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SUBJECT: AMENDMENT NO. 99 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3; 
COMPANY NUCLEAR REVIEW BOARD MEMBERSHIP QUALIFICATIONS 

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 99 to Facility Operating 
License No. NPF-3 for the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1. This 
amendment consists of changes to the Appendix A Technical Specifications (TSs) 
in response to your application 
December 5, 1985 (No. 1214).  

The amendment revises the Technical Specifications (TSs) for Company Nuclear 
Review Board (CNPRB) membership by delineating the educational and 

"technical experience required for qualification. The amendment also makes a 
minor editorial revision.  

A copy of the Safety Evaluation supporting this amendment is also enclnsed.  
Notice of Issuance will be included in the Commission's biweekly Federal 
Register notice.  

Sincerely, 

/S/ 

Albert W. De Agazio, Project Manager 
PWR Project Directorate #6 
Division of PWR Licensing-B

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 99 to NPF-3 
2. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures: 
See next page
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Fr. J. Williams 
Toledo Edison Company 

cc: 
Donald H. Hauser, Esq.  
The Cleveland Electric 

Illuminating Company 
P. 0. Box 5000 
Cleveland, Ohio 44101 

Mr. Robert F. Peters 
Manaqer, Nuclear Licensing 
Toledo Edison Company 
Edison Plaza 
300 Madison Avenue 
Toledo, Ohio 43652 

Gerald Charnoff, Eso.  
Shaw, Pittman, Potts 

and Trowbridae 
2300 N Street N.W.  
Washington, D.C. 20037 

Mr. Paul M. Smart, President 
Toledo Edison Company 
300 Madison Avenue 
Toledo, Ohio 43652 

Mr. Robert B. Borsum 
Babcock 9 Wilcox 
Nuclear Power Generation 

Division 
Suite 200, 7910 Woodmont Avenue 
Bethesda, Maryland 20814 

Resident Inspector 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
5503 N. State Route 2 
Oak Harbor, Ohio 43449 

Regional Administrator, Region TIT 
U.S. Nuclear Pegulatory Commission 
799 Roosevelt Road 
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

Davis-Pessp Nuclear Power Statier 
Unit No. I 

Ohio Department of Health 
ATTN: Radiological Pealth 

Program Director 
P. 0. Box 118 
Columbus, Ohio 43216 

Attorney General 
Department of Attorney 

General 
30 East Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43271F 

Mr. James W. Harris, Director 
(Addressee Only) 
Division of Power neneration 
Ohio Department of Industrial Pelations 
2323 West 5th Avenue 
P. 0. Box 825 
Columbus, Ohio 43216 

Mr. Harold Kohn, Staff Scientist 
Power Sitino Commission 
361 East Rroad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43216 

President, Board of 
County Commissioners of 
Ottawa County 

Port Clintor, Ohio 43452 

State of Ohio 
Public Utilities Commission 
180 East Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0573



UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY 

AND 

THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-346 

DAVIS-RESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 99 
License No. NPF-3 

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

A. The application for amendment by the Toledo Edison Company and 
The Cleveland Electric Tlluminating Company (the licensees) dated 
December 5, 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 T; 

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

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by 
this amendment can be conducted without endanoering 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 

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

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, 
and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-3 is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 
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Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specificatirns crntaineH in Appendices 
A and B, as revised through Amendment No. 99 , are 
hereby incorporated in the license. The Toiedo Edison 
Company shbil operate the facilitY in accordance with 
the Technical Specifications.  

3. This lic'ense amendment is effective as of its date of issuance.  

FOR THE NIICI.FPR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

John F. Stolz, Director 
PWR Project Directorate #6 
Division of PWP Licensing-R 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Cate of Issuance: February 19, 1987



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSF AMENDMENT NO.99 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3 

COCKFT NO. 50-346 

Replace the following page of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications with 
the attached page. The revised page is identified by Amendment number and 
contains vertical lines indicating the area of change. The correspondino 
overleaf page is also provided to maintain document cnmpleteness.  

Remove Insert 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

COMPOSITION 

6.5.2.2 CNRB shall consist of a Chairman and four or more other members 
appointed by the Senior Vice President, Nuclear. No more than a minority 
of the members of the CNRB shall have line responsibility for the opera
ation of the facility.  

The CNRB members shall hold a Bachelor's degree in an engineering or physical 
science or equivalent experience and a minimum of five years of technical 
experience of which a minimum of three years shall be in one or more of the 
disciplines of 6.5.2.1.a through 6.5.2.1.h. in the aggregate, the membership 
of the committee shall provide specific practical experience in the majority 
of the disciplines of 6.5.2.1.a through 6.5.2.1.h.  

ALTERNATES 

6.5.2.3 All alternate members shall be appointed in writing by the CNRB 
Chairman; however, no more than two alternates shall participate as 
voting members in CNRB activities at any one time.  

CONSULTANTS 

6.5.2.4 Consultants shall be utilized as determined by the CNRB Chairman to 
provide expert advice to the CNRB.  

MEETING FREQUENCY 

6.5.2.5 The CNRB shall meet at least once per calendar quarter during the 
initial year of unit operation following fuel loading and at least once per 
six months thereafter.  

QUORUM 

6.5.2.6 A quorum of CNRB shall consist of the Chairman or his designated 
alternate and at least half of the appointed CNRB members or their alternates.  
No more than a minority of the quorum shall have line responsibility for 
operation of the facility.

Amendment No. Ml, 77, 70,M, 99DAVIS-BESSE UNIT 1 6-9



ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

REVIEW 

6.5.2.7 The Company Nuclear Review Board 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.  

b. Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems which 
involve an unreviewed safety question as defined in Section 

50.59, 10 CFR.  

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

d. Proposed changes in Technical Specifications or this Operating 
License.  

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

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

g- ALL REPORTABLE EVENTS.  

h. All recognized indications of an unanticipated deficiency in 

some aspect of design or operation of safety related structures, 

systems, or components.  

i. Reports and meetings minutes of the Station Review Board.

DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 Amendment No. 936-10



UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

SAFETY EVALUATION FY THE OFFICF OF NUCLEAF REACTOR REGULATION 

SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 99 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3 

TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY 

AND 

THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY 

DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1 

DOCKET NO. 50-346 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

By letter dated December 5, 1985, Toledo Edison Company, the licensee, made 
application for amendment to Facility Operating License No. NPF-3 for the 
Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1. The proposed change 
concerns revisions to the Technical Specifications (TSs) for the 
Company Nuclear Review Board (CNRB), deleting the present membership list, 
but including the minimum number and the oualification and experience 
requirements for CNRB membership.  

2.0 EVALUATION 

The licensee proposes to delete the nine specific positions row 
designated in TS Section 6.5.2.2, Composition of the CNRB, and replace 
these designations with the general requirements promulgated by Standard 
Technical Specifications (STS) for Babcock and Wilcox PWPs, NUREG-0103, 
Revision 4, and by Section 4.3 of ANSI Standard N18.7-1976 (ANS 3.2).  
These new requirements will specify an independent review committee 
composed of a minimum of a Chairman and four other members with a 
minority of the members having line operational responsibilities.  
Competent alternates are permitted if designated by writing in advance.  

The licensee has further specified the minimum training and experience 
requirements of CNRB members as a Bachelor's degree in engineering or 
physical science or equivalent experience of which at least three years 
shall be in one or more of the designated technical areas in TS Section 
6.5.2.1. The members, selected by Senior Vice President, Nuclear, 
provide practical experience in the majority of these areas. The 
licensee has also deleted the phrase "to serve on a temporary basis" 
from Section 6.5.2.3, Alternates, since it is an undefined phrase.  
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Our review of the above proposed chances indicates that the provisions for 
the selection of CNRB members meet the guidance provided in the Standard 
Review Plan, NUREG-0800 and the STS. The proposed chance provides the 
licensee more flexibility in selectino qualified CNRB members since the 
existing TS specifies membership by position titles and not by training and 
experience. The proposed TS indicates how and by whom the members are 
selected. The Senior Vice President, Nuclear, who appoints the members is a 
new organizational position, not described in the present TSs but is included 
in a proposed organization change that will be reviewed in another safety 
evaluation.  

Deleting the phrase from Section 6.5.2.3 does not change the alternate 
membership requirements since they are required to have the same qualifications 
as members and are still limited to a minority of the board.  

We find the above changes acceptable.  

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

This amendment involves changes in recordkeeping, reporting, or 
administrative procedures or requirements. Accordingly, this amendment 
meets the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 
10 CFR 51.22(c)(10). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental 
impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in 
connection with the issuance of this amendment.  

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 this amendment will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.  

Dated: February 19, 1987 

Principal Contributors: 
Ken Ridgway


