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LICEN'SE ACRS (16) 
Ui1IT

The Nuclear Regulatory Commuission was issued the enclosed Aendment 
No. 8 to Facility Operating License No. MPF-3 which is effective as 
of the date of issuance.  

APaenoment No. 8 consists of changes to the Technical Specifications 
and is in response to your request dated October 31, 1977. Amendment 
No. 8 will delete the requirement for an Annual Operating Report 
in order to be consistent with recent Commission guidance.  

Wle have determined that Aienlaet No. 8 does not authorize a change 
in effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level 
and will not result in any significant environinental 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 Section 51.5(d)(4), 
that an environmental impact statement, negative declaration and 
environniental iopact appraisal need not be .prepared in connection 
with the issuance of this aaendment.

J

DU RNA ME . ..  

D AEO . .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. . .. . . . . .. . .. .. . .. . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .
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Toledo Edison Company 2 - FEB 2 8 1978 

Copies of the Federal Register Notice of Issuance of lmuendment -No. 8 
and the Safety Evaluation Supporting Anendment No. 8 to License No.  
NP-F-3 are also enclosed.  

Sincerely, 

Oi0,~~ r 1 g; by, 
John F. Sto1z 

John F. Stolz, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Branch No. 1 
Division of Project .iangement 

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 3 to License No.  

NPF-3 
2. Federal Register Notice 
3. Safety Evaluation Supporting 

Artendment No. 8 to License 
No. NPF-3 

cc w/enclosures: See page 3
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7oledo Edison Company - 2

cc: Mr. Donald H. Hauser, Esq.  
The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company 
P. 0. Box 5000 
Cleveland, Ohio 44101 

Gerald Charnoff, Esq.  
Shaw, Pittman, Potts and Trowbridge 
1600 M Street, N. W.  
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Leslie denry, Esq.  
Fuller, Seney, Henry and Hodge 
300 Madison Avenue 
Toledo, Ohio 43604 

Mr. Harry R. Johnson 
Ottawa County Courthouse 
Port Clinton, Ohio 43452 

Ohio Departi.ent of Health 
ATITN: Director of Health 
450 East Town Street 
Columbuc, Ohio 43216 

Atomic Energy Control Board 
P. 0. 8ox 1046 
Ottawa Ontario, Canada 

Harold Kahn, Staff Scientist 
Power Siting Comnmission 
361 East Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43216 

Mr. Bruce Blanchard 
Environmental Projects Review 
Department of the Interior 
Room 5321 
18th and C Streets, N. W.  
Washington, D. C. 20240

FEB 2 8 1978
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THE 110LIEW LDSaOU-4X~PANY 

AIMD 

THE CLEVElAND ELECrKTC ILWIUNATIN CQW1-00i 

CURET NO. 50-346 

CAVIS-BESSE NJCLFNR PO4ER STATION, fNr2 iO. 1 

AMEU-1ENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

aenaaent No. 8 
License No. UPF-3 

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

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

3. 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; 

C. Tne issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the co(mon 
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; 
and 

D. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 C•IR Part 
51 of the Comuission's regulations and all applicable require
zents have been satisfied.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amend
ment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License Uo. NPF-3 
is hereby amended to read as follows: 

2.C.(2) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in 
Appendices A and B, as revised through Ameniment 
No. 8, are nereby incorporated in the license.  
Toledo Edison Coinpany shall operate the facility 
in accordance with the Technical Specifications.  

O F F IC E" -)I- .................. ....................... ,........ ...................................... ,...... ..................................... ,..... ..................................... ,... . ......................................... ........................... ...........  

S U R N A M E •)I ............................................ s........................................... . ............................................ , ........................................... .......................................... .................. :. .... ....  
0............  

S U R N A. .. ... .. .. .... ... .. ... .. .. ... .. ..M. . .... .. . ... ... .. .... .. .. .. ..... ... .. ...E. ... .. ... ..... .. .. ... .
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3. This license amendnient is effective as of the date of its issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR RLGZLAT-kRY COMMISSION 

Orig-inal Signed by 
John F. Stolz 

John F. Stolz, Ciief 
Light i-later Reactors Branch No. 1 
Division of Project Management 

Attachmient: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications 

Date of Issuance: FEB 2 8 1978

NRC FORM 318 (9-76) NRCM 0240
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UNITED STATFS NUCLEAR REGULALORY COMISSIiON 

DOCKLT NO. 50-346 

TME 'IOLi EDISON COM4.PaNY 

AND 

THE CLEVEL•'D ELECTRIC ILLMINATING COMPAW-Y 

DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1 

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF A END-MVET 'TO FACILITY 

OPERATING LICENSE 

The U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Conmission (the Commission) has issued 

Aýmendment No. 6 to the Facility Operating License No. NPF-3, issued to hle 

Toledo Edison Company and the Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company, 

for operation of the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. I (the 

facility) located in Ottawa County, Ohio. The amendment is effective as 

of its date of issuance.  

The amiendment will delete the requirement for an Annual Operating 

Report in order to be consistent with Comnission guidance.  

The application for the amendment comlies with the standards and 

requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), 

and the Com. ission's rules and regulations. The Coaisison has made 

appropriate findings as required by the Act and the Comission's rules 

and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the license 

anwendment. Prior public notice of this amendment was not required since 

the amendment does not involve a significant hazards consideration.  

.. . . ... . . .. .. . .. . .. .. . . . . ... . . .. . . . .. . . . ... . . .. . . . ............................................. | .......................................... ............................................. |.......................................  

S U R N A M E -) .... ....... .......... ... ........................................... , .............................................. , ... .. ... . .. ... ... ....... ....................................... .... •......................................  

D A T E -) . .. . ................................ i ...................... ................. , ......................................... . I........................................ , ............................................ ......................................  
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TBhe Cormrission has determined that the issuance of this amenc~nent 

will not result in any significant environmental impact an that pursuant 

to 10 CFR 951(d)(4) an environmental statement or negative declaration 

and environmental imnact appraisal need not be prepared in connection 

with issuance of this amend:ent.  

For further details with respect to this action, see: (1) .kmendment 

No. 8 to License No. NPF-3, and (2) Uie Co-mission's related Safety 

Evaluation supnortinq A.erkiment No. S to License Wo. kPF-3. These items 

are availaole for public inspection at the Coz-ission's Public Document 

Room, 1717 U Street, 1. L . Washington, D. C. 20555 and at the Ida Rupp 

Public Library, 310 M1adison .Street, Port Clinton, OGhio 43452. A copy 

of items (1) and (2) may be obtained upon request addressed to the U. S.  

Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C. 20555, Attention: Director, 

Division of Project Management.  

Dated at Bethesda, Mkaryland, this V day of r•P 1978.  

FOR IhEMR NUCL&AR RGUITA.iORY CO•4ISSIOa 

ofMititll Signed bYi 

Jolm L. Stolz, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Branch No. I Division of Project management 

SEE PREVIOUS YELLOW FOR PREVIOUS CONCURRENCES 

OFI,.,- LWR 1* LWR 1 OELD* LWR I 
S............................................. 

|.................. . ......................... I............................................ .. ..... ........ ............... .............................  SuRNAME BScott/red LEngle GFess JSto ilz - ..  ..... ........ I ...... I ..................................................................  
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UNITED STATES NUOCLPE[R REGULA.ORY CKIMIISSION 

DOC-KET NO. 50-346 

TH1E CLEVEIAcNDt ELECTRIC ILLUWINIIi,44IGG CY N Y 

IS-BESSE NJCLEAR PiVER STATICON ,IT NO. i 

CE OF ISSUAMCE OF AMY&.2NýN"TE . F...ILl..  

OPERAVTING LIMIT 

The U. S. Nuclear Reg atory Corm"' sion (the Coimiiission) has issued 

Amendment No. 8 to the Facili Oper ing License 1o. NPF-3, issued to the 

Toledo dison Company and the Cle land Electric Illuntinating Co••any, 

for operation of the Davis-Bes auc ar Power Station, Unit No. I (the 

facility) located in Ottawa unty, Obi The aeendment is effective as 

of its date of issuance.  

The amendment will elete the recuirement for an Annual Operatinz 

Report in order to be onsistent with Coriarission idace.  

The applicatio for the amaendrIent coptlies with e staniards and 

requirements of e Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amen d (tihe Act), 

and the Cominis on's rules and regulations. The Comnisiso has made.  

apprpriate ndings as required by the Act and the Conniission s rules 

and regul tions in 10 CM Chapter I, which are set forth in the 'cense 

aln• t. Prior p.ublic notice of this amendment was not reouired ince 

the dnent does not involve a significant hazards consideration.
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The Coimiission has determined that the issuance of this amendment 

wi not result in any significant environ-mental ii.aact and that pu uant 

to 10 . 951(d)(4) an enviornmental statement or negative decl ation 

and envir ntal inqoact appraisal need not be prepared in nnection 

with issuance f this avendment.  

For further etails with respect to this actio , see: (I) -Aendment 

No. 8 to License NHo. -F-3, and (2) the Couonis& n's related Safety 

Evaluation supporting -. sent No. 8 to Lic se No. NPF-3. These itens 

are available for public in ction at t, Com.ission's Public... Docuent 

Room, 1717 H Street, N. W'. Wash gtonD C. 20555 and at the Ida Rupp 

Public Library, 310 Madison Street Port Clinton, Ohio 43452. A copy 

of items (1) and (2) may be obta ed n request addressed to the U. S.  

Nuclear Regulatory Coiinission Washington D. C. 20555, Attention: Director, 

Division of Project ?4anage, nt.  

Dated at Bethesda, aryland, this day f 1978.  

FOR THE 'NUCLE R~EGULATORY COMMISSION4 

John F. Stolz, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Bach 'No. I 
Division of Project 1ian, efaent 

OF I E ll LW R 1 LW E LD L-W R 1-*.......... ...................... ...................  
S B. s o tt/'r e d L En ... 6 .s t . ....................o.......................................... ......................................  

DATE ........ ...... . / 2 Z...7.8 ........ . .2 / . 8 ............. ......................................... ......................................  
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SWoITrCY EVALUATION BY TBiE OFFICE OF .... CLLýR R REGULATI..  

3UTIŽLR'1',4 A1 iY01NIT NO. 8 TO LICONSE i4D. NPF-3 

W=LI2D iq)ISO4 CWPA0ŽAay 

CLE•WA-• ELECTRIC ILLUMIN.APING COcRP2A4Y 

DONIS-BESSE NUCLEAR~ XWER2I STATION, WIT I 

tXICKET NO 50-346 

INTfDUCTION 

By letter dated October 31, 1977, the Toledo Edison Cowaliv requested an 
aiendm.ent to Facility Operating License No. NPF-3. The amendment would 
modify the Technical Specifications for the Oavis Besse Nuclear Power 
Station, Unit No. I to delete the requireizent for an Annual Operating 
Report in order to be consistent with the recent Cc.tnission guidance.  

BACLKGm-ULYO 

After two years of experience with the reporting requirem.ents for nuclear 
power reactors, we reviewed the scope of information licensees are 
required to submit in the Licensee Event Repoct (LWLR), Annual Operating 
Report, Monthly Operating Report and the Startup Report. Based on our 
review of LER's we developed a rmodified format for the LER to make this 
document more useful for evaluation purposes. By letters sent in July 
and August 1977, we informed licensees of the new LER format and requested 
that they use it.  

From our review of all licensee reports we deteridined that much of the 
information found in the Annual Operating Report either is addressed 
in the LER's or Mionthly Operating Reports, which are sui•itted in a 
more timely manner, or could be included in these reports with only a 
slight augmentation of the information already supplied. Therefore 
we concluded that the Annual Operating Report could be deleted as 
a Technical Specification requirement if certain additional information 
were provided in the Monthly Operating Reports. As a result we sent 
letters during September 1977 to licensees informing them that a revised 
and improved format for Monthly Operating Reports was available and 
requested that they use it. in addition, licensees were informed that 
if they agreed to use the revised format they sould submit a change 
request to delete the requirement for an Annual Operating Report except 
that occupational exposure data must still be submitted.

DAT E - ....... I .........

NRC ORM318(9-7) NCM 240* U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 1978 - 626.8241NRC FORM• 318 (9-76) NRCMV 0240
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EVALUATIGN 

Repor tin i• _Reir ement s 

The licensee's proposal would delete all but one of the four specified 
items in the Annual Operating Report. The report which tabulates 
occupational exposure on an annual basis is needed and therefore, the 
requireaents to submit this information has been retained. We have 
determined that the failed fuel examination information does not need 
to be supplied routinely by licensees because these type of historical 
data can be obtained in a compiled form from fuel vendors when needed.  
The information concerning forced reductions in power and outages will 
be supplied in the revised Monthly Operating Report rathler than annually.  
The licensee has committed to use the revised Monthly Operating Report 
format beginning with their report for january 1978 as requested.  
we requested, and the licensee agreed to use words consistent with 
the Standard Technical Specifications in Specification 6.9.1.5. This 
agreed to change required modifying the licensee's submittal by changing 
page 6-15. We have concluded that all needed information will be provided 
and deletion of the Annual Operating Report is acceptable.  

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 inipact. Having made this 
determination, we have further concluded that the amendment involves 
an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of environmental 
impact statement or negative declaration and environmental impact 
appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the issuance of 
this amendment.  

Conclusion 

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: 
(1) because the amendment does not involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of accidents previously considered and does 
not involve a significant decrease in a safety margin, 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, and (3) such activities will be con
ducted in compliance with the Coamission'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.  

Dated: FEB 2 8 1978 
SEE PREVIOUS YELLOW FOR PREVIOUS CONCURRENCES 

oFFIC•E. LWR 1* LWR I OELD* LW I1.  .. ... ... ........ ............. ...... ... ........................ ... .... ... ... ................ ..'s ............... . .. .. ........ .S ~ ............................................ ......................................  
SU RNAME 0- IBScott/red LEngle GFess JStot1~ I. 7 . ............. ................ 78-- -........................................................  
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EVALEUATIoN 

.eqrtinq Requireme-nts 

The iicensee's proposal would delete all but one of the four specified 
itemsz iln the Annual Operating Report. The report which tabulates 
occupational exposure-on an annual basis is needed and therefore, the 
requirkients to subm it this information has been retained. We have 
determinr that the failed fuel examination information does not need 
to be supplied routinely by licensees because these type of historical 
data can be obtained in a comtpiled form frow fuel vendors when needed.  
The informat n concerning forced reductions in power and outages will 
be supplied in the revised Monthly Operating Report ratier than annually.  
"The licensee ha cormnmitted to use the revised Monthly Operating Report 
format beginning -'th t1heir report for January 1978 as requested.  
We requested, and t licensee agreed to use words consistent with 
the Standard Technica Specifications in Specification 6.9.1.5. This 
agreed to change requnire Eodifying the licensees submittal by changing 
page 6-15. Wie have conclu*d* that all needed information will be provided 
and deletion of the Annual rating Reiport is acceptable.  

E•nvironmental Consideration 

We have determined that the amendment oes not authorize a change in 
effluent types or total amounts nor an crease in power level and will 
not result in any significant enviromenta impact. Having made this 
determination, we have further concluded tha thie aiiendiment involves 
an action which is insignificant from the st int of environrental 
iimpact statement or negative declaration and envi onrental inipact 
appraisal need not be prepared in connection with e issuance of 
this amendment.  

Conclusion 

we have concluded, based on the considerations discussed a e, that: 
(I) because the amendment does not involve a significant incr ase in tne 
probability or consequences of accidents previously considered nd does 
not involve a significant decrease in a safety margin, the amen nt does 
not involve a significant hazards consideration, (2) there is rea nable 
assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be end gered by operation in the proposed manner, and (3) such activities will be on
ducted in compliance with the Conmission's regulations and the issuan of 
this afendment will not be inimical to the common defense and security 
to the health and safety of the public.  

Dated: 

OFFICE*. LWR LW I OELD . . . 1 ............. -.WR 1 

SURNAME B.Sco.tt/red LEn.......... . ..........  

DAT ->- ...2/ 4 /7 _ 1 ./f 3 .8 ........ ........ .... 2 4 j4 7.8.... ....................... ...................
* U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE3 1976 - 626-62.4NRC FORM 318 (9-76) INRCM 0240



MV' ? ; •977 

uocKet ko. 5U-J40 

lol eauo Ldi son Comipany 
ATi': hIr. Lowell L. Roe 

Vice President, Facilities 
)evel opment 

Euison Plaza 
3UO Mladi son Avenue 
Toleuo, (Ohio 43652 

Gen Ll emen: 

SUbJELI': ISSUANCE Ui A41ENlLDiET NO. 7 FAC-I'LLY OPEAVIK146 LICENSE 
4O. NPF-3 FUk DAVIS-bLSSE NUCLEV" POWER STATION, UNThIT NO. i 

Tiie Nuclear Regulatory (ozmnission nas issued the enclosed A,.ermdi;ent 
No. I to Facility Oiperating License No. i*F-3 which is effective as of 
tne date- of issuance.  

Amendment No. 7 revises license condition ý.C.(3)(K) iy removing the 
stipulation witihin 2.C.(3)(k) for provicing acceptable noise test 
procedures within four (4) months fru date of issuance of License 
NPF-3. Also, license conoition 2.C.(3)(i) is revised by removing 
the stipulation within ?.C.(3)(1) for providing large break spectrum 
analyses within six (6) monUts from date of issuance of License 'F-3.  

Also, oasea upon the stipulation of license conditions 2.C.(J-)(m) and 
Z.{.(3)(q) we find that you have met the stipulations specified in 
these conditions and we nlave Dean inforoiea !y the Office ot inspection 
and Enforceraent that they find you have installed modifications as 
required for license conditions 2...(J)(m) and Z.C.(3)(q).  

Therefore, we find tmat license conditions 2.C.(3)(i) and 2.C(3)(q) 
are no longer necessary and these conaitions are hereny deleted froimi 
Facility Operating License NPF-3 effective as of the date of issuance 
of Arendment No. 7.  

Aienument No. 7 also revises the Technical Specifications, Appendix A, 
to allow surveillance testing frequency for tne Channel Calibration 
of tne Kosemont reactor coolant systevi pressure transinitters to be 
ctianged from once every lzu days to once every eighteen hlonths.  

O F FIC IE0 . ............................................. I ............................................. ........................................... I .......................................... .............................................. ......................................  

S U RN A M r *• . ............................................. .......................................... I ............................................ ........................................... ........................................... .............. .......................  

D A TrE -> .......................................... ....................................... ........................................ ...................................... ............................................ ......................................

* UJI S- GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFI=IZI 1976$ - 62"aNRC ]FORM. 318 (9-76) NR•CKd 024•0



TJ~I .. . . .......~ ~ ''"w~ '" NOV 2 9 1977 

in addition, m-.endlient No. 7 revises the Technical Specifications, 
Appendix A by cnanging the allowable trip setpoint to 7.0 + 1.5 
seconds for Sequence Logic Channel (a) of Table 3.3-4, page 3/4 3-13.  

we have deterTined that Amendment No. 7 does not authiorize a change in 
effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and will 
not resuiT in any significant environmdental 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 lO CFR Section 51.5(d)(4), tnat an environmental 
impact statement, negative decl arati on and environmental impact apprdisal 
neea not be prepared in connection with the issuance of this amendment.  

Copies of tie Federal Register Notice of Issuance of Amoendmnent No. 7 and 
the Safety Evaluation Supporting Amendment No. 7 to License No. NPF-3 
are also enclosed.  

Sincerely, 

Original Signed by 
John F. Stolz 

John F. Stolz, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Branch No. i 
Division of Project triangement 

Enclosures: 
1. imendment No. 7 to License 

No. NPF--3 
2. Federal Register Wotice 
3. Safety Evaluation Supporting 

Amendment No. I to License No. NPF-3 

cc w/enclosures: See page 3

o....... . ....... .......... . ........  
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NOV 29 1977 
Toledo Edison Company - 3 

cc: Mr. Donald H. Hauser, Esq.  
The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company 
P. 0. Box 6000 
Cleveland, Onho 441U1 

Gerald Charnoff, Esq.  
Shaw, Pittman, Potts and Trowbridge 
IdUO M Street, k. W.  
Washington, 0. C. 20036 

Leslie Henry, Esq.  
Fuller, Seney, raenry and Hodge 
30O Madison Avenue 
Toledo, Ohio 436U4 

Mr. Harry R. Johnson 
Ottawa County Courthouse 
Port Clinton, Ohio 43452 

Ohio Department of Health 
ATTN: Director of Health 
450 East Town Street 
Columbuc, Ohio 43216 

Atomic Energy Control Board 
P. 0. Box 1046 
Ottawa Ontario, Canada 

Harold Kahn, Staff Sceintist 
Power Siting Commission 
361 East Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43216 

Mr. Bruce Blanchard 
Environmental Projects Review 
Uepartment of the Interior 
Room 6321 
lth and C Streets, N. W.  
Washington, 0. C. 2U240 

O F C * ............................................. i .............................................. m ............................................. m ........................................... . ............................................. ......................................  
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THE I'OLEU0 EUISUN COMPANY

THE CLEVELANd ELECUIiL ILLUMiINATING CUMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-346 

DAVIS-i3ESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION0 UNIT NO. 1 

AME:4Di.ENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 7 
License No. NPF-3 

i. The Nuclear Regulatory Comiission (tile Comimission) has found that: 

A. -he facility will operate in conformity with the application, 
tne provisions of tne Act, and tve rules and regulations of 

6. Th ere is reasonaole assurance (i) that the activities authorized 
by this amencrenrt can be conducted without endangering the nealth 
and safety of tne public, and (ii) tnat such activities will be 
cunducted in compliance 'with the Commission' s regulations; 

C. The issuance of this aefidmaent will not be inimical to the common 
aefense and security or to the hiealth and safety of the public; 
and 

0. The issuance of this aiendient is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 
51 of the Coa.ission's regulations and all applicable require
mients nave been satisfied.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amenaed oy cnanges to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amend
ment, and paragraphs 2.C.(2) and 2.C.(3)(k) and 2.C.(3)(1) of Facility 
Operating License No. NPF-3 are nereby amended to read as specified 
below. Also the license is amended by deleting license conditions 

.C.(3)(m) and 2.C.(3)(q) to Facility Operating License No. NPF-3.  

2.C.(L) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in 
Appendices A and B, as revised through Amendhlent 
Wo. 1, are hereby incorporated in the license.  
Toledo Edisun Company shall operate the facility 
in accordance with the Techinical Specifications.
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2.C.(3)(k) 

Z.C.(3)(1)

Prior to startup following the first (Ist) 
regularly scheduled refueling outage or no 
later than 26 vontihs froml the issuance of 
tnis license, whichever comes first, Toledo 
Edison Company shall complete tests and 
obtain test results as required by the 
Commission to verify that faults on non
Class IE circuits would not propagate to 
the Class IE circuits in the Reactor 
Protection System and the Engineered Safety 
Features Actuation System.  

Within thirty (3U) days following two (2) 
weeks of sustained reactor power operation 
at a power level of 9U percent or greater 
of rated thermal power, the Toledo Edison 
Company shall provide operating reactor 
coolant system flow data for the facility 
which can be used to document reactor coolant 
system total pressure drops.

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

FOR TrIE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

John F. Stolz, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Branch No.  
Division of Project Management

I

A-'tactiment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specirications 

Uate of Issuance: November 29, 1977

OPIC~ LWR I LWR~ I ~ 1R&m LWR ~k 

SURNAmr~o E.H~y.'tk1 4 ;d. L.Ens Vu JStoil~~~ 
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ATTACIfENT TO LICENSE MIENMENT NO. / 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3 

DOCKET NO. 50-346 

keplace the following pages of the Appenciix "A" Technical Specifications 
with the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment 
numnber and contain vertical lines indicating the area of change. The' 
corresponding overleaf pages are also provided to maintain document 
completeness.  

3/4 3-7 

3/4 3-13
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UNiTED ~SAIES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMM ISSION 

DOCKE' NO. N 0-346 

4HE TOLEjU EDISON COMPANY 

AND 

iHE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUNiNATING COLIPANY 

DAVIS-bESSE NUCLEAR iP-OWER STATION, UNIT NO. I 

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF AMEHiLWENI TO FACILITY 

OPERATING LICENSE 

Tne U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Coiaiission (the Commission) has issued 

Amendment No. 7 to the Facility Uperating License No. NPF-3, issued to the 

Toledo Edison Company and the Cleveland Electric ii iuininating Coiapany, 

for operation of the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. I (the 

facility) iocatea in Ottawa County, Ohio. The amendment is effective as 

of its date of issuance.  

Tnis license is amended by maKioln the appropriate Changes as listed 

to the technical specifications on pages 3/4 3-7 and 3/4 3-13. This 

"license is further amended by changin.g license conditions 2.C.(2), 

2.C.(3)(k) and 2.C.(3)(1) and removing license conditions 2.C.(3)(m) and 

Z.C.(3}tq) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-3. License conditions 

Ž.C.(i)(m)~, and 2.C.(3)(q) nave neen fully satisfied.  

T'le araendment complies with the standards and requirements of the 

AltoiJic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the Co•-'mjission's 

rules and regulations. The Commission has made appropriate findings as 

requirea oy the Act and the Commission's rules and regulations in 10 CFR
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Chapter I, which are set forth In the license amendment. Prior public 

notice of this amendment was not required since the amendnent does not 

involve a significant hazards consiueration.  

Tne Commission has determined that the issuance of this amendment 

will not result in any significant environmental impact, and that pursuant 

to 10 CFR §61.5(d)(4) an environmental impact statement, negative declar

ation or environmental Impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection 

with issuance of this amendment.  

For further details with respect to this action, see: (1) Amendment 

No. I to License No. NPF-3, and (Z) the Commission's related Safety 

Evaluation supporting Amendrent No. 7 to License No. NPF-3. These items 

are available for public inspection at tthe Cotmission's Public Document 

Room, 1/11 H Street, N. W. Washington, U. C. 2U555 and at the Ida Rupp 

Public Library, 310 A•Idison Street, Port Clinton, Ohio 43452. A copy 

of itenis (1) and (2) may be obtained upon request addressed to tile U. S.  

Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, 0. C. 2&656, Attention: Director, 

Division of Project Management.  

iated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 29 day of l 4 e4rii1977.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR RELGULATORY COMMISSION 

John F. Stoiz, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Branch No. 1 
Division of Project Management
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SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

SUPPORTING MAENLM1ENT NO. 1 TO LICENSE NO. NPF-3 

TOLEDO EUISUN CU4PANY 

AND 

CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLLMINATING C01PANY 

UAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION_, UNIT I 

DOCKET NU. 50-346 

INTRODUCTION 

Our Safety Evaluation supporting Amendment No. 7 to Facility Operating 
License No. NPF-3 for the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit I 
addresses six different items. As delineated below, Items (1), (2), (3) 
and (4) refer to licensing conditions 2.C.(3)(k), 2.C.(3)(I), 2.C.(3)(N), 
and 2.C,(J)(q) respectively, as stipulated in NPF-3. Items (5) and (6) 
address changes to the Technical Specifications, Appendix A, to NPF-3 
as requested oy the Toledo Edison Comipany.  

(1) Paragraph 2.C.(3)(k) stipulates as a condition to NPF-3 that: 

"Prior to startup following the first (1st) regularly scheduled 
refueling outage or no later than 26 months from the issuance 
of this license, whichever comes first, Toledo Edison Company shall 
complete tests and obtain test results as required by the Cotuuission 
to verify that faults on non-Class IE circuits would not propagate 
to the Class IE circuits in the Reactor Protection System and tVe 
Engineereo Safety Features Actuation System. In addition, within 
four (4) months from the issuance of this license Toledo Edison 
Company shall provide acceptable noise test procedures in accord
ance with mil. Standard 1990U, Section 4.6.11 (or equivalent) 
for tests to be conducted on the non-Class IE circuits that inter
face with the Reactor Protection System, in order to satisfy the 
objectives of Section 4.6 of IEEE Standard 279.1968." 

(2) Paragraph 2.C.(3)(1) stipulates as a condition to NPF-3 that: 

"Within six (6) months from the issuance of this license, Toledo 
Edison Company snail provide additional supporting analyses for 
the large break spectrum to document the exact margins within 
the ECCS acceptance criteria of 10 CFR 50.4b; and shall provide 
operating reactor coolant system flow data for the facility which 
can be used to aocument reactor coolant system total pressure drops." 

DATE-->...... ........ .........................................

* U." S. GOVE'RNM£NT PRINTING OFF|CEt 1976 -- 626-62.4NRC F•OR.M 318 (9-76) N'RCX 0240



(3) Paragraph &.C.(3)W) stipulates as a condition to WPF-3 that: 

"Witihin six (6) months from tne issuance of this license, Toledo 
Edison Company snall modify the existing low pressure and high 
pressure injection flow indication system to one which has been 
seismically qualified and powered from essential power sources 
witn flow indication in the main control room." 

(4) Paragraph 2.C.(3)(q) stipulates as a condition to NPF-3 that: 

"Within four (4) months from the issuance of this license, Toledo 
Lolson Coopany shall submit an evaluation and proposed modifi
cations, if required, so that the facility design will assure 
adequate breaker coordination and isolation of its onsite system 
in sufficient time to permit the required Class IE equipment to 
operate in the event of offsite grid degradation. Prior to the 
Commission approval of the modification, Toledo Edison Company 
shail maintain the normal operating range for the grid system 
voltage between 98.3 percent to 102.3 percent of rated voltage 
(with corresponding safety-related bus voltage as aefined in 
Attachment 1 of Toledo Edison Company's letter to the Commission 
dated November 13, 1916). In the event the system conditions 
exceed these values, Toledo Edison Company shall proceed in an 
orderly manner to reduce load to 5 percent of rated power and take 
corrective action to stabilize the system to within the values 
stated above prior to return to nigher power levels.' 

(b) oy letter, dated October 27, 1977, the Toledo Edison Company 
requested a change in the Tecinrical Specifications, Appendix A, 
due to recent changes made in the facility design to assure that 
a degracled grid voltage condition does not result in failure of 
safety systemis, or components. These design modifications are 
discussed in item (4) of this Safety Evaluation.  

Specifically, the Toledo Edison Company nas requested that in Table 
3.3-4, page 3/4 3-13, the Trip Setpoint and Aliowable Values for 
tne Sequence Logic Channels, Item a, be changed from l0 + 1.5 
seconds to 7 + 1.b seconds.
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(6) by letter dated July 29, 1977, the Toledo Edison Company requested 
that the Reactor Protection System surveillance requiremients contained 
in tile recninical Specifications be revised to reflect replacement 
ot reactor coolant system pressure transmitters with transmitters 
wnic; winimize drift effects associated with the replaced transmitters 
and allow Channel Calibration frequency to be changed fromt once every 
four .0ont1s to once every eighteen months.  

UISCUSSION AND EVALUATION 

(1) 6y letter, dated may ZS, 1977, the Toledo Edison Company submitted 
noise test procedures for tests that will be conducted on the non
Class IL circuits that interface witiO one complete reactor protection 
channel. We have reviewed the submitted test procedures and nave 
determined that the test procedures are in accordance with Mil.  
Standard 1990U, Section 4.6.11.  

In the submittea noise test procedures, the Toledo Edison Company 
stated that auring the noise tests the reactor protection system 
channel will be observed for any off norm-.al operation of its 
Class IE function.  

by letter dated August 4, 197Y , the Toledo Edisoo Company, at our 
request, provided documentation to assure that appropriate instru
mentation will be provided with the required accuracy and sensitivity 
to monitor by way of bistables any off normal operation of the Class 
iE functions.  

based upon our review of the noise test procedures for any off normal 
operation of the Class IE functions, we find that the Toledo Edison 
Company has met our requirements as stated in Section 7.2 of Supple
ment I to our Safety Evaluation Report.  

Also, the loledo Edison Company has met the stipulations of license 
condition 2.C.(3)(k) requiring tnat acceptable noise test procedures 
be provioed within four (4) |onths fromn the date of issuance of license 
NPF-3. Therefore, condition Z.C.(H)(k) of Facility operating License 
NPF-3 is amended to read: 

O F F'IC E " . ............................................. ............................................. .......................................... I .......................................... .............................................. ......................................  
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"Prior to startup following t-he first (Ist) regularly 
scheduled refueling outage of no later than Z6 months 
from tne issuance of this liceose, whichever comes first, 
Toleoo Edison Company soall coiplete tests and obtain test 
results as required Dy tie Commission to verify that faults 
on non-Class IL circuits would not propagate to the Class 
IE circuits in the Reactor Protection System and the 
Lngineered Safety Features Actuation Systerm." 

(Z) The Toleoo Eoison Company Met Witn tche NRC staff on June 28, 1977 
at wnich time tVe staff specified tho large break analyses required 
to meet the stipulations of iicense conaition 2.C.(3)(l). The analyses 
required were specified to be: (1) a split at the pump discliarge, 
(2) a double ended break at the pufiip discharge, and (3) a double 
ended break at the pump suction, with all three cases specified for 
a 6.66 square foot break and a discnarge coefficient of 1.0. Thle 
above anialyses requireo for license condition 2.C.(3)() were specified 
in our letter of August ?5, 1977 to tne Toledo Edison Company 

Oy letter, dated October 21, 1977, the Toledo Edison Company provided 
trie analyses for the reactor coolant piping large oreak spectrum as 
specified in our letter of August 25, 1977.  

3ecause of aelays in plant operation not anticipated when license 
NPF-3 was issuea, a power level ilas not yet been obtained which 
will provide auequate operating reactor coolant system flow data 
which can be used to document reactor coolant system total pressure 
drops which is in part a requirement of license condition 2.C.(3)(1).  

in their letter of October 24, 197/, the Towedo Edison Company 
Istateu that they will provide the reactor coolant system flow data 
within 3u days following reactor operation at a power level of 90 
percent or greater of rated thermal power.  

5 ased upon the loledo Edison Coi'Ipany's submittal of the required 
large break spectrum analyses, we conclude that the stipulations 
of license condition 2.C.(3)(l) for the submittal of large breaK 
spectrum analyses is no longer necessary. Therefore, condition 
2.C.(3)(l) of Facility Uperating License NPF-3 is amended to read:
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"4ithin tnirty (30) days following two (2) weeks of sustained 
reactor power operation at a power level of 90 percent or 
greater of rated tUier(fdal power, tne loledo Edison Company 
silail provide operating redctor coolant system flow data for 
the facility whicn can be used to document reactor coolant 
systew total pressure drops.  

(i) in Section b.3.2 of our Safety Lvaiuavion Report we discussed the 
aesign of tile facility ef;;eryency cure cooling system design. As 
originally designed, the low pressure injection and Migh presure 
injection flow indication in the ;main control room was non-safety 
grade. £buritt Vie course ot our review, we aiscussea this miatter 
with the Toledo Edison Coopany witn respect to operator action 
required to open tile crosstie between tile two low pressure injection 
lines ano operator action required to open the low pressure injection 
to high pressure injection crosstie valves.  

The Toledo Eoison Company evaluated operator actions with respect to 
the non-safety grade tlow inaication and determined that 0oth the 
low pressure injection ana high pressure injection flow indication 
should De modified from non-safety gra(te to safety grade for the 
fol lowing reasons: 

(a) An operator is required to open the low pressure injection to 
low pressure injection crosstie if tile two (2) low pressure 
injection flows are different by r.-.ore tnan 500 gallons per 
minute. Also, dfter the low pressure injection to lowi pressure 
injection crosstie is openeod the operator is required to equalize 
thne two low pressure injection flows by throttling valves DH 14 A 
and B or Dli I A and b.  

(b) An operator is required to open thne low pressure injection to 
iign pressure crosstie valves if trie low pressure injection 
flow is not greater than 6U0 gallon per minute before the 
borated water storage tank low level trip places the emergency 
core cooling system in tine containment e~iergency sump recircu
lation mode.  

Also, the high pressure flow indication was evaluated as being essential 
to provide the operator an indication that the high pressure injection 
flow is maintained after tne low pressure injection to high pressure 
injection crosstie valves are opened and the emergency core cooling 
system nas gone to tie containment emergency sump recirculation mode.

SURNAM E3 .P ............................................. I .......................................... i.......................................... ........................................... ......................... ....... •.......... ......................................  
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On July 30, 1976, the loledo Eoison Company subtaitted Amendment No.  
36 consisting of Revision No. 20 to the Final Safety Analysis Report.  
Revision .o. 2U included proposed cmiodifications which would provide 
low pressure injection and high pressure injection flow indication 
in the main control room which was seismically qualified and powered 
from essential power sources. Imirmediately thereafter, the foledo 
Edison Company ordered the necessary flow transi-iitters, isolation 
aevices and power supplies required to make the fiouifications.  

by letter, oared 11arca 29, ' 977, the Tol edo Ed son Company intonrmed 
us That they had recently been notified ,y their vendor that the 
properly qualitliea flow trarisritters required to complete the 
installation of the modifications discussed above could not be 
supplied before July 1977. Also, the Toledo Edison Company stated 
that the new flow transmitters would be installed as quickly as 
possible upon site ueiivery.  

Prior to issuance of Facility Operating License No. WPF-3, and based 
upon tne then uncertainty in site delivery of tne new flow transmitters, 
we detercinea that within six months from issuance of said license was 
a reasonaole period of time for the Toledo Edison Comnpany to complete 
the installation of tne modified valve position indication in the 
control room.  

On July 18, 1977, tfie Toledo Edison Company inforrmed us that the 
modified system niad been installed and completed and was in confor
omance with the conditions of Paragrapn 2.C.(3)(m).  

6y faemorandum datea July 22, 1971, tie Oftice ot Inspection and 
Enforcement informed us that the modified low pressure and high 
pressure injection flow indication system was installed in accordance 
with Paragraph L.C.(3)(m).  

6ased upon installation by the Toledo Edison Company of the modified 
low pressure and nigh pressure injection flow indications system, 
whicn has been verified oy thne Office of Inspection and Enforcement 
to De in accordance with Paragraph 2.C.(3)(m), we find that the 
condition stipulated in Paragraph 2.C.(3)(m) has been fully satisfied 
and, therefore, is no longer necessary. Therefore, we conclude that 
Facility Operating License No. itPF-3 can be amended by removing the 
license condition as stated in Paragraph 2.C.(3)(m).
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(4) On Muly 18, 1977 the Toledo Edison Company submitted a suumnary of 
the detailed analysis conducted on their Class IE system and provided 
a description of the proposed modification on the system to assure 
that, in tie event of an ofWsite power degradation, the design will 
detect and isolate the Class IE systems from the degraded offsite 
power source in sufficient time without adversely affecting the 
operaoility of tne safety systems. Based on their analysis the 
Toledo Edison Company identified the following modifications to the 
facility design.  

(a) incorporate an, additional Class IE undervoltage relay on each 
4.16KV safety bus (set at Qu% of nominal voltage) to isolate 
tne safety ouses from their offsite source. These relays will 
provide primary protection and isolation for the existing 
instantaneous undervoltage relays set at 59% of nominal grid 
voltage.  

(W) Provide additional alarms on the essential 4.16KV ouses.  

(c) Modify the existing one amipere fuses for the motor control center 
control power to 2.5 ampere slow blow fuses.  

(W) Revise overcurrent relay setpoints for the essential 4.16KV motors.  

based on our review of the Toledo Edison Company's response submitted 
on july lb, 1977 and the facility modifications described above, we 
conclude that the Toledo Edison Company's response and modifications 
to the facility design meet our requirements as stated in Supplement 
No. I to our Safety Evaluation Report and are acceptable, and fully 
meet the stipulations of license condition 2.C.(i)(q).  

by emiorandum dated October 31, 1977, the Office of Inspection and 
Enforcement informed us that the modiflcations in the facility design, 
as described above, have been installed and completed.  

based upon our conclusions as stated above and upon the installation 
of the modifications to the facility design which have been verified 
to be cmnpleted by the Office of Inspection and Enforcement, we find 
tnat license condition 2.C.(3)(q) is no longer necessary. Therefore, 
Facility Operating License NPF-3 is hereby amended by removing license 
condition 2.C.(3)(q).  

S.............................................. ............................................. ........................................... ............ '-.............................. . ............................................. ......................................  
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(5) As stated in Item (4) above, tnie Toledo Edison Company submitted 
tneir detailed analysis on July 18, 1977 which we evaluated and 
found acceptable.  

in that analysis the Toledo Ldison Company stated that additional 
undervoltage relaying had been added to the 4.1b kilovolt essential 
switch gear ano that the relays functioned on 90 percent voltage 
and a ten second time delay to trip incomIng 4.16 kilovolt source 
oreaKers.  

To increase the margin in the response time of the emergency core 
cooling system, the loiedo Edison Company stated that the ten second 
time delay setting to trip the incoming 4.16 kilovolt source breakers 
would oe cianged to 9 seconds to assure that emergency core cooling 
system low pressure injection was assured within the 30 seconds 
requireG by accident analysis.  

lo assure that' trip tiie will occur in 9 seconos, the Toledo Edison 
Company stated that U.6 second should be deoucted froai the 9 second 
time delay setting to account for inaccuracies and orift in the timer 
and an additional l.s seconds shoulcd oe deducted from the 9 second 
time delay setting for a dead band setting. The inaccuracies and 
drift plus tVe ,ead band setting result in an allowable trip setpoint 
of 7.u( + 1.5 sec anu are in conforuance with the requirements of 
Regulatory Guide 1.105, "Instrument Setpoints," Revision 1, November 
1916.  

Since this change involves an increase in a safety margin, there 
is no significant hazdrds consideration involved. Therefore, based 
upon our review anri acceptance of the Toledo 'Eison Company's 
submittal of July 18, 1977 as stated in Item (4) above, ano the 
conforiaance of tne revised trip setpoint with Regulatory Guide 
1.I05, we find acceptanle the Toledo Edison Company's request for 
specifying an allowable trip setpoint of 7.0 + 1.5 seconds in Table 
3.3-4, page 3/4 3-13 Sequence Logic Channel (i) of the Technical 
Specifications.  

(6) On december 3U, )97b, the Toledo Edison Company submitted Amendment 
No. 43 (Revision No. 20- to the Final Safety Analysis Report). In 
Revision No. 26 the Ioledo Edison Company stated that the narrow 
range Hotorola reactor coolant pressure transmitters would be 
replaced witn-i Rosemont transmitters. The Rosemont 1152 transmitters 
are specified to have no more drift than 2 pounds per square inch 
gauge over an eighteen month period (one-quarter of one percent of 
full scale range - 1700 to 26UU pounds per square inch gauge).  

" " "31 ........... .......... ................. .......... .... ........... ............................. .............. ............................................ .......................................iii~ii~iii!!!!!i! 
0. ................. . .................................
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3y cormparison, the M1otorola transmitters were known to have drift 
greater toan 2 pounos per square inch gauge for various time 
intervals of less than eighteen uonths. It was for this reason 
that we stated in our Safety Lvaluation Report (Section 1.2) that 
the surveillance interval included in the Technical Specifications 
be reduca from 1 rmonths to 4 months until an acceptable drift was 
uenonstrated. The use of the Rosermont 1152 transmitters eliminates 
the need for that reduced interval.  

The Rosemont i115 transmitters are seism;ically and environmentally 
qualified and m1eet the guidelines of the Institute of Electrical and 
Electronic Engineers 279-1971 and are acceptable. Also, the Rosemont 
transmitters ao not require recal ioration more frequent than once 
every eignteen months to meet the guiaelines of the Institute of 
Electrical and Electronic Eiogineers ?19-1971.  

Therefore, we find tne Toledo Ldison Company's request to revise the 
Technical Specifications, Appendix A, on page 3/4 3-0, Table 4.3.-0 
for increasing the Cnaiinel Ca iirration Surveillance Frequencies for 
Functional Units 5, 6, and j from oace every 12U days to once every 
eighteen months to be acceptaole.  

EANVIRUNENT AL CONSIDERATIOU 

We have ter•rined 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 environm•iental i•pact. Having miade tnis determination, we have further concluued that the amenmient involves an action which is insignificant 
from the standpoint of environmental impact, and pursuant to I0 CFR §0l.1(d)(4), 
that an environmental impact statement, negative declaration and environmental 
impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection witn the issuance of this 
amendmen t.  

CUNCLUSION 

We have concluded, based on toe corlsiaerations discussed above, that: (1) 
because the antendnent does not involve a significant increase in the proba
bility or consequences of accidents previously considered or a significant 
decrease in any safety margin, it ooes not involve a significant hazards 
consideration, (2) there is reasonaole assurance that the health and safety 
of the public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, 
and (3) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Co•immission'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. Also, we reaffirm our conclusions as otherwise stated in our Safety Evaluation 
Report.  

oated: November 29, 1977 

SURNAME • 
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6y com.parison, the iMotorola transmiitters were known to have drift 
greater tnan 2 pounds per square inch gauge for various time 
intervals of less than eighteen monti, s.  

fne Rosemont 1152 transmitters are seismically anu environmentally 
qualified aria meet the guiaelines of the Institute of Electrical and 
Electronic Engineers 2/9-1971 and are acceptable. Also, the Rosemont 
transmitters do not require reca ioration more frequent than once 
every eighteen months to meet the guidelines of the Institute of 
Electrical and Electronic Engineers 279-1971.  

Therefore, we find tile Toledo EaiSon Company's request to revise the 
Technical Specifications, Appendix A, on page 3/4 3-7, Table 4.3.-I 
for increasing the Channel Calibration Surveillance Frequencies for 
Functional Units 5, 6, and / from once every 120 days to once every 
eignteen m.iontns to be acceptable.  

ENV I RONvIENTAL CONS I DERAT I0i 

We have determined tnat tile amendfoment 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 lO CFR §51.5fd)(4), 
that an environmental Impact statement, negative declaration and environmental 
impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the issuance of this 
amendiment.  

CuNCLUSIUW 

We nave concluded, oased on the considerations discussed above, that: (1) 
oecause the amendm.ent does not involve a significant increase in the proba
bility or consequences of accidents previously considered or a significant 
decrease in any safety margin, it does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration, (2) there is reasonaule assurance that the health and safety 
of tne puolic will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, 
ana (j) such activities will oe conducted in compliance with the Com•mission's 
regulations and the issuance of tais amendment will not oe inimical to the 
coumoan defense and security or to the healthi and safety of the public. Also, 
we reaffirm our conclusions as otherwise stated in our Safety Evaluation 
Report.  

aUated: 

S LEngle/red iStolz . .... . .  
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