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Subject: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NO. 52 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE
NPF-21 - WPPSS NUCLEAR PROJECT NO. 2 (TAC NO 61014)

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 52
to Facility Operating License NPF-21 to the Washington Public Power Supply
System for WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2, located in Benton County near Richland,
Washington. This amendment is in response to your letters dated March 21,
April 10, and June 5, 1986, and March 13, 1987.

This amendment revises Secticn 3.7.1.3 (Ultimate Heat Sink) of the WNP-2 Tech-
nical Specifications to permit the two spray ponds that comprise the Ultimate
Heat Sink to be used individually for dissipation of heat during the

refueling operational mode.

A copy of the related safety evaluation supporting Amendment No. 52 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF-21 is enclosed.

Sincerely,

original signed by Robert Samworth

Robert B. Samworth, Senior Project Manager

Project Directorate V

Division of Reactor Projects - I1II, IV, V
& Special Projects

O0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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— UNITED STATES —
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

April 4, 1988

Docket No. 50-397

Mr. G. C. Sorensen, Manager
Regulatory Programs

Washington Public Power Supply System
P.0. Box 968

3000 George Washington Way

Richland, Washington 99352

Dear Mr. Sorensen:

Subject: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NO. 52 7O FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE
NPF-21 - WPPSS NUCLEAR PROJECT NO. 2 (TAC NO 61014)

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 52
to Facility Operating License NPF-21 to the Washington Public Power Supply
System for WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2, located in Benton County near Richland,
Washington. This amendment is in response to your letters dated March 21,
April 10, and June 5, 1986, and March 13, 1987, '

This amendment revises Section 3.7.1.3 (Ultimate Heat Sink) of the WNP-2 Tech-
nical Specifications to permit the two spray ponds that comprise the Ultimate
Heat Sink to be used individually for dissipation of heat during the

refueling operational mode.

A copy of the related safety evaluation supporting Amendment No. 52 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF-21 is enclosed.

Sincerely,
,4f5;412{zﬂf ,béé;néuazéﬁf/

Robert B. Samworth, Senior Project Manager

Project Directorate V

Division of Reactor Projects - III, IV, V
& Special Projects

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures:

1. Amendment No. 52 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF-21

2. Safety Evaluation

cc w/enclosures:
See next page
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Mr. G. C. Sorensen, Manager
Washington Public Power Supply System

cc:
Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esq.
Bishop, Cook, Purcell

& Reynolds
1400 L Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20005-3502

Mr. G. E. Doupe, Esquire

Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968

3000 George Washington Way

Richiand, Washington 99532

Mr. Curtis Eschels, Chairman

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council
Mail Stop PY-11

Olympia, Washington 98504

Mr. P. L. Powell, Licensing Manager
Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968, MD 956B

Richland, Washington 99352

Mr. A, Lee Oxsen

Assistant Managing Director for Operations
Washington Public Power Supply System

P. 0. Box 968, MD 1023

Richland, WA 99352

Mr. R. B. Glasscock, Director
Licensing and Assurance

Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968, MD 280

Richland, Washington 99352

Mr. C. M. Powers

WNP-2 Plant Manager

Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box MD 927M

Richland, Washington 99352

p—

WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2
(WNP-2)

Regional Administrator, Region V
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1450 Maria Lane, Suite 210

Walnut Creek, California 94596

Chairman
Benton County Board of Commissioners
Prosser, Washington 99350
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WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM

DOCKET NO. 50-397

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 52
License No. NPF-21

1. T?e Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission or the NRC) has found
that:

A. The application for amendment filed by the Washington Public Power
Supply System (the licensee) and supplemental material, dated
March 21, April 20, and June 5, 1986 and March 13, 1987 comply with
the standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act), and the Commission's regulations set forth in
10 CFR Chapter I;

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

C. 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 set forth in 10 CFR
Chapter I;

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 have been
satisfied.

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifica-
tions as indicated in the enclosure to this license amendment and paragraph
2.C.(2) of the Facility Operating License No. NPF-21 is hereby amended to
read as follows: .

(2) Technical Specifications and Environmental Protection Plan

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised through
Amendment No. 52, and the Environmental Protection Plan contained in
Appendix B, are hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications and
the Environmental Protection Plan.
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3. This amendment is effective as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

HReul 2

George W. Knighton, Director

Project Directorate V

Division of Reactor Projects III, IV, V
and Special Projects

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: April 4, 1988



April 4, 1988

ENCLOSURE TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 52

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-21

DOCKET NO. 50-397

Replace the following page of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications with
the enclosed page. The revised page is identified by Amendment number and
contains a vertical line indicating the area of change.

REMOVE INSERT
3/4 7-4 3/4 7-4
B3/4 7-1 B3/4 7-1
B3/4 7-2 B3/4 7-2
B3/4 7-2a B3/4 7-3
B3/4 7-3 B3/4 7-4
B3/4 7-4 B3/4 7-5

Overleaf page 3/4 7-3 is provided for document completeness.
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PLANT SYSTEMS

HIGH PRESSURE CORE SPRAY SERVIC= WATER SYSTEM

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.7.1.2 The high pressure core spray (HPCS) service water system (serves
Division 3 diesel generator) shall be OPERABLE with the system comprised
of:

a. One OPERABLE HPCS service water pump, and

b.  An OPERABLE flow path capable of taking suction from the ultimate
heat sink and transferring the water to the HPCS diesel generator.

APPLICABILITY: When the diesel generator is required to be OPERABLE.

ACTION:

With the HPCS service water system inoperable, declare the HPCS diesel
generator inoperable and take the ACTION required by Specifications
3.8.121 and 3.8.1.2, as applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.7.1.2 The HPCS service water system shall be demonstrated OPERABLE:

a. At least once per 31 days by verifying that each valve in the
flow path that is not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in
position, is in its correct position.

b. At least once per 18 months during shutdown by verifying that each

automatic valve servicing safety-related equipment actuates to
its correct position on a service water actuation test signal.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 3/4 7-3



PLANT SYSTEMS

ULTIMATE HEAT SINK

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.7.1.3 The ultimate heat sink consisting of two separate spray ponds with
redundant pumping and spray facilities shall be OPERABLE with:

a.

A minimum water level at elevation 432 ft 9 in. Mean Sea Level,
USGS datum, and

A water temperature of less than or equal to 77°F.

A maximum average sediment depth of less than or equal to 0.5 ft
on the floors of the spray ponds.

APPLICABILITY: 1In OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and *.

ACTION:

With the requirements of the above specification not satisfied:

a.

In OPERATIONAL CONDITION 1, 2, or 3, be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN
within 12 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the next 24 hours.

In OPERATIONAL CONDITION 4-or 5, declare the SW system inoperable
and take the ACTION required by Specification 3.7.1.1.

In OPERATIONAL CONDITION *, declare the SW system(s) associated
with the inoperable spray pond(s) inoperable and take the ACTION
required by Specification 3.7.1.1. The provisions of Specifica-
tion 3.0.3 are not applicable.

With the average sediment depth of either of the spray ponds greater

than or equal to 0.5 ft but less than 1.0 ft, the ponds shall
be cleaned within 30 days to reduce the average sediment depth
to less than or equal to 0.1 ft.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.7.1.3 The ultimate heat sink shall be determined OPERABLE at least once

per:

24 hours by verifying the water temperature and water level to be
within their limits.

92 days by verifying that the average sediment depth in each
of the spray ponds is less than or equal to 0.5 ft.

*When handling irradiated fuel in the secondary containment.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 3/4 7-4 Amendment No. 52



3/4.7 PLANT. SYSTEMS
BASES

3/4.7.1 SERVICE WATER SYSTEMS

The OPERABILITY of the service water systems ensures that sufficient
cooling capacity is available for continued operation of safety-related equip-
ment during normal and accident conditions. The redundant cooling capacity of
these systems, assuming a single failure, is consistent with the assumptions
used in the accident conditions within acceptable limits.

During periods of low ambient temperatures, when the possibility of freez-
ing exists if the sprays were to be operated, the discharge of each spray
cooling division is typically aligned directly into the pond (spray bypass
mode). Safety analysis has shown that several hours are available for realign-
ment to spray following the design basis LOCA accident in conjunction with
extreme meteorological conditions. A 72°F alarm requiring action for realign-
ment provides 2% hours before 77°F would be exceeded, based on accident heat
loads. With the pond temperature below 77°F and the spray headers in service
the safety analysis provided in FSAR Section 9.2.5 is bounding and the system
therefore remains operable in the spray or bypass mode of operation.

3/4.7.2* CONTROL ROOM EMERGENCY FILTRATION SYSTEM

The OPERABILITY of the control room emergency filtration system ensures
that (1) the ambient air temperature does not exceed the allowable temperature
for continuous duty rating for the equipment and instrumentation cooled by
this system and (2) the control room will remain habitable for operations per-
sonnel during and following all design basis accident conditions. Continuous
operation of the system with the heaters OPERABLE for 10 hours during each
31-day period is sufficient to reduce the buildup of moisture on the adsorbers
and HEPA filters. The OPERABILITY of this system in conjunction with control
room design provisions is based on limiting the radiation exposure to personnel
occupying the control room to 5 rems or less whole body, or its equivalent.
This 1imitation is consistent with the requirements of General Design Criterion
19 of Appendix A, 10 CFR Part 50.

3/4.7.3 REACTOR CORE ISOLATION COOLING SYSTEM

The reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC) system is provided to assure
adequate core cooling in the event of reactor isolation from its primary heat
sink and the loss of feedwater flow to the reactor vessel without requiring
actuation of any of the emergency core cooling system (ECCS) equipment. The
RCIC system is conservatively required to be OPERABLE whenever reactor pressure
exceeds 150 psig. This pressure is substantially below that for which the Tow
pressure core cooling systems can provide adequate core cooling for events
requiring the RCIC system.

The RCIC system specifications are applicable during OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS
1, 2, and 3 when reactor vessel pressure exceeds 150 psig because RCIC is the
primary non-ECCS source of emergency core cooling when the reactor is pressurized.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2. B 3/4 7-1 Amendment No. 52




PLANT SYSTEMS

BASES

3/4.7.3 REACTOR CORE ISOLATION COOLING SYSTEM (Continued)

With the RCIC system inoperable, adequate core cooling is assured by the
OPERABILITY of the HPCS system and justifies the specified 14 day out-of-service
period.

The surveillance requirements provide adequate assurance that RCIC will
be OPERABLE when required. Although all active components are testable and
full flow can be demonstrated by recirculation during reactor operation, a
complete functional test requires reactor shutdown. The pump discharge piping
is maintained full to prevent water hammer damage and to start cooling at the
earliest possible moment.

3/4.7.4 SNUBBERS

A1l snubbers are required OPERABLE to ensure that the structural integrity
of the Reactor Coolant System and all other safety-related systems is maintained
during and following a seismic or other event initiating dynamic loads. Snubbers
excluded from this inspection program are those installed on nonsafety-related .
systems :and then only if their failure or failure of the system on which they
are installed would have no adverse effect on any safety-related system. Dur-
ing shutdown, snubbers which are redundant per engineering analysis can be
removed for maintenance and/or testing and are excluded from the operability
requirements.

Snubbers are classified and grouped by design and manufacturer but not by
size. For example, mechanical snubbers utilizing the same design features of
the 2-kip, 10-kip, and 100-kip capacity manufactured by Company "A" are of the
same type. The same design mechanical snubbers manufactured by Company "B" for
the purposes of this Technical Specification would be of a different type, as
would hydraulic snubbers from either manufacturer.

A Tist of individual snubbers with detailed information of snubber loca-
tion and size and of system affected shall be available at. the plant in accord-
ance with Section 50.71(c) of 10 CFR Part 50. The accessibility of each snubber
shall be determined and approved by the Plant Operations Committee. The deter-
mination shall be based upon the existing radiation levels and the expected time
to perform a visual inspection in each snubber location as well as other factors
associated with accessibility during plant operations (e.g., temperature, atmos-
phere, location, etc.), and the recommendations of Regulatory Guides 8.8 and
8.10. The addition or deletion of any hydraulic or mechanical snubber shall be
made in accordance with Section 50.59 of 10 CFR Part 50.

The visual inspection frequency is based upon maintaining a constant level
of snubber protection to each safety-related system. Therefore, the required
inspection interval varies inversely with the observed snubber failures on a
given system and is determined by the number of inoperable snubbers found during
an inspection. In order to establish the inspection frequency for each type of
snubber on a safety-related system, it was assumed that the frequency of snubber

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2. B 3/4 7-2 Amendment No. 52



PLANT SYSTEMS

BASES

3/4.7.4 SNUBBERS (Continued)

failures and initiating events is constant with time and that the failure of any
snubber on that system could cause the system to be unprotected and to result in
failure during an assumed initiating event. Inspections performed before that
interval has elapsed may be used as a new reference point to determine the next
inspection. However, the results of such early inspections performed before the
original required time interval has elapsed, (nominal time less 25%) may not be
used to Tengthen the required inspection interval. Any inspection whose results
require a shorter inspection interval will override the previous schedule.

The acceptance criteria are to be used in the visual inspection to deter-
mine OPERABILITY of the snubbers. For example, if a fluid port of a hydraulic
snubber is found to be uncovered, the snubber shall be declared inoperable and
shall not be determined OPERABLE via functional testing.

To provide assurance of snubber functional reliability, one of three
functional testing methods are used with the stated acceptance criteria:

1. * Functionally test 10% of a type of snubber with an additional 10%
tested for each functional testing failure, or

2. Functionally test a sample size and determine sample acceptance or
rejection using Figure 4.7-1, or

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 B 3/4 7-3 Amendment No. 52



PLANT SYSTEMS

BASES

SNUBBERS (Continued)

3. Functionally test a representative sample size and determine sample
acceptance or rejection using the stated equation.

Figure 4.7-1 was developed using "Wald's Sequential Probability Ratio
Plan" as described in "Quality Control and Industrial Statistics" by
Acheson J. Duncan.

Permanent or other exemptions from the surveillance program for individual
snubbers may be granted by the Commission if a justifiable basis for exemption
is presented and, if applicable, snubber life destructive testing was performed
to qualify the snubbers for the applicable design conditions at either the com-
pletion of their fabrication or at a subsequent date. Snubbers so exempted
shall be listed in the Tist of individual snubbers indicating the extent of
the exemptions.

The service 1ife of a snubber is established via manufacturer input and
information through consideration of the snubber service conditions and
associated installation and maintenance records (newly installed snubbers,
seal replaced, spring replaced, in high radiation area, in high temperature
area, etc.). The requirement to monitor the snubber service 1ife is included
to ensure that the snubbers periodically undergo a performance evaluation in
view of their age and operating conditions. These records will provide statis-
tical bases for future consideration of snubber service 1ife.

3/4.7.5 SEALED SOURCE CONTAMINATION

The limitations on removable contamination for sources requiring leak
testing, including alpha emitters, is based on 10 CFR 70.39(c) 1imits for
plutonium. This limitation will ensure that leakage from byproduct, source,
and special nuclear material sources will not exceed allowable intake values.
Sealed sources are classified into three groups according to their use, with
surveillance requirements commensurate with the probability of damage to a
source in that group. Those sources which are frequently handled are required
to be tested more often than those which are not. Sealed sources which are
continuously enclosed within a shielded mechanism, j.e., sealed sources within
radiation monitoring devices, are considered to be stored and need not be
tested unless they are removed from the shielded mechanism.

3/4 7.6 FIRE SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS

The OPERABILITY of the fire suppression systems ensures that adequate
fire suppression capability is available to confine and extinguish fires
occurring in any portion of the facility where safety-related equipment is
located. The fire suppression system consists of the water system, spray
and/or sprinkler systems, C0, systems, Halon systems, and fire hose stations.
The collective capability of the fire suppression systems is adequate to
minimize potential damage to safety-related equipment and is a major element
in the facility fire protection program.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 B 3/4 7-4 Amendment No. 52



PLANT SYSTEMS
BASES

In the event that portions of the fire suppression systems are inoperable,
alternate backup fire fighting equipment is required to be made available in
the affected areas until the inoperable equipment is restored to service.

When the inoperable fire fighting equipment is intended for use as a backup
means of fire suppression, a longer period of time is allowed to provide an
alternate means of fire fighting than if the inoperable equipment is the
primary means of fire suppression.

The surveillance requirements provide assurances that the minimum
OPERABILITY requirements of the fire suppression systems are met. An allowance
is made for ensuring a sufficient volume of Halon in the Halon storage tanks
by verifying the weight and pressure of the tanks.

In the event the fire suppression water system becomes inoperable,
immediate corrective measures must be taken since this system provides the
major fire suppression capability of the plant.

3/4.7.7 FIRE-RATED ASSEMBLIES

The OPERABILITY of the fire barriers and barrier penetrations ensure
that fire damage will be 1imited. These design features minimize the
possibility of a single fire involving more than one fire area prior to
detection and extinguishment. The fire barriers, fire barrier penetrations
for conduits, cable trays and piping, fire windows, fire dampers, and fire
doors are periodically inspected to verify their OPERABILITY.

3/4.7.8 AREA TEMPERATURE MONITORING

The area temperature limitations ensure that safety-related equipment will
not be subjected to temperatures in excess of their environmental qualification
temperatures. Exposure to excessive temperatures may degrade equipment and
can cause loss of its OPERABILITY.

3/4.7.9 MAIN TURBINE BYPASS SYSTEM

The main turbine bypass system is required to be OPERABLE consistent
with the assumptions of the feedwater controller failure analysis of the cycle
specific analysis. The main turbine bypass system provides pressure relief
during the feedwater controller failure event so that the safety limit MCPR is
not violated.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 B 3/4 7-5 Amendment No. 52
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- UNITED STATES —
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIO
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 52 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO, NPF-21

WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM

WPPSS NUCLEAR PROJECT NG, 2

DOCKET NO. 50-397

1.0 INTRODUCTION

In a submittal dated March 21, 1986, the Washington Public Power Supply System
requested a change to their Technical Specifications for the Washington
Nuclear Project No. 2 (WNP-2) facility. The requested change would permit
having only one of the two spray ponds which constitute the uitimate heat sink
to be operable in Operational Condition * (Refueling). After installation of a
cross connection between the two redundant standby service water systems
(SSWS), this change in the Technical Specifications would permit draining of
one pond at a time in order to perform maintenance and repairs on the spray -
tree networks and structures. One of the problems identified by the licensee
is the need to maintain the protective coatings on the piping.

The amendment would allow maintenance to be done to the ultimate heat sink
during refueling while fuel is being moved. Under the existing specification
3.7.1.3 performance of the needed maintenance to the spray ponds would require
the licensee to declare the service water system inoperable. Specification
3.7.1.1 in turn would require the licensee to declare the associated diesel
generator inoperable. Under specification 3.8.1.2 this would result in a
requirement that the licensee suspend reactor core alterations, i.e., fuel
movement in this instance. With the proposed amendment, the licensee would not
be required to declare the service water system inoperable and thus could do
the maintenance while refueling operations continue.

The spray ponds are seismic Category I and the SSWS is Class 1E powered. The
spray ponds are not tornado missile protected. In the event of missile
damage, a tornado missile protected river water make up system provides 100%
makeup capab¥lity for once-through cooling of the plant. The Ticensee has
performed an“analysis of the SSWS piping with the cross connection installed
and has determined that a safe shutdown earthquake (SSE) will not result in
damage to the operable SSWS loop.

30397
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The normal operating lineup for the SSWS is to withdraw water from one pond

and to return the water to the other pond's spray network. With the Ticensee's
request to have only one pond operable during refueling, a cross connection

via a spool piece would be installed only during refueling conditions. The
spool piece would permit one loop of the SSWS to withdraw water from one pond
and to return it to the spray networks of the same pond. The Ticensee has
determined that the minimum time from power operation which would be required
to install the spool piece and a removable valve is six days. On the basis of
the decay heat loads six days into the refueling, one spray pond has adequate
capacity for 22 days of plant cooling, assuming a loss of off-site power.

2.0 EVALUATICN

The instaliation of the blind flange connections for the cross connection

does not affect our conclusions as stated in the staff's "Safety Evaluation
Report Related to Operation of WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2" (NUREG-0892) with
respect to either the ultimate heat sink or the SSWS. During the time that
the cross connection is in place and one pond is drained, approximately 16% of
the year, the ultimate heat sink and the SSWS are more vulnerable to becoming
inoperable due to natural phenomena because of the reduction in redundancies.
For the case of a potential SSE, an additional supply of water could be made
available within approximately three days by installing temporary piping from
the river water makeup pump house to the operable spray pond for once through
cooling. In the case of a potential tornado generated missile which could
eliminate the spray networks, the existing systems for supplying water for once
through cooling would be available, as discussed and approved in NUREG-0892.
On the basis of the ability to provide additional makeup in a reasonable time,
if necessary, we conclude that the installation of the cross connection does
not adversely affect our previous conclusions concerning the requirements of
General Design Criteria 2, 4, and 44, There are no shared facilities at
WNP-2; thus, General Design Criterion 5 is not applicable. On the basis of
the licensee's analysis, we conclude that the installation of the cross
connection will not adversely affect the safety grade piping of the SSWS and,
therefore, the guidelines of Regulatory Guide 1.29 are satisfied.

The guidelines of Regulatory Guide 1.27 identify the need to maintain a
30-day supply of cooling water in the ultimate heat sink. Based on the
licensee's indication that the 22 days of plant cooling constitutes ample
time to provide supplemental water to the operational spray pond, we conclude
that the guidelines of Regulatory Guide 1.27, with respect to having a

30-day supply of water, are not significantly weakened for Operational
Condition *,

Under the current technical specification it would be necessary to declare the
service water system inoperable to perform the needed maintenance to the
ultimate heat sink. Under the proposed amendment the service water system
would remain operable retaining thismargin of safety through the duration of
time required for the ultimate heat sink maintenance.

On the basis of the above evaluation, we find the proposed change acceptable.
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The licensee also requested that the definition of the ultimate heat sink, as
succinctly expressed in the lead sentence of Technical Specification

3.7.1.3, be revised to be consistent with the wording in the WNP-2 Final
Safety Analysis Report Section 9.2.5.2. This change in wording does not
result from a design change nor does it authorize a desian change.
Furthermore, it does not alter the staff's understanding of the configuration
of the ultimate heat sink. The staff finds the wording change proposed by
the licensee acceptable.

In the supplemental letter of March 13, 1987, the licensee included a
paragraph addressing the meaning of operability, asking that the paragraph be
added to the basis section of the Technical Specifications. In accordance
with Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 50.36(a), the bases
are not considered part of the Technical Specifications, but include design
and procedural details revisable in accordance with the controls set forth in
Part 50.59.

The staff notes in this instance that the proposed paragraph is consistent
with the information in pargraph 9.2.5.2 of the FSAR, and does not represent
a change in design or operating procedures or a change in the staff's
understanding of design or operation. The proposed paragraph, therefore, has
been added to the basis in conjunction with this amendment.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment involves a change in the installation and use of a facility
component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20.

The staff has determined that this amendment involves no significant increase

in the amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any effluents that
may be released offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual
or cumulative occupation radiation exposure., The Commission has previously
jssued a proposed finding that this amendment involves no significant hazards
consideration and there has been no public comment on such finding. Accordingly,
this 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 this amendment.

4.0 CONTACT-WITH STATE OFFICIAL

The Commissten made a proposed determination that the amendment involves no
significant hazapds consideration, which was published in the Federal Register
on July 2, 1986 (51 FR 24266) and the staff has consulted with the State of
Washington. No -public comments were received, and by letter dated January 29,
1988 the State of Washington advised they have no comment,




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

Principal Contributor: John N. Ridgely, NRR
Dated: April 4, 1988



