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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

November 14, 1995

Mr. John P. Stet:z

Vice President - Nuclear, Davis Besse
Centerior Service Company

c/o Toledo Edison Company
Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station
5501 North State Route 2

Oak Harbor, OH 43449

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT NO. 201 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3 -
DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1 (TAC NO. M92805)

Dear Mr. Stetz:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 201 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF-3 for the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station (DBNPS),
Unit No. 1. The amendment revises the Technical Specifications (TS) in
response to your application dated June 23, 1995, and facsimile transmission
dated October 31, 1995.

This amendment relocates TS 3/4.3.3.3, "Seismic Instrumentation;"

TS 3/4.3.3.4, "Metearological Instrumentation;" and TS 3/4.4.11, "Reactor
Coolant System Vents;" and the Bases for each of the three sections from the
TS to the Updated Safety Analysis Report, and eliminates the special reporting
requirements for inoperable seismic and meteorological monitoring
instrumentation from TS 6.9.2. These changes are consistent with the intent
of NUREG-1430, Revision 1, "Improved Standard Technical Specifications for
Babcock and Wilcox Reactors," dated April 7, 1995.

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of issuance will be
included in the Commission’s next biweekly Federal Reqgister notice.

Sincerely,
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Linda L. Gundrum, Project Manager
Project Directorate III-3

Division of Reactor Projects III/IV
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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UNITED STATES -
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY
CENTERIOR SERVICE COMPANY
AND
THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY
DOCKET NO. 50-346
DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POMER STATION, UNIT NO. 1
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No.Z201
License No. NPF-3

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

A.

The application for amendment by the Toledo Edison Company,
Centerior Service Company, and the Cleveland Electric I1luminating
Company (the licensees) dated June 23, 1995, and facsimile
transmission dated October 31, 1995, 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.

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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(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised
through Amendment No.201 , are hereby incorporated in the license.
The Toledo Edison Company shall operate the facility in accordance
with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance and shall
be implemented not later than 90 days after issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Koo ) s nctriorn

Linda L. Gundrum, Project Manager
Project Directorate III-3

Division of Reactor Projects III/IV
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment: Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of issuance: November 14, 1995



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 201
FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3

DOCKET NO. 50-346

Replace the following pages of thé Appendix "A" Technical Specifications with
the attached pages. The revised pages are identified by amendment number and
contain vertical lines indicating the area of change.

Remove Insert

v IV

v v

IX IX

3/4 3-37 3/4 3-37
3/4 3-38 -

3/4 3-39 -—

3/4 3-40 -—

3/4 3-41 -

3/4 3-42 —

3/4 4-32 -

B 3/4 3-2 B 3/4 3-2
B 3/4 4-13 B 3/4 4-13
6-18 6-18



INDEX
LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SECTION PAGE
3/4.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS
3/4.2.1 AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE. . . . . . . . . . . ¢+ . . . 3/4 2-1
3/4.2.2 NUCLEAR HEAT FLUX HOT CHANNEL FACTOR - Fo. . . . . . 3/4 2-5
3/4.2.3 NUCLEAR ENTHALPY RISE HOT CHANNEL FACTOR - F“M,. .. 3/4 2-7
3/4.2.4 QUADRANT POWER TILT. . . . . . ¢ ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ o0 o o 3/4 2-9
3/4.2.5 DNB PARAMETERS. . . . . . ¢« ¢ v v ¢ v v v v ¢ o o & 3/4 2-13
3/4.3 INSTRUMENTATION
3/4.3.1 REACTOR PROTECTION SYSTEM INSTRUMENTATION . . . . . 3/4 3-1
3/4.3.2 SAFETY SYSTEM INSTRUMENTATION
Safety Features Actuation System. . . . . . . . .. 3/4 3-9
Steam and Feed Rupture Control System . . . . . . . 3/4 3-23
Anticipatory Reactor Trip System. . . . . . . . . . 3/4 3-30a
3/4.3.3 MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION
Radiation Monitoring Instrumentation. . . . . . . . 3/4 3-31
Incore Detectors. . . . . . . . . . ..o o .. 3/4 3-35
Deleted . . . . . . . . . ... L. 3/4 3-37
Deleted . . . . . . ¢ & ¢ 4 i i e e e e e e e e e 3/4 3-40
Remote Shutdown Instrumentation . . . . . . . . .. 3/4 3-43
Post-Accident Monitoring Instrumentation. . . . . . 3/4 3-46
Deleted
Waste Gas System Oxygen Monitor . . . . . . . . . . 3/4 3-57
3/8.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM
3/4.4.1 COOLANT LOOPS AND COOLANT CIRCULATION
Startup and Power Operation . . . . . . . . . . .. 3/4 4-1
Shutdown and Hot Standby. . . . . . . .. .. ... 3/4 4-2
3/4.4.2  SAFETY VALVES - SHUTDOWN. . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3/4 4-3
3/4.4.3  SAFETY VALVES AND PILOT OPERATED RELIEF VALVE -
OPERATING. . . . . & & v v v v 4 et e e e v o v 3/4 4-4
DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 v Amendment No. -38;8671345135+

74, 201



LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SECTEON PAGE
3/4.4.4 PRESSURIZER . . . . . . ¢ ¢ v v v v v v v v o o o 3/4 4-5
3/4.4.5 STEAM GENERATORS. . . . . . . . . . ¢ ¢ v v v v o 3/4 4-6
3/4.4.6 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM LEAKAGE

Leakage Detection Systems . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3/4 4-13

Operational leakage . . . . . . . .+ . ¢ o . o . .. 3/4 4-15
3/4.4.7 CHEMISTRY . . . . . . . . . v o v v v v v v v v v 3/4 4-17
3/4.4.8 SPECIFIC ACTIVITY . . . . . . . .« ¢ o o v v v o 3/4 4-20
3/4.4.9 PRESSURE/TEMPERATURE LIMITS

Reactor Coolant System. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 3/4 4-24

Pressurizer . . . . . . « ¢ v v v o v v e e e e 3/4 4-29
3/4.4.10 STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY. . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 3/4 4-30
3/4.4.11 Deleted . . . . . . . . . . o o e e e 3/4 4-32 |

3/4.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

3/4.5.1 CORE FLOODING TANKS . . . . . . . . . . o o o .. 3/4 5-1
3/4.5.2  ECCS SUBSYSTEMS - T, > 280F. . . . ... . ... 3/4 5-3
3/4.5.3 ECCS SUBSYSTEMS - T, <280F. . . . . ... ... 3/4 5-6
3/4.5.4 BORATED WATER STORAGE TANK. . . . . . . . . . . .. 3/4 5-7

DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 ) Amendment No. 1355 201



INDEX

BASES
SECTION PAGE
374.0 APPLICABILITY . . . . . . . v v v v o v oo v o o v B 3/4 0-1
3/4.1 REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS
3/4.1.1 BORATION CONTROL. . . . . . . . « o v v v o o o o B 3/4 1-1
3/4.1.2 BORATION SYSTEMS. . . . . . . . . . .+« oo oo B 3/4 1-2
3/4.1.3 MOVABLE CONTROL ASSEMBLIES. . . . . . . . . . . .. B 3/4 1-3
3/4.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS . . . . . « « ¢ « ¢« ¢« « o & B 3/4 2-1
3/4.3 INSTRUMENTATION
3/4.3.1 and 3/4.3.2 REACTOR PROTECTION SYSTEM AND SAFETY

SYSTEMS INSTRUMENTATION . . . . . + « ¢« ¢« « « « .« . B 3/4 3-1
3/4.3.3 MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION. . . . . . « « « ¢« « « & B 3/4 3-2
3/4.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM
3/4.4.1 REACTOR COOLANT LOOPS . . . . . . . ¢ v o v o o o B 3/4 4-1
3/4.4.2 and 3/4.4.3 SAFETY VALVES . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B 3/4 4-1
3/4.4.4 PRESSURIZER . . . . . . . v v v v v v v v v o v v B 3/4 4-2
3/4.4.5 STEAM GENERATORS. . . . . . .« « . ¢ v o v o v v o B 3/4 4-2
3/4.4.6 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM LEAKAGE. . . . . . . . . . . B 3/4 4-4
3/4.4.7 CHEMISTRY . . . . . . . o v o v v o v v v v o o ot B 3/4 4-5
3/4.4.8 SPECIFIC ACTIVITY. . . . . .« o ¢ v v 0o v v v v v B 3/4 4-5
3/4.4.9 PRESSURE/TEMPERATURE LIMITS . . . . . . . . . . .. B 3/4 4-6
3/4.4.10 STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY . . . . . . . . ¢ ¢ o o o o B 3/4 4-13
3/4.4.11 Deleted . . . . . . .« o v v v v v oo oo B 3/4 4-13 |
DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 IX Amendment No. 335, 201



DELETED

(Pages 3/4 3-37 through 3/4 3-42 have been deleted.)
The next page is page 3/4 3-43.

DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 3/4 3-37 Amendment No.201




3/4.3 INSTRUMENTATION
BASES

3/4.3.3 MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION

3/4.3.3.1 RADIATION MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION

The OPERABILITY of the radiation monitoring channels ensures that 1) the
radiation levels are continually measured in the areas served by the
individual channels and 2) the alarm or automatic action is initiated when the
radiation level trip setpoint is exceeded.

3/4.3.3.2 INCORE DETECTORS

The OPERABILITY of the incore detectors ensures that the measurements obtained
from use of this system accurately represent the spatial neutron flux
distribution of the reactor core. See Bases Figures 3-1 and 3-2 for examples
of acceptable minimum incore detector arrangements.

3/4.3.3.3 SEISMIC INSTRUMENTATION

Deleted
3/4.3.3.4 METEOROLOGICAL INSTRUMENTATION

Deleted

3/4.3.3.5 REMOTE SHUTDOWN INSTRUMENTATION

The OPERABILITY of the remote shutdown instrumentation ensures that
sufficient capability is available to permit shutdown and maintenance of

DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 B 3/4 3-2 Amendment No. 201
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REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM
BASES

3/4.4.10 STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY

The inspection programs for ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components, except
steam generator tubes, ensure that the structural integrity of these
components will be maintained at an acceptable level throughout the life of
the plant. To the extent applicable, the inspection program for these
component; is in compliance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code.

The internals vent valves are provided to relieve the pressure generated by
steaming in the core following a LOCA so that the core remains sufficiently
covered. Inspection and manual actuation of the internals vent valves 1)
ensure OPERABILITY, 2) ensure that the valves are not stuck open during normal
operation, and 3) demonstrate that the valves are fully open at the forces
equivalent to the differential pressures assumed in the safety analysis.

3.4.4.11 HIGH POINT VENTS
Deleted

DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 B 3/4 4-13 Amendment No.—-85, 201



ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
SPECIAL REPORTS

6.9.2 Special reports shall be submitted to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4 within the time period specified for
each report. These reports shall be submitted covering the activities
identified below pursuant to the requirements of the applicable reference
specifications:

a. ECCS Actuation, Specifications 3.5.2 and 3.5.3.

b. Deleted
c. Deleted
d. Deleted
e. Deleted
f. Deleted

g. Inoperable Remote Shutdown System control circuit(s) or transfer
switch(es) required for a serious control room or cable spreading
room fire, Specification 3.3.3.5.2.

6.10 RECORD RETENTION

6.10.1 The following records shall be retained for at least five years:

a. Records and logs of facility operation covering time interval at
each power level.

b. Records and logs of principal maintenance activities, inspections,
repair and replacement of principal items of equipment related to
nuclear safety.

c. A1l REPORTABLE EVENTS.

d. Records of surveillance activities, inspections and calibrations
required by these Technical Specifications.

e. Records of changes made to Operating Procedures.
f. Records of radioactive shipments.

g. Records of sealed source and fission detector leak tests and

results.
h. Records of annual physical inventory of all sealed source material
of record.
DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 6-18 Amendment 9;12;65;8651086,

13571761H45187, 201
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SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 201 70 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3
TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY
CENTERIOR SERVICE 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 June 23, 1995, the Toledo Edison Company, Centerior Service
Company, and the Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company (the licensees),
submitted a request for changes to the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station
(DBNPS) Technical Specifications (T1S). By facsimile transmission dated
‘October 31, 1995, the licensee transmitted a revised TS page to reflect a
clarification to the amendment application. The clarification was the result
of telephone conversation with the staff, as discussed in the evaluation
below, and were not outside the scope of the original no significant hazards
determination. The regquested amendment would relocate TS 3/4.3.3.3, "Seismic
Instrumentation;" TS 3/4.3.3.4, "Meteorological Instrumentation;" and TS
3/4.4.11, "Reactor Coolant System Vents;" and the Bases for each of these
three TS sections from the TS to the Updated Safety Analysis Report (USAR),
and eliminates the special reporting requirements for inoperable seismic and
meteorological monitering instrumentation from TS 6.9.2.

2.0 BACKGROUND

Section 182a of the Atomic Energy Act (the "Act") requires applicants for
nuclear power plant operating licenses to include TS as part of the license.
The Commission’s regulatory requirements related to the content of TS are set
forth in 10 CFR 50.36. That regulation requires that the TS include items in
five specific categories, including (1) safety limits, limiting safety system
settings and 1imiting control settings; (2) 1imiting conditions for operation;
(3) surveillance requirements; (4) design features; and (5) administrative
controls. However, the regulation does not specify the particular
requirements to be included in a plant’s TS.

The Commission has provided guidance for the contents of TS in its "Final
Policy Statement on Technical Specifications Improvements for Nuclear Power
Reactors” ("Final Policy Statement"), 58 FR 39132 (July 22, 1993), in which

5112002643 951114
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-2 -

the Commission indicated that compliance with the Final Policy Statement
satisfies Section 182a of the Act. In particular, the Commission indicated
that certain items could be relocated from the TS to licensee-controlled
documents, consistent with the standard enunciated in Portland General
Electric Co. (Trojan Nuclear Plant), ALAB-531, 9 NRC 263, 273 (1979). In that
case, the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board indicated that "technical
specifications are to be reserved for those matters as to which the imposition
of rigid conditions or limitations upon reactor operation is deemed necessary
to obviate the possibility of an abnormal situation or event giving rise to an
immediate threat to the public health and safety.”

Consistent with this approach, the Final Policy Statement identified four
criteria to be used in determining whether a particular matter is required to
be included in the TS. These criteria were subsequently incorporated into the
regulations by an amendment to 10 CFR 50.36, 60 CFR 36953 (July 19, 1995).

The criteria incorporated into the rule are as follows:

(1) Installed instrumentation that is used to detect, and indicate in the
control room, a significant abnormal degradation of the reactor coolant
pressure boundary;

(2) a process variable, design feature, or operating restriction that is
an initial condition of a Design Basis Accident or Transient analysis that
either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to the integrity of
a fission product barrier;

(3) a structure, system, or component that is part of the primary success
path and which functions or actuates to mitigate a Design Basis Accident
or Transient that either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to
the integrity of a fission product barrier;

(4) a structure, system, or component which operating experience or
probabilistic safe}y assessment has shown to be significant to public
health and safety.

As a result, existing TS requirements which fall within or satisfy any of the
criteria must be retained in the TS, while those TS requirements which do not
fall within or satisfy these criteria may be relocated to other, licensee-
controlled documents.

' The Commission recently adopted amendments to 10 CFR 50.36, pursuant to
which the rule was revised to codify and incorporate these criteria. See Final
Rule, "Technical Specifications," 60 FR 36953 (July 19, 1995). The Commission
indicated that reactor core isolation cooling, isolation condenser, residual heat
removal, standby liquid control, and recirculation pump trip systems are to be
included in the Technical Specifications under Criterion 4, although it recognized
that other structures, systems and components could also meet this criterion, 60
FR 36956.



3.0 EVALUATION

3/4.3.3.3 Seismic Monitoring Instrumentation

Section VI(a)(3) of Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 100, requires that seismic
monitoring instrumentation be provided to promptly determine the response of
those nuclear power plant features important to safety in the event of an
earthquake. This capability is required to allow for a comparison of the
measured response to that used in the design basis for the unit. Comparison
of such data is needed to (1) determine whether the plant can continue to be
operated safely, and (2) permit such timely action as may be appropriate. The
requirements do not address the need for seismic monitoring instrumentation
that would automatically shut down the plant when an earthquake occurs which
exceeds a predetermined intensity. The licensee has proposed to relocate
these provisions to the USAR such that future changes to the operation and
surveillance of the seismic monitoring instrumentation could be changed under
10 CFR 50.59.

The capability of the plant to withstand a seismic event or other design-basis
accident is determined by the initial design and construction of systems,
structures, and components. The instrumentation is used to alert operators to
the seismic event and evaluate the plant response. The Final Policy Statement
explained that instrumentation to detect precursors to reactor coolant
pressure boundary leakage, such as seismic instrumentation, is not included in
the first criterion (58 FR 39137). As discussed above, the seismic
instrumentation does not serve as a protective design feature or part of a
primary success path for events which challenge fission product barriers.

Accordingly, the staff has concluded that the requirements for seismic
monitoring instrumentation do not meet the 10 CFR 50.36 criteria for inclusion
in the TS. In addition, the staff finds that sufficient regulatory controls
exist under 10 CFR 50.59 to assure continued protection of public health and
safety. The 1imiting conditions for operation and surveillance requirements
for seismic monitoring instrumentation may be removed from the standard
technical specifications.

3/4.3.3.4 Meteorological Instrumentation

~ The meteorological instrumentation is used to measure environmental parameters
(wind direction, speed, and air temperature differences) which may affect the
distribution of radioactive effluents following a release of radioactive
material. In 10 CFR 50.47, "Emergency Plans," and 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E,
"Emergency Planning and Preparedness for Production and Utilization
Facilities," the Commission requires power plant licensees to provide
reasonable assurance that adequate protective measures can and will be taken
in the event of a radiological emergency. Timely access to accurate local
meteorological data is important for estimating potential radiation doses to
the public and for determining appropriate protective measures. In

10 CFR 50.36a(a)(2), the Commission requires nuclear power plant licensees

to submit annual reports specifying the quantity of each of the principal
radionuclides released to unrestricted areas in liquid and airborne effluents
and such other information as may be required by the NRC to estimate maximum
potential annual radiation doses to the public. A knowledge of meteorological
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conditions in the vicinity of the reactor is important in providing a basis
for estimating annual radiation doses resulting from radioactive materials
released in airborne effluents. Accordingly, the meteorological monitoring
instrumentation serves a useful function in estimating radiation doses to the
public from either routine or accidental releases of radioactive materials to
the atmosphere. The licensee has proposed to relocate these provisions to the
USAR such that future changes to the operation and surveillance of the
meteorological monitoring instrumentation could be changed under 10 CFR 50.59.
The meteorological monitoring instrumentation does not serve a primary
protective function so as to warrant inclusion in the TS in accordance with
the criteria of the Final Policy Statement. The instrumentation does not
serve to ensure that the plant is operated within the bounds of initial
conditions assumed in design basis accident and transient analyses or that the
plant will be operated to preclude transients or accidents. Likewise, the
meteorological instrumentation does not serve as part of the primary success
path of a safety sequence analysis used to demonstrate that the consequences
of these events are within the appropriate acceptance criteria.

Accordingly, the staff has concluded that the requirements for meteorological
monitoring instrumentation do not meet the 10 CFR 50.36 criteria for inclusion
in the TS. In addition, the staff finds that sufficient regulatory controls
exist under 10 CFR 50.59 to assure continued protection of the public health
and safety. The limiting conditions for operation and surveillance
requirements for meteorological monitoring instrumentation may be removed from
the standard technical specifications.

3/4.4.11 Reactor Coolant System Vents

The reactor coolant vents described in this section do not include the pilot
operated relief valve (PORV) which is included in TS section 3/4.4.3. The
reactor coolant vents in TS 3/4.4.11 were installed to vent noncondensible
gases and steam from the RCS that could inhibit natural circulation core
cooling following any event involving a lToss of offsite power and requiring
Tong term cooling, such as a small-break loss-of-coolant accident (SBLOCA).
The vent paths have restrictive orifices sized such that an inadvertent
opening could not cause the reactor coolant system to depressurize when all
pressurizer heaters are energized. Although available for use, the vents are
not required to operate to mitigate any design basis accident or transient.
The reactor coolant vents described in TS 3/4.4.11 do not serve a primary
protective function so as to warrant inclusion in the TS in accordance with
the criteria of the Final Policy Statement. The licensee has proposed to
relocate these provisions to the USAR such that future changes to the
operation and surveillance of the reactor coolant vents could be changed under
10 CFR 50.59.

The reactor coolant vents are not used to detect or indicate in the control
room, a significant abnormal degradation of the reactor coolant system (RCS)
pressure boundary. As described in USAR Section 6.3.3.1.4, "Discussion of
Noncondensible Gases,"™ DBNPS design basis events do not generate sufficient
noncondensible gases to block natural circulation. The DBNPS SBLOCA analyses
take credit for reflux cooling (coupled heat transfer from the RCS to the
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steam generator secondary side) to keep the reactor cool in the event of an
interruption of natural circulation due to the accumulation of steam in the
RCS loop. Operation of the vents is not assumed in the USAR Chapter 15 safety
analysis, as the vents are not part of the primary success path. Therefore,
the vents do not serve to ensure that the plant is operated within the bounds
of initial conditions assumed in design basis accident and transient analyses
or that the plant will be operated to preclude transients or accidents.
Likewise, the vents do not serve as part of the primary success path of a
safety sequence analysis used to demonstrate that the consequences of these
events are within the appropriate acceptance criteria. Results of the DBNPS
probabilistic risk assessment (i.e. individual plant examination) indicate
that the RCS vents are not significant in the mitigation of any design basis
accident.

Accordingly, the staff has concluded that the requirements for the RCS vents
currently described in TS 3/4.4.11 do not meet the 10 CFR 50.36 criteria for
inclusion in the TS. In addition, the staff finds sufficient regulatory
controls exist under 10 CFR 50.59 to assure continued protection of the public
health and safety. The current TS that prescribes the control and testing of
the RCS vents may be relocated to the USAR with no changes, and the valves
will continue to be operated and tested in the same manner as currently
specified.

6.9.2 - Special Reports

The Special Reports section 6.9.2 of the TS currently requires reporting if
either the seismic monitoring instrumentation or the meteorological monitoring
instrumentation is inoperable. Since the licensee proposes to relocate both
TS requirements for seismic monitoring instrumentation and meteorological
monitoring instrumentation, the licensee proposes to eliminate the special
reporting requirements. The licensee will evaluate the unavailability of both
of these instrumentation systems in accordance with the reporting requirements
of 10 CFR 50.72, "Immediate Notification Requirements for Operating Nuclear
Reactors," and 10 CFR 50.73, "Licensee Event Report System." During staff
review, it was noted that the reporting requirement, TS 6.9.2(d), which
requires a report seismic event analysis, references TS 4.3.3.3.2. Since the
licensees’ request was to relocate TS 3/4.3.3.3, the staff communicated with
the Ticensee. The licensee submitted a facsimile revising page 6-18,
indicating TS 6.9.2(d) as "deleted."

Accordingly, the staff has concluded that eliminating the special reporting
requirements is an administrative change that will be replaced by the
reporting requirements of 10 CFR 50.72 and 10 CFR 50.73. This administrative
change will have no effect on the health and safety of the public. Therefore,
the staff finds this change acceptable.

In conclusion, these specific requirements for the seismic monitoring
instrumentation, meteorological monitoring instrumentation system, and RCS
vents, as currently described in TS 3/4.4.11, are not required to be in the TS
under 10 CFR 50.36 or § 182a of the Atomic Energy Act, and are not required to
obviate the possibility of an abnormal situation or event giving rise to an
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immediate threat to the public health and safety. Further, they do not fall
within any of the four criteria set forth in the Commission’s Final Policy
Statement and subsequently incorporated into 10 CFR 50.36. In addition, the
staff finds that sufficient regulatory controls exist under 10 CFR 50.59 to
address future changes to these requirements. Accordingly, the staff has
concluded that these requirements may be relocated from the TS to the
licensee’s USAR.

4.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission’s regulations, the Ohio State official was
notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official had no

comments.
5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
facility component Tocated within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20 or changes a surveillance requirement. The staff has determined that
the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts, and no
significant change in the types, of any effluent that may be released offsite,
and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously issued a
proposed finding that the amendment involves no significant hazards
consideration and there has been no public comment on such finding (60 FR
39455). Accordingly, the amendment meets 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 amendment.

6.0 CONCLUSION

The staff has 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, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations,
and (3) the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributor: Linda L. Gundrum
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