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Mr. S. A. White Yo DFE- S
Manager of Nuclear Power .

“Tennessee Valley Authority

6N 38A Lookout Place

1101 Market Street

Chattanooga, Tennessee 37401

Dear Mr. White:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos. 128 , 123 and 99 to
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-33, DPR-52 and DPR-68 for the Browns
Ferry Nuclear Plant, Units 1, 2 and 3. These amendments are in response
to your application dated October 1, 1985 (TVA BFNP TS-213).

The amendments change the Technical Specifications to correct
inconsistencies and typographical errors, and to add new surveillance
requirements.

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

Sincerely,

Richard J. Clark, Project Manager
BWR Project Directorate #2
Division of BWR Licensing

Enclosures: :
1. Amendment No. 128 to
: License No. DPR-33
2. Amendment No. 123 to
License No. DPR-52
3. Amendment No. 99 to
License No. DPR-68
4, Safety Evaluation
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Dear Mr. White:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Mos. and to
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-33, DPR-52 and DPR-68 for the Browns
Ferry Nuclear Plant, Units 1, 2 and 3. These amendments are in response
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A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Issuance
will be included in the Commission's Bi-Weekly Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,

Marshall Grotenhuis, Project Manager
BWR Project Directorate #2
Division of BWR Licensing

Enclosures:
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License No. DPR-52

3. Amendment No. to

License No. DPR-68
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Mr. S. A. bhite
Tennessee VYalley Authority

cc:

H. S. Sanger, Jdr., Esouire

General Counsel

Tennessee Valley Authority

400 Commerce Avenue

E 11B 330

Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

HMr. Ron Roagers

Tennessee Valley Authority

5N 130B Lookout Place
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402-2801

Chairman, Limestone County Commission
Post Office Box 188
Athens, Alabama 35611

Ira L. Meyers, M.D.

State Health COfficer

State Department of Public Health
State Office Building
Montaomery, Alabama 36130

Mr. K. U, Whitt

E3A8

400 West Summit Hill Drive
Tennessee Valley Authority
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Regional Administrator, Region 11
u.’S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
101 Marietta Street, Suite 3100
Atlanta, Georaia 30303

Mr. Steven Roessler

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Reactor Training Center .
Osborne Office Center, Suite 200
Chattanooaa, Tennessee 37411

Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant
Units 1, 2, and 3

. C. Bibb

Site Director, BFNP
Tennessee Valley Authority
Post Office Box 2000
Decatur, Alabama 35602

Resident Inspector

u. S. Nuclear Reaulatory Cormission
Route 2, Box 311 .

Athens, Alabama 35611

Mr. Donald L. Williams, dr.
Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Surmit Hill Drive, WI10B8S
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Robert L. Lewis, Manacer, RFNP
Tennessee Valley Authority
Post Office Box 2000

Decatur, Alabama 35602



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

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

DOCKET NO. 50-260

BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNIT 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 123
License No. DPR-52

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

A.

The application for amendment by Tennessee Valley Authority (the
licensee) dated October 1, 1985, 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;

The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the
provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the
Commission;

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;

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

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.

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. DPR-52 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 No. 123, are hereby incorporated
in the license. The licensee shall operate the facility in
accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective 90 days from the date of

issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Daniel R. Muller, Director
BWR -Project Directorate #2
-Division of BWR Licensing

Attachment:

Changes to the Technical

Specifications

Date of Issuance: March 31, 1986



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 123
FACILITY.OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-52

DOCKET NO. 50-260

Revise Appendix A as follows:

1. Remove the following pages and replace with identically numbered
pages.

v
- 108
157
179
185
227
253a
260
262

2. The marginal lines on these pages denote the area being changed.



Section Page MNo.
6.3 Procedures . . . . . . .. . e e ... 334
6.4 Actions to be Taken in tha Event of a
Reportable Occurrence in Plant

Operation . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . 7346

6.5 Actions to he Taken in the Event a
Safety Limit is Exceeded . . . . . . . 346

6.6 Station Operating Records . . . . . . . 346

Reporting Requirements . . . . . . . . 39

o
[= -~

Minimum Plant Staffing . . . . . . . . 15§

Amendment No. 85, 123,
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Table 4.2.7

Selsmic Monitoring Instrument Surveillance Requirements

: | CHANNEL
INSTRUMENT ~ CHANNEL CHECK CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST  CALIBRATION

TRIAXTAL TIME HISTORY ACCELOGRAPHS

8. _Unit 1 reactor bldg. base slab (El. 519.0) Monthly* 6 months
Unit 1 reactor bl

NA

dg. floor slab .

b. _(El. 621,25) ' Monthly* 6 months NA
Diesel-generator bldg base slab .

S _(El. 565.5) : ‘Monthly* 6 months NA

BIAXIAL SEISMIC SWITCHES

8. _Unit 1 reactor bldg, bage slab : Monthly* 6 months once/operating cycle

b. !!ﬂi.ii 1_resctor blde. base slab Monthly* 6 monthsg once/operating cycle

C. _Unit 1 reactor bldp, base sladb Monthly* 6 months once/operating cycle

eb

TRIAXJAL PEAK ACCELOGRAFHS

& U-1 RBCOW, 10" pipe (E1. 625.75) MA 12 months WA

b., U-1 RMHSW, 16" ripe (EL. 583.0) NA 12 months N/A

¢. U-1 core spray system, 14" pipe (F1, 54i.0) na 12 months N/A

*Except seismic switches




LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR GPERATION

SURVEILLANCE JEQUIREMENTS

3.5.F Reactor Cure Ishlation Cooling

G.

2. If the RCICS is inoperable,
the reactor may remain in
operation for a period not
to exceed 7 days {f the
HPCIS Is operable during
such time.

3. If specifications 3.5.F.1
or 3.5.F.2 are not met, an
orderly shutdown shall be
inftiated and the reactor
shall be depressurizeed to
‘less than 122 psig within
24 hours.

Automatic Depressurization

System {ADS)

1. Four of the silx valves of
the Automatic Depressuri-
zation System shall be
operable:

(1) prior to a startup
. from a Cold Condition,
or,

(2) wheaever there is irra-
diated fuel in the reactor
vessel and the reactor
vessel pressure is greater
than 105 psig, cxcept as
specified Lu3.5.G6.2 and
3.5.G.3 below.

2. If three of the =i+ ADS valves
are known to be incapable of
automatic operarion, the
reactor may remain in opera-
tion for a perind not Lo
exceed 7 days, provided the
HPCU system 1s operable.

(Note that the pressure

relief function of_ these
valves (s assured by

scetion 3.6.D of these
speciflcations and that this
‘speeifleacion enly appllies

to the ADS fuuction.) 1If more
than three of the six ADS
valves are known to be incap-
ahle of automatic operation,
an {mmudfate orderly shutdown
shall be futtfaced, with the
reactor {n a hot shutdown con~
ditlon In 6 hours and in a cold
shutdown condition {n the
followlng 18 hours.

Amendment No. 3%, 123,

4.5.F Reactor Core Isolation Cooling

157

c.

2.

When it is determined that -the
RCICS in inoperable, the HPCIS
shall be demonstrated to be
operable immediately.

Automatic Depressurization

Systewm (ADS)

10

2‘

During ecach operating cycle
the following tests shall. be
performed on the ADS:

a. A simulated automatic
actuation test shall be
performed prior to startup
after each refueling out~-
age. Manual surveillance
of the relief valves is
covered, in 4.6.D.2.

When it {s determined that three
of the six ADS  valves are
incapable of automatic operacion
the HPCIS shall be dewonstrated
to be operable immediately and
daily thereafter as long as
Specification 3.5.G.2 applies,



LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE RFQUIREMENTS

3.6

PRIMARY SYSTFM BOUNCARY

6. Whenever the reactor is critical,
the limits on activity concentra-
tions in the reactor coolant shall
not exceed the equilibrium value
of 3.2 uc/gm of dose equivalent*
I-131.

This limit may be exceeded
following power transients for
a maximum of 48 hours. During
this activity transient the
iodine concentrations shall not
exceed 26 uCi/gm whenever the
reactor is critical. The
reactor shall not be operated
more than 5 percent of its yearly
power operation under this
exception for the equilibrium
activity limits. If the iodine
concentration in the coolant
exceeds 26 ,Cf/gm, the reactor
shall be shut down, and the
steam line isolation valves
shall be closed immediately.

% _
That concentration of I-13

which alone would produce the
same thyroid dose as the quantity
of total iodines actually present.

179

Amendment No. 123,

4.6 PRIMARY SYSTEM BOUNDARY

6. Additional coolant
samples shall be taken
whenever the reactor
activity exceeds one
percent of the equili-
bi-ium concentration
specified in 3.6.B.¢
and one of the following
conditions are met:

a. During startup

b. Following a significant
power change**

c. Following an increase
in the equilibrium
off-gas level exceeding
10,000 uCi/sec (at the
steam jet air ejector)
within a 48 hour period.

d. Whenever the equilibrium
iodine limit specified
in 3.6.B.% is exceeded.

The additional coolant Tiquid
samples shall be taken at 4 hour
intervals for 48 hours, qr until
a stable iodine concentration
below the limiting value (3.2 uCi/
gm) is established. However, at
least 3 consecutive samples ahall
be taken in all cases. An

_ isotopic analysis shall be
performed for each sample, and
quantitative measurements made

to determine the dose equivalent
I-131 concentration. If the
total ijodine activity of the
sample is below 0.32 uci/gm, an
isotopic analysis to determine
equivalent I-131 s not required.

T ’
For the purpose of this section on Samplfng

frequency, a significant power exchange i

e is
defined as a change exceeding 15% of gated
Power in less than 1 hoyr.
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LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCZ REQUIREMENT

3.8 PRIMARY SYSTEM BOUNDARY

H. Seismic Restraints, Suoports,

and Saubbers

1.

During all modes of operation
except Cold Shutdown and Re~-
fuel, and seismic restraints,
supports, and snubbers shall
be operable except as noted
in 3.6.H.2 and 3.6.H.3 below.
All safery-related snubbers
are listed in Surveillance
Instruction BF SI 4.6.H.

With one or more seismic
restraint , support, or snubber
inoperable; within 72 hours
replace or restore the inoper-
able seismic restraint(s),
support(s), or snubber(s), to
OPERABLE status and perform

an engineering evaluation on
the attached component or
declare the attached system
inoperable and follow the
appropriate LIMITING CONDITION
statenent for that syscem.

1f a seismic restraint, support,
or snubber (SRSS) is determined
to be inoperable while the
reactor is in the shutdown or
refuel mode, that SRSS shall be
made operable or replaced

prior to reactor startup. If
the inoperable SRSS is attached
to a system that is required
OPERABLE during the shurtdown
or refuel mode, the appropriate
LIMITING CONDITIONS statement
for that system shall be
followed.

‘Kmendment No. 87, 123,

4.6 PRIMARY SYSTEM BOUNDARY

185

H.

Seismic Restraints, Suanorts,

and Snubbers

The surveillance requirewents
of paragraph 4.6.G are the
only requirements that apply
to any seismic restraint or
suppoft other than snubbers.

Fach safety-related snubber shzll
be demonstrated OPERABLE BY
performance of the following
augumentced ingcervice inuaecctlion
program and the requirements o!
Specification 3.6.H/4.6.i.

These snubbers are listed in
Surveillance Iastructions

BFY SI 4.6.H~1 and -2.

1. Inspection Grouos

The snubberas may he cate=-
gorized into two major
groups based on whether the
snubbers are accessible or
inaccessible during reactor
operation. These major
groups may be further
subdivided into groups
based on design, envir-
onment, or ather featurss
which may be exvected to
affect the operability of
the snubbers within the
group. Each group mav bu
inspected independently in
accordance wicth 4.6.H.2
through 4.6.H.9.

2. Visual Ianspection, Schedule,
and Lot Size :

The first inservice visuai
inspection of snubbers noc
previously included in these
technlcal specifications and
whose visual. {napection

has not been performed and
documented previously, shall
be performed within six
months for accessible snub-
bers and before resuming
powver after the first
refueling outage
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LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

1.7

COMTAINMENT SYSTEMS

a 5 e — ———— —— . ——

Applicability

Applies to the operating status
of whe primary and seconcary
containment systems.

Cbiective

To assure the 1ntegriwy of the
primazy and secondary
consainment systems,
So2cificatyrae

T -

A. Primary Containment

1. At any time that the
irradiated fuel is in
the reactor vessel,
and the nuclear
system is pressurized
akove awnospheric |
pressure or work is
being done which has
the pozential to

" drain the vessel, the
pressure suppression
pool water level and
temperature shall be
mainzained within the
follcwing limicts.

a. Minimum water level =
-6.25" (differential
pressure control
>0 psid)

~7.25" (0 psid differen-

tial pressure control)]

b. Maximum water level =
_l"

Amendment No. 42, 88, 123,

CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS

Applicability

Applies to the primary and
secondary containment
integrity. i

Objective
To verify the integrity of the
primary and secondary.

containmenc.

Sovecification

A. Primary Containment
1. Pressure Suyvoressicr
Chamber

a. The suppression
chamber water level
be checked once per
day. Whenever heat
1s added to the
suppression oool by
testing of the ECCS
or relief valves the
pool temperature shall
be continually monitored
and shall be observed
and logged every 5
minutes until the heat
addition {s terminated.
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BEGT

Group

Valve Identification

Drywell AP air compressor suction
valve (FCV-64-139)

Drywell AP air compressor discharge
valve (FCV-6U4-140)

Drywell CAM suction valves
(FCV-90-254A and 254B) .

Drywell CAM discharge valves
(FCV-90-257A and 257B)

Drywell CAM suction valve
(FCV-90-255)

TABLE 3.7.A (Continued)

Number of Power
Operated Valves
Inboard . Qutboard

Maximum Action on
Operating Normal Initiating
Time (sec.) Position Signal
10 c s¢c '
10 C sC
10 0 GC
10 0 GC
10 (1] GC
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G-2654Y
205

A0=-25TA
a9-978

Amendment MNo. 41, 82, 85, 123,

TABLE 3.7.D (Continued)

260

Valve Identification

Radiation Monitor Suction
Radiation Monitor Suction
Radiation Monitor Discharge
Radiation Monitor Discharge
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PRIVARY CORTALEENT ISOLATION VALVES WHICH TERMINATE
BEILW THE SUPPRESSION POQL WATER LEVEL

Valve

12- 738
12-"Lk1
43-22A
k3-2%
k3.29n
h3-29n
2-1143
71-1L
7322

. 71910
71-592
73-23
73-24
73-603
73-609
Pu-722
75-57
75-58

Amendment No. 8%, 123,

TABLE 3.7.E

Valve Identificotion

Auxiliary BDoller to PCIC
Auxiliary Boiler to RCIC

RIM 3uppression Chamber S:mple Lines
RiIM Suppresaion Chax:er Sauple Lines
PR Suppression Chamber Gemple Lines
RiR Suppression Chimber Semple Llnes

Deminerslized Waoter

RCIC Turbine Exhaust

RCIC Vocuunm Pump LCischorge
RCIC Turbine Exhsust

RCIC Vacuum Pump Discharge
HFCTI Turvine Exheust

HXCI Turbine Exhisust Drein
HFCI. Turbine Exhsust

HECI Exhaust Droain

RHR

Suppression Chamber Drain
Suppression Chamber Drain

262
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UNITED STATES
- NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 128 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-33

AMENDMENT NO. 123 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-52

AMENDMENT NO. 99 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-68

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS 1, 2 AND 3

DOCKET NOS. 50-259, 50-260 AND 50-296

1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated October 1, 1985 (TVA BFNP TS-213), the Tennessee Valley
Authority (the licensee or TVA) requested amendments to Facility Operating
License Nos. DPR-33, DPR-52 and DPR-68 for the Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant,
Units 1, 2 and 3. The proposed amendments would change the Technical
Specifications to correct inconsistencies and typographical errors, and
would add new surveillance requirements.

2.0 EVALUATION
The amendments would modify the Technical Specifications (TS) as follows:

(A) The Table of Contents, for Units 1 and 2, would be updated to delete
listings for specifications which were deleted in previous
amendments. This would be an editorial change only, having no safety
significance and is acceptable.

(B) A reference on page 9 to the surveillance requirement in the Limiting
Safety System Setting specification for the Unit 1 Average Power Range
Monitor (APRM) would be corrected. The present incorrect reference to
Section 4.1.B on page 32 (which specifies surveillance requirements for
the Reactor Protection System Power Monitoring System), would be
replaced by a reference to Section 4.5.L. which specifies surveillance
requirements for the APRM scram set points on page 160A and is the
correct reference. This would be an editorial change, having no safety
significance, and is acceptable.

(C) Annual channel functional test requirements for the triaxial peak
accelographs would be added to the seismic instrumentation surveillance
requirements table for all units Limiting conditions for operation are
specified for these instruments but no surveillance requirements are

L presently specified. This change is consistent with 10 CFR 50.36(c)(3)
which requires that Technical Specifications include surveillance
requirements as necessary to assure limiting conditions for operation
will be met and is therafore acceptable.
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(D)

(E)

(F)

(6)

(H)

(1)

-2-

Grammatical and typographical errors in the surveillance requirements
for the Unit 3 control rod system would be corrected. The errors
originated in Amendment 56. The proposed changes would revise the
wording to be consistent with Units 1 and 2. These changes are
editorial, have no effect on safety, and are acceptable.

Terminology used in the surveillance requirements for the Units 1, 2
and 3 Automatic Depressurization System would be revised to be
consistent with the associated 1limiting condition for operation. In
the surveillance requirement “When ... more than two" would be changed
to "When ... three of the six." This is an editorial change having no
effect on safety and is therefore acceptable.

Section 4.6.B.6 of the TS for Units 1 and 2 (page 179) lists the
surveillance requirements on the frequency for analyzing primary
coolant for iodine -131 (I-131) to comply with the limiting conditions
of operation (LCO) on I-131 in Section 3.6.B.6. For Unit 3, these
same surveillance requirements are in Section 4.6.B.3 and the LCO on
I-131 is in Section 3.6.B.5. Section 4.6.B.6d in the Units 1 and 2
TSs (Section 4.6.B.3.d in the Unit 3 TSs) requires additional analyses
whenever the equilibrium iodine limits are exceeded and erroneously
references limits in Section 3.6.B.4. The latter lists water
chemistry limits on conductivity, chloride and pH but nothing on
iodine. The licensee has proposed to correct this error by changing
the references to the LCO section that lists iodine limits. There are
no changes in any limits or frequencies of analyses. We have reviewed
the changes and determined that they are necessary to correct an error
and are acceptable.

A typographical error would be corrected in the coolant chemistry
limiting conditions for operation for Units 1 and 2. In Section
3.6.B.6, "“steam lime" would be changed to "steam line." This change is
typographical, has no safety significance, and is therefore acceptable.

The referenced list of safety related snubbers for Units 1, 2 and 3,
would be changed from "Surveillance Instruction BF SI 4.6.H" to
Surveillance Instructions BF SI 4.6.H.-1 and -2." This change would
reflect changes to plant procedures. Such changes may be made by the
licensee in accordance with Technical Specification 6.3.8 and are
acceptable. '

Technical Specification 3.7.A.1, the limiting condition for operation
for the pressure suppression chamber water level and temperature, for
Units 1, 2 and 3, would be changed to delete a reference to exceptions
in Section 3.7.A.2. There are no exceptions to the water level and
temperature limitations specified in 3.7.A.2. This is an editorial
change, has no safety significance, and is therefore acceptable.
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(J) Unit 2 Table 3.7.A "Primary Containment Isolation Valves" would be
revised to indicate that air compressor suction valve FCV-64-139 and
air compressor discharge valve FCV-64-140 are normally closed and stay
closed on an initiating signal. These valves open only when the air
compressor is running and are thus best described as normally closed.
A footnote describing operation of these valves would also be
deleted. This change is descriptive only. It would make the Unit 2
Technical Specifications consistent with Units 1 and 3 and is acceptable.

(K) 'Unit 2 Table 3.7.D "Air Tested Isolation Valves" would be revised to
describe valves 90-254B and 90-255 as radiation monitor suction
valves. These valves are currently listed in Table 3.7.D as radiation
monitor discharge valves. This change is descriptive only, would make
the valve descriptions consistent with the valve nomenclature in the
radiation monitoring system and is acceptable. The revised Unit 2
Technical Specifications would be consistent with the Technical
Specifications for Units 1 and 3.

(L) Unit 3 Table 3.7.A (page 264A) would be revised to describe RCIC steam
line drain valves FSV-71-6A and FSV-71-6B as normally open and going
closed on an initiation signal. The function of the RCIC steam line
drain system requires that these valves be normally open. This change
would make the Table 3.7.A valve descriptions consistent with the
associated isolation instrumentation and is acceptable. The revised
Unit 3 Technical Specifications would be consistent with Units 1 and 2
Technical Specifications (page 252).

(M) For Units 1, 2 and 3 Table 3.7.E would be revised to describe valves
75-57 and 75-58, presently described as "Core Spray to auxiliary
boiler" as "Suppression chamber drain valves." This change would make
the Table 3.7.E descriptions consistent with Table 3.7.A and reflect
actual plant nomenclature. These are editorial changes having no
safety significance and are acceptable.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

The amendments involve changes in requirements with respect to installation or
use of a facility component located within the restricted area as defined in
10 CFR Part 20 and provide additional plant surveillance. 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 radiation exposure. The Commission has previously issued a
proposed finding that the amendments involve no significant hazards
consideration and there has been no public comment on such finding.
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 the amendments.



4.0 CONCLUSION

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.

Principal Contributors: W. Long and R. Clark

Dated: March 31, 1986



