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1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated February 9, 1994, the Boston Edison Company (the licensee)
requested an amendment to Technical Specifications (TSs) to Facility Operating
License No. DPR-35 for Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station (PNPS). The requested
changes would: (1) revise wording for page 3 of License DPR-35, (2) add
clarifying words to aid operators in selecting the correct
pressure / temperature curve during startup and shutdown operations, and

;(3) remove an obsolete mechanical snubber acceptance criterion.
|

A discussion of the proposed changes and the NRC staff evaluation and findings
relative to each addressed are stated below.

2.0 EVALUATION

The licensee is proposing the following three administrative changes to the
TSs:

(1) Revise wording on page three to License DPR-35 to eliminate the need
for the License to reference the latest approved amendment.

(2) Add a clarifying phrase to TS section 3.6.A.2 as an aid to operators
when selecting the correct pressure / temperature curve during startup
and shutdown operations.

(3) Remove an obsolete surveillance requirement for increased mechanical
snubber functional testing after a 50% increase in drag force since
the last functional test.

The first request is to reword Section 3.B of License DPR-35 to eliminate
reference to the last amendment number issued for the License. Currently for
every TS Amendment issued, page 3 of the Operating License must be changed to
signify the latest amendment. The licensee is proposing to modify the
paragraph to eliminate the need to issue this page with every amendment. This
change is acceptable because the License does not need to identify the latest
amendment in effect, as the licensee is required to operate in accordance with
the TS as amended. This amendment change will reduce the possibility of an
error if the correct number is not updated with every change issued.
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The second request is to TS Section 3.6 paragraph 3.6.A.2 " Primary System
Boundary." The change would correct an omission made in an earlier amendment
by adding the words "subcritical or" to the list of operational phases
referenced in the paragraph. This will enhance the reference to the I

'

appropriate pressure / temperature curves presented in Figures 3.6.1, 3.6.2, and
3.6.3. Figure 3.6.1 provides a set of pressure / temperature curves used during
hydrostatic and/or leakage ter, ting. Figure 3.6.2 is used during startup and
shutdown operations with the reactor subcritical. Figure 3.6.3 is used when
the reactor is critical. Adding a reference to subcritical operations within
paragraph 3.6.A.2 will aid operators when they are in startup or shutdown mode
of operation, by ensuring they are aware of the need to use these curves
during "subcritical" operations.

The third change would modify TS Section 4.6.1.2 paragraph C.1 " Mechanical
Snubbers Functional Test Acceptance Criteria," by removing the following'

sentence; " Drag Force shall not have increased more than 50% since the last
functional test." Correspondence with the vendor for the mechanical snubbers
in use at PNPS, Pacific Scientific, indicates they do not require this
acceptance criterion for their snubbers and they recommend removal of this TS|

requirement. The requirement to monitor the increase in drag force from the ;

last functional test has no meaningful engineering basis, therefore this '

change is acceptable.

| In addition, functional testing of mechanical snubbers at PNPS will continue
to include drag force testing in accordance with the American Society of
Mechnical Engineers Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section XI, Subsection
IWF-5000.

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Massachusetts State
Official was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State
official had no comments.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR|

Part 20 and changes surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has determined
that the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts, and noI

significant change in the types, of any effluents 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
I consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding (59 FR
I 12359). Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for

categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR
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51.22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be ;

prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment.
-

5.0 CONCLUSION

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

Principal Contributor: J. Harold
.

Date: May 16, 1994 ;
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