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June 19, 1930

.

Director of Nuclecr Reactor Regulatico
THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINSAttention: Mr. Rober t 'd. Reid, Chief

Operating Reactors, Branch No. 4 P00R QUAUT/ PAGES
, U. S. riuclear Regulatory Coc, mission

Washington, D. C. 20555 -

vocke t ' th). 50-312
Proposed Amendment No. 68
Rancho Secc Nuclear Generatirig
Station, Uni t ilo. 1

, Dear Mr. Reid:

Your letter of April !!,1980 requeste' d the District t submit
a revised Technical Specifications based on the Fire Protection StandardTechnical Specifications.

In your Fire Protection Safety Evaluation Report '(SER) datedFebruary 28, 1978, you provided a schedule for completion of all requirednodifications at the Rancho Seco Nuclear Generating Station. All modifica-
tions were receired to be completed by the end of the 1979 refueling outage,

-
~

which did not ccmnence until early 1980 due to outages which occtrred in1979. The SER clso identified many areas where you needed further informa-
tion to fully evaluate cur facility's fire protection capability, and wehave subsequently provided you with that in forma t ion. Based on our submittals,
you have found all fire protection modifications that we have proposed to beacceptable.

Therefore, it is now appropriate for us to revise our Technical
Specifications to conform to the Standard as requested by you,

District proposes to amend its operating license DPR-54 for Ra.ncho Secoin accordance with 10 CFR 50.59, the Sacramento Municipal Utility
Nuclear Generating Station No.

1, by submitting Proposed. Amendment No. 68,on June 19,'1980.
Today, we are submitting forty (40) copics'of Proposed

Amendment flo. 68, which incorporates the pertinent and applicable changes '

suggested and requirca by your staff. This submittal is exempt from the- requested Class t il
fee under the provision of* Footnote 2 to 10 CFR 170.22~.Footnote 2 does permit the exemption of certain types of license amendments

-

i

from fees. These are:

1. Those in fee Classes I, il and ill which result from written
Commission request provided that they have only minor safety
significance, are to simplify or clarify the license or*

Technical Specifications and are being issued for the con-
venience of tae Commission, and
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Director of fluclear Reactor Regulation
~

.

Attention: Mr. Robert W. Reid . ~

Page 2
June 19,.1980*

.

2. Orders issu6d by the Corraission pursuant to 10 CFR 2.204.

The Commission requested this revision via a letter from
Robert Reid (liRC) to J. J. Hattimoe dated Aprii 11, 1980.

Sincere 1y,
.

,

. .'.
J. J. Hattimoe
/.ssistant General Manager
and Chief Engineer

JJM:RWC:Jr
*'

,

.

Swnrn to'and subscribed before me h'jp.Y"*" ^"7j$7:?f
'!ElNf-.J J. G OOXSthis .2hJ day of June,1980. O' f;p r.orr.y n :
.. ;;y 'U mw:. ,'a ccunrt- c. .uFCWA*
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