray sparger to the
reactor vessel. .

b. In OPERATIONAL CONDITION 5, provided that the reactor moda
switch is Tocked in the Refuel position, and:

1. The core spray system is OPERABLE per Specification 3.5.3.1
with an OPERABLE flow path capable of takina suction from
the OPERABLE condensats storage tank and transferring

the water through the spray sparger to the rezctor
vessel, or

2.  The reactor vessel head is removed and the cavity is
flooded, the spent fuel pool gates are removed, and the
water level is maintained within the 1imits of Specifica-
tions 3.9.¢9and 3.9.10

APPLICARILITY: CONDITION 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5.

ACTION:

a. In CONDITION 1, 2 or 3 with the suppression chambei water
level less than the above limit, resiors the watar level to
within the 1imit within 1 hour or be in -at ieast HOT SHUTSOWN
within the next 12 hours and in COLD SHUTDC:N within the
following 24 hours.

b. In CONDITION & or 5 with the suppression chamber drainad
and the conditjons of Specification 3.5.4.2 or 3.5.4.b, as
applicable, nct satisfied, suspend all oserations in tne
reactor vessel and all positive reactivity changes. The
provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not acplicable.

MATCH - LNIT 2 _ 3/4 5-9 Amendment No. §, 35
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TABLE 6.2.2-1
MINIMUM SHIFT CREW COMPOSITION #

Condition of Unit 2 - Unit 1 in Reactor Power Operation,
Hot Standby or Hot Shutdown Condition

LICENSE APPLICABLE
CATEGORY OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS -
1, 2, 3 4 &5
SOL** ‘ 2 2*
oL** 3 3
Non-Licensed 3 3
Shift Technical Advisor 1 1
Condition of Unit 2 - Unit 1 in Cold Shutdown Condition
or Refuel Mode
CTCENSE | APPLICABLE
CATE GORY OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS
1, 2, 3 4 85
SOL** 2 T*
OL** 3 2
Non-Licensed 3 3
Shift Technical Advisor 1 None
Condition of Unit 2 - No Fuel in Unit 1
LICENSE APPLICABLE
CATEGORY QPERATIONAL CONDITIONS
1, 2, 3 4 %5
SOL** 2 S
QL*x* 3 2
Non-Licensed 3 3
Snift technical Advisor 1 None

Does not include the Licensed Senjor Reactor Operator or Senior Reactor

* %k

=3k

Operator Limited to Fuel Handling, supervising CORE ALTERATIONS.
Assumes each individual is licensed on both urits.

Shift crew composition, including an individual qualified in radiation
protection procedures, may be less than the minimum requirements for a
period of time not to exceed 2 hours in order to accommodate unexpected
absence of on duty shift crew members provided immediate action is taken
to restore the shift crew composition to within the minimum requirements
of Table 6.2.2-1. ‘

PLANT HATCH UNIT 2 . 6-4 fmendment No. 18, 35
. \ | WU, by




ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

QUORUM

6.5.2.6 The minimum quorum of the SRB necessary for the performance of
the SRB review and audit functions of these Technical Specifications shall
consist of the Chairman or Vice Chairman and at least 3 SRB members. No
more than a minority of the quorum shall have line responsibility for
operation of the unit. ‘

REVIEW

6.5.2.7 The SRB shall review:

a.

The safety evaluations for (1) changes to procedures, equipment
or systems and (2) tests or experiments completed under the

provision of Section 50.59, 10 CFR, to verify that such actions
did not constitute an unreviewed safety question.

Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems which
involve &n unreviewed safety question as defined in Section
50.59, 10 CFR. ' ’

Proposed tests or experiments which involve an unreviewed
safety question as defined in Section 50.59, 10 CFR.

Proposed changes to Technical Specificat{ons or this Operating
License. o

Violations of codes, regulations, orders, Technical Specifications,
Ticense requirements, or of internal procedures or instructions
having nuclear safety significance.

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

Events requiring 24 hour written notification to the Commission.
A1l recognized indications of an unanticipated deficiency in
some aspect of design or operation of structures, systems, or
components that could affect nuclear safety.

Reports and meetings minutes of the Plant Review Board.

HATCH - UNIT 2 6-9
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TRATIVE CONTSOLC
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,5.” 8 Aucits of unit activities shelil be pcr' ﬂned uncer thes cognizance of

Zach inspection or zudit snall be performed within the specified

A maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25m of the inspection
or audit interval.

R total maximum combined interval time for any 3 consecutive
inspection or audit -intervals not to exceed 3.25 times the
specified inspection or audit interval.

These asudits shall encompass:

a.‘

The conformance of unit operation to provisions contaimed within
the . Technical Specifications and aspplicable’ license conditions at

» least once per 12 months.

The performance, training and qualifications of the entire unit
staff at least once per 12 months.

The results of actions taken to correct deficiencies occurring in
unit eguipment, structures, systems or method of operation that
affect nuclear safety at least once per 6 months.

The perfcrmance of activities required by the Operational Quality
Assurance Program to meet the criteria of Appendix "B", 10 CFR 50,
et least once per 24 months. :

The Emsrgency Plan and implementing procedurss at least once per 12
months shall be performed by individuzls who have no dirsct
responsibility for. implementation of this plan.

The Security Plan and implementing procedurss at least once per 12
months shall be performed by individuals who have no direct
responsibility for implementation of this plan.

Any other area of unit operation considered appropriaie b§ the SRB
or the Senior Vice President Power Supply.

The Fire Protection Program and implementing procedures at least
once per 24 months.

An independent fire protection and loss prevention inspection and
audit shall be performed annually wutilizing either qualified
offsite licensee personnel or an outside fire protection firm.

An inspection and -audit of the fire protection and loss prevention
program shall be performed by sn outside gqualified fire consultant
at intervals no greater than 3 years. During the year ih which thRe
inspection or audit occurs, the requirements of 6.5.2.81 can be
affected concurrently. :

AUTHORITY

£:5.2.9 The SRB shall report to and advise the Executive Vice President -
. Power Sipply on those areas of respons¢b1 ity specified in Sections 6.3.2.7
and §6.5.2.8.

Amendment No.

HATCH - UNIT 2 : €-10 *

-

22,35



~— URNITED STATES A
NUCLEAR REGULATORY CONMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. €. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 98 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-57

AND AMENDMENT NO. 35 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-5

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY
OGLETHORPE POWER CORPORATION
MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC AUTHORITY OF GEORGIA
CITY OF DALTON, GEORGIA

EDWIN I. HATCH NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS NOS. 1 & 2
DOCKETS NOS. 50-321 AND 50-366

INTRODUCTION

By letters, as noted below, Georgia Power Company (GPC) proposed revisions
to the Edwin I. Hatch Nuclear Plant (Hatch) Unit 2 Technical Specifications
(TSs) as follows:

1. Letter dated April 5, 1982, proposed to extend the time allowed to
restore thermal power scram and control rod block trip setpoints to
within allowable values; and

2. Letter dated November 10, 1982, proposed to correct an erroneous
reference to a section of the TSs.

By letters, as noted below, GPC proposed revisions to the TSs for both
Hatch Unit 1 and Unit 2 as follows:

1. Letter dated June 11, 1982, as corrected by letter dated October 15, 1982,
proposed to increase the minimum shift crew composition to conform with
the requirements of NUREG-0737, Item I1.A.1.3.2; and

2. Letter dated March 31, 1983, proposed to increase the frequency of
independent audits of both the emergency and security plans.

Qur evaluation of these proposals and our conclusions are discussed below.

EVALUATION

Restoration of Thermal Power Scram and Control Rod Block Trip Setpoints.

By letter dated April 5, 1982, GPC requested a change to the Hatch Unit 2 TSs
to extend the time allowed for corrective actions to restore the Average Power
Range Monitor (APRM), flow referenced, simulated thermal power scram and
control rod block trip setpoints to within allowable values.,

———

203010128 840222
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Present Technical Specifications require a reduction in thermal power if

APRM, flow referenced, simulated thermal power or control rod block setpoints
that exceed allowable values are not brought back within these allowable

values within two hours. The corrections are made by adjusting the control rod
patterns and determining the effects of the adjustments. This is an iterative
process which is difficult to complete within two hours. The time limit
specified in the NRC Standard Technical Specifications for making this
correction is six hours. GPC proposes to extend the current two hour 1imit to
six hours, making it consistent with the Standard Technical Specification 1imit.
We conclude that the proposed change is acceptable.

Correction of Error

By letter dated November 10, 1982, GPC requested a change to the Hatch

Unit 2 TSs to correct an error where Section 3.9.8 is incorrectly referenced
in Section 3.5.4.b.2 as containing Timits on refueling water level, while in
fact, the referenced section actually regulates crane travel over the spent
fuel pool. The correct reference, Section 3.9.10, "Water Level-Spent Fuel
Storage Pool", will be provided by the change.

‘inimum Shift Crew Compesition

By letters dated June 11, 1982, and October 15, 1982, GPC proposed to

modify Table 6.2.2-1 of both the Hatch Unit 1 and Unit 2 TSs to increase

the minimum shift composition requirements. GPC has subsequently informed

us that it inadvertently listed two instead of three Non-Licensed personnel

in the Table for the situation where one reactor is in Condition 1, 2 or 3
and there is no fuel in the other reactor. GPC has orally informed us that
this number should be three rather than two, and we have made this correction.

We have reviewed the proposed increases and found that the proposed minimum
staffing numbers are consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(m)
and with the numbers specified by NUREG-0737, Item 1.A.1.3.2. On this
basis, we conclude that the proposed changes are acceptable.

Frequency of Audit of Emergency and Security Plans

By letter dated March 31, 1983, GPC proposed to modify Section 6.5.2.8 of
the TSs for both Hatch Unit 1 and Unit 2 to change the required frequency
of independent audits of both the emergency and security plans from "at
least once per 24 months" to "at least once per 12 months". These proposed
changes make these TSs consistent with the freguency of independent audits
of the emergency and security plans as reguired by 10 CFR 50.54(t) and

10 CFR 73.40(d) and are acceptable.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

We have determined that the amendments do 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
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further concluded that the amendments involve an action which is insignificant
from the standpoint of environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4),
that an environmental impact statement or negative declaration and

environmental impact appraisal need not be prepared in ccnnection with the
issuance of these amendments.

CONCLUSTION -

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 these amendments will not be inimical to the common defense and

security or to the health and safety of the public.
Dated: February 22, 1984

PRINCIPAL CONTRIBUTORS:
George Rivenbark
Margaret Chatterton
Peter Kang




