UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

NORTHIRN STATES FOWER COMPANY
MONTICELLO NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT

Docket No, S0- 263

REQUEST FOR AMENIMENT TO
OPERATING LICENSE NO, DPR- 22

Ll b L B bl R N "

(License Amendment Request Dated January 31, 1977)

Northemrn States Powver Company, & Minnesota corp/ *ation, requests
authorization for changes to the Technical Specific tions as shown on
the attachments labeled Exhibit A and Bxhibit B. wahibit A describes
the proposel) changes 2long with reasons for the change, Exhibit B ig
& se: of Technical Specification pages incorporating the proposed changes,

This request containe no restricted or other defense information,

NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY

Dy__ﬁ’ _ﬁ
L J Wachter
Vice President, Power Production -

System Operation

On this 3lst day of January y 1977 ., before me a notary
public in and for said County, personally appeared L J Wach.er, Vice
Prisident, Power Production & System Operation, and first being duly sworm
scknowledged that he i¢ authorized to execute this document in beha.f of
Northern States Power Company, that he knows the contents thereof and that to
the best of his knowledge, information and belief, the statements made in it
Are true and that it {e not interposed for delesy,

bt £ Fescon

A A

- ROBERT E. HESSIAN
- HOTARY PUBLIC ~ MINNESOTA
HENNEPIN COUNTY
Wy Commission Expires May 15, 1969

218" ABBER 5%0682e
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EXHIBIT A

MONTICELLO NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT A
DOCKET NO. 50-263 | )
LICENSE AMENIMENT REQUEST DATED JANUARY 31, 1977 %ﬂg b
PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS e
APPENDIX A OF OPERATING oy
LICENSE DPR-22

Rt d
AN TR e

Pursuant to 10CFR50.59, the holders of the above mentioned 1icense hereby propose
the following chauges to Appendix A Technical Specifications:

1.

New Specifications 3.13 and 4.13, Fire Detection and Protection Sveteme
PROPOSED CHANGE

Add new specifications 3.13 and 4,13 to incorporete interim liniting
conditions for operation and surveillance requirements for the fire
detection and protection systems, Refer to Exhibit B, pages vi

and 189R through 189w,

REASON FOR CHANGE

These clanges are being summitted in response to & letter dated
December 6, 1976 from Mr D L Ziemann, Chief, Opers:ing Reactors Branch
No. 2, Division of Operating Reactors, USNRC. With several exceptions
the changes closely follow the intent of the staindard technical specifi-
cations provided as an enclosure to this letter.

We have taken exception to the guidance provided in the standard technical specifi-
cations in the following 1reas:

Area Exception & Reason
1. Reporting of inoperavle fire No provision for submitting reports of
detection and protection equip- inoperable equipment during these periods
ment during periods of cold was included in the proposed interim
shutdown or refueling technical specifications, Required pre-

ventative and corrective maintenance
and testing will always be conducted in
a manner which minimizes equipment in-

operabiity,
2, Tests of fire detecto: alam No separate tests of alamm circuitry are
circuitry included in the proposed interim technical

specifications., All alamm circuits are
supervised. Detector functional tests
will include verification of alarm circuit
sperability,



10.

11,

12,

EXHIBIT A

e
Area

Start test of fire suppression
whater system pumpe

Actuation tests of valves in
the fire suppression water
system

Inoperability of fire suppression
water system pipiag and valves

Permitted outage time for
pump &

Hydravlic performance testing of
fire suppression water system

Spray and sprinkler systems

Carbon dioxide systems

Halon system

Hose station inspectiun frequency

Local leak testing of fire seals

performing a pressure sealing
function

s on

Five minutes in 1ieu of 1§ -uueu of
testing on recirculation flow are
specified. This G‘lﬁolll h !

of the ASME Code, :

No testing is specified. ere
automatic valves in safety r ‘rela
portions of the fire suppress!
system,

Provisions were added to pemit sections
of the system to be removed from service
for up to 14 days. This allows for
periodic maintenance of piping and valves.

The permitted outage time for one of the
two required pumps was increased to 14 days.
We believe thie period of time is more
consistent with the safecy significance of
this equipment,

No testing is specified. Hydraulic per-
formance was verified during preoperational
testing, and is not expected to change sig-
nificantly over the life of the plant.

No requirements are specified. No spray
or sprinkler systems are installed to
protect safety related areas,

No requirements are specified, No carbon
dioxide systems are installed.

No requirements are specified, No Halon
systems are installed.

Monthly insprctions have been specified.
This conform. to existing guidelines for
hose station inspections, There is no basis
for more frequent inspections,

Ho local leakage tests are specified., The
only seals performing a pressure sealing
function are installed in the secondary con-
tainment boundary. A visual inspection is
adequate to assure satisfactory leak
tightness, The seals are not subject to
degradation with time; therefore an 18 month
inspection interval is more than adequate,
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EXHIBIT A
.3.
SAFETY EVALUATION

The proposed change adds nev specifications 3.13 and 4,13 to the Monticello
Appendix A Technical Specifications. These specifications establish limiting
conditions for operation for the fire detection and protection systems and
formalize surveillance testing for these systems. They apply to the current
plant configuration. They are interim technical specifications which are to
remain effective until the Mon.icello fire hazards analyeis has been evalus-
ted and technical specifications based on the results of that analysis are
placed into effect,

These new specifications provide added assurance of satisfactory performance
of the fire detection and protection system, They will have no adverse effect
on other systems related to safety, they have no potential for creating any
accident or malfunction not previously considered in the Final Safety Analysis
Report, and they have no effect on cny margin of safety,

Section 6, Administrative Controls
FROPOSED CHANGE

Make a number of additions to Section 6, Administrative Controls, to include
the fire protection program. Refer to Exhibit B, pages ix, 192, 192A, 194, 1944,
197, 198, 201, and 202.

REASON FOR_CHANGE

These changes are being submitted in response to & letter dated December 6, 1976
from Mr D L Ziemann, Chief, Operating Reactcrs Branch No. 2, Division of Opera-
ting Reactors, USNRC. The changes closely follow the intent of the guidance
provided as an enclosure to this letter except as noted below,

In establishing requirements fc the fire brigade, we have chosen to distinguish
between two conditions:

Condition A - activities may Ye in progress which constitute a significant
fire hazard, This condition exists on the day shift on week
days, during refueling outages, and at other times when special
work activities presenting a fire hazard (such as weiding and
burning) are in progress.

Condition B - no activities are in progress which constitute a fire hazard,
This condition exists after normal working hours and on weekends
during periods of routine plant operation,
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EXHIBIT B
DPR-22 LICENSE AMENDMENT REQUEST DATED JANUARY 31, 1977

This exhibit consists of pages containing the proposed changes to the
Appendix A Technical Specifications:

rage vi
ix
1
*189R
*1898
*1 89T
*]18GU
*]1 ROV
*189W
192
*192A
194
*194A
197
198
201
202

*Indicates newly designated page
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