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IDENTICAL LETTERS SENT TO: (See attached list of addressees) ,

The Honorable Joseph Lieberman, Chairman ,

!Subcommittee on Clean Air and Nuclear Regulation
Committee on Environment

and Public Works
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

1

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Public Law 97-415, enacted on January 4,1983, amended Section 189 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954 to authorize the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to issue and
make immediately effective any amendment to an operating license upon a
determination by the Commission that such amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration, notwithstanding the pendency before the Commission of a

,

request for a hearing.
.

In addition, the legislation requires the Commission to periodically (but not
less frequently than once every 30 days) publish notice of any amendments issued,
or proposed to be issued, under the new authority above.

9

Enclosed for your information is a copy of the Commission's Biweekly Notice of
Applications and Amendments to Operating Licenses involving no significant
hazards considerations, which was published in the Federal Reaister on
December 8, 1993 (58 FR 64598).

Sincerely,

Thomas E. Murley, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Federal Reaister

Notice >

p .

cc: Senator Alan K. Simpson 03 ;
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The Honorable Richard H. Lehman, Chairman
Subcommittee on Energy and Mineral Resources
Committee on Natural Resources
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

-cc: Representative Barbara Vucanovich
.

The Honorable Philip R. Sharp, Chairman
Subcommittee on Energy and Power
Committee.on Energy and Commerce
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

'

cc: Representative Michael Bilirakis
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proposed amendment would not (1)
involve a significant incmase in the
probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated; or (2)
create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any
accident previously ev61uated; or (3)
involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety.The basis for this
proposed determination for each
amendment request is shown below.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed'

determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final

' determination.
Normally, thehmmission will not

lasue the amendment until the
|

! expiration of the 30-day notice period,,

l llowever, should circumstances change I

Biweekly Notice during the notice period such that!

failure to act in a timely way would
Applications and Amendments to . result, for example, in dorating or
facility Operatmg Lscenses Involemg shutdown of the facility,the
No Sigmficant flazards Consideratmns Commission may issue the license

,

L Background amendment before the expiration of the
Pursuant to Public Law 97-415, the 30-day notice perio 1, pmvided that its

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission final determination is that the
(the Commission or NRC stafi)is amendment involves no significant
publishing this regular biweekly notice, hazards consideration.The final

|
Public Law 97-415 revised section 189 determination will consider all public

' of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as and State comments received before
amended (the Act), to require the action is taken. Should the Commission
Commission to publish notice of any take this ection, it will publish in the
amendments issued, or proposed to be Federal Register a notice of issuance
issued, under a new provision of section and provide for opportunity for a
189 of the Act. This pmvision grants the hearing after issuance. The Commission
Commission the authonty to issue and expects that the need to take this action
make immediately effective any will occur very infrequently.
amendment to an operating license Written comments may be submitted
upon a determination by the by mail to the Rules Review and
Commission that such amendment Directives Branch, Division of Freedom
involves no significant hazards of Information and Publications
consideration, notwithstanding the Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
pondency before the Commission of a Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
request for a hearing from any person. Washington, DC 20555, and should cite

This btweekly notice includes all the publication date and page number of
notices of amendments issued, or this Federal Register notice. Written
proposed to be issued from November comments may also be deliver *d to
15,1993, through November 26,1993. Room P-223, Phillips Building,7920
The last btweekly notice was published Norfolk Avenue, Dethesda, Maryland
on November 24,1993 (58 FR 62149). from 7:30 a m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal
Notice of consideration oflasuance of workdays. Copies of written comments
Amendments to Facility Operating received may be examined at the NRC
Licenses, Proposed No Significant Public Document Room, the Gelman
11atards Consideration Determination. Building,2120 L Street, NW.,
and opportunity for a IIcaring Washington, DC 20555.'Ite filing of 9,

The Commission has made a requests for a hearing and petitions for j.
leave to intervene is discussed below.proposed determination that the

following amendment requests involve By January 7,1994, the licensee may
no significant hazards consideration. file a request for a hearing with respect
Under the Commission's regulations in to issuance of the amendment to the
10 CFR 50.92, this means that operation subject facihty operating license and
of the facility in accordance with the any person wboss interest may be

,

s

- - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ - - _ _
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affected by this prm eedmg and who bases of the contention and a concise N1023 and the following message
wishes to parhcipate as a party in the statement of the alleged facts or expe 1 addressed to (Project Director):
prmvedmg rnust file a wntten request opinion which support the contention petitioner's name and telephone
for a heanng and a petition for leave to and on which the petitioner intends to number, date petition was mailed, plant
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a rely in proving the contention at the name, and publication date and page
pention for leave to inten ene shall be hearing. The petitioner must also number of this Federal Register notice
fded in accordance with the provide references to those specific A copy of the petition should also be
Commissioni" Rules of Practice for sources and documents of which the sent to the Office of the General
Domesuc Liu nsing Proceedings" in 10 petitioner is aware and on which the Counsel. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should petitioner intends to rely to establish Commission, Washington, DC 20555,
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner and to the attorney for the licensee,
which is auilable at the Commission's must provide sufhcient information to Nontimely filings of petitions for
Pubhc Document Room, the Gelman , show that a genuine dispute exists with leave to intervene, amended petitions,
fluilding. 2120 L Street. NW., the applicant on a materialissue oflaw supplemental petitions and/or requests
Washington, DC 20555 and at the local or fact. Contentions shall be limited to for a hearing will not be entertained
pubhc document room for the particular matters within the scope of the abmt a determination by the
Iacihty msohed. If a request for a amendment under consideration. The . Commission, the presiding officer or the
hearmg or petition for leave to intenene contention must be one which, if Atomic Safety and Licensing Board that
is filed by the above date, the proven, would entitle the petitioner to the petition and/or request should be
Commission or an Atr nic Safety and relief. A petitioner who fails to file soch granted based upon a halancing of
Licensing 11oard, designated by the a supplement which satisfies these factors specified in 10 CFR
Commission or by the Chainnan of the requirements with respect to at least one 2.714(a)(1)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d).
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board contention will not be permitted to For further details with respect to this
Panel, wdl rule on the request and/or participate as a party. action. See the application for
petition; and the Secretary or the Those permitted to intervene become amendment which is available for
designated Atomic Safet) and Licensing parties to the proceeding, subject to any public inspection at the Commission's
Board willissua a notice of a hearing or limitations in the order grantmg leave to Public Document Room, the Gelman
an appropri.ve order, intervene, and have the opportunity to Building,2120 L Street. NW.,

As required by 10 CFR 2114, a participate fully in the conduct of the Washington, DC 20555, and at the local
petition for leave to mtervene shall set hearing, including the opportunity to pubhc document room for the particular
forf h with particularity the interest of pressnt evidence and cross-examine facility involved.
the petitioner in the prot.eeding, and witnesses. .

hnw that interest rnay be affected by the If a hearing is requested, the Baltimore Gas and Electric Company,

results of the proceeding The petition Commission will make a final Docket Nos. 50 317 and 50 318, Calvert

should spe(ifically explain the reasons determination on the issue of no Clith Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos.1

u hy mten ention 'should be permitted significant hazards consideration, The and 2. Calvert County, hf aryland

with particular reference to the final determination will serve to decide Date of amendments request:
followinc factors: (1) the natu:e of the when the hearing is held. November 2,1993
petitioner's nght under the Act to be If the finas determination is that the Description of amendments request:
made a party to the proceedmg. (2) the amendment request involves no The proposed amendments would
nature and extent of the petitioner's significant hazards consideration, the revise the Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power
properts , fa.am ial, or other interest in Commission may issue the amendment Plant, Units 1 and 2 Technical
the proiced ng. and (3) the possible and male it immediately effective, Specifica; ions (TSs) regarding
effect of any order which may be notwithstandmg the request for a surveillance requirements associated
entered m the procerdmg on the hearing. Any hearing held would take with the emergency diesel generators
peanoners irJerest. The petition should place after issuance of the amendment. (EDCs). The EDGs are used to provide
alsa ider.tih the specific aspect (s) of the !! the final determination is that the electrical power for the operation of
subi-ct matter of the proceeding as to amendment request involves a Engineered Safety Features (ESF) and
w hich petmoner wishes to intervene. significant hazards consideration, any saf'e shutdown equipment for events
Any person who has filed a petition for hearing held would take place before involving a loss of offsite power. Should
leave to inten ene or u ho has been the issuance of any amendment. a loss of power be sensed on one of the

'

admitted as a party may amend the A request.for a hearing or a petition 4160 volt ESF busses, the EDGs will
petition without requesting leave of the for leave to intervene must be filed with automatically start and power
Daard up to 15 days prior to the first the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. equipment needed to safely shut the
prehearing conference scheduled in the Nuclear Regulatory Commission- Umt down. If an accident condition is
proceedmp, but such an amended Washington, DC 20555, Attention: present, the EDG will start, but will only
petition rrust satisfy the specificity Docketing and Senices Branch, or may supply power to the ESF busses if offsite
requirements described above. be dehvered to the Commission's Public power is lost.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first Document Room, the Gelman Building. Specifically, the requested changes
prehearing conference scheduled in the 2120 L Street, NW., Washington DC are:
proceeding. a petitioner shall file a 20555,, by the abos e date. Where 1. TS 4.8.1.1.2.d - This change to the
supplement to the petition to intervene petitions are filed during the last to TSs extends the interval from 18 months
w hich inust include a list of the days of the notice period,it is requested to the current refueling interval of 24
contentions which are sought to be that the petitioner promptly so inform months for the surveillances listed
htigated in the matter. Each contention the Commission by a toll-free telephone under 4 81.1.2 d. The provisions of
must conmt of a specific statement of call to Western Union at 1-(800) 248- Specification 4.0.2 would continue to
the issue oflaw or fact to be raised or 5100 (in Missouri 1-(600)342-6700). apply to this specification.
controserted in addition, the petitioner The Western Union operator should be 2. TS 4.8.1.1.2.a 4 - This change
shall pmvih a bnef explanation of the given Datagram Identification Number removes the requirement to verify a
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speof c EDG speed of 900 revolutions Specification 4 811.2.a 4 venfies the EDG thanges wdl not aher the intent or method

per minute (rpm). The requirement to reaches 9% rpm rated speed after beirg in which the sunedlance is conducted.

venfy the frequency assures that the started. Speed and frequency are dm+ctly Allowmg pre-lubrication for p!anned fast
related and the cntical parameters that starts does change the current test method.proper speed is achieved' should be monitorec closely a*e frequency but will help mamtaiu EDG rehabihty.

3. TS 4 8.1.2 - This change adds the and volf axe. Removal of the s;ecific value for Therefore, the proposed chara.es do not
EDG surveiHances dealing with speed will have no efhet on survedlance create the possibihty of a new or d.iferent
sequencer testing to the list of results. Technical Specification 4 8.11.2.d 5 type of accident from any accident
surveillances that can be exempted in venfies the auto-connected accident loads previously evaluated.
Modes 5 and 6. powered by the EDG do not exceed the CDGs' 3. Would not involve a sigmficant

4. TS 4 81.1.2.d.5 - This change 2000 hour capacity ratmg Modifications to reduction in a margin of safety.
ehminates the speafic numeric 61 ir, crease the CDGs' capacity will be The proposed changes do not affed the

referente of 2700 kW associated with performed in future outages To reflect this margin of safety credited to the EDG
capaaty change, the current value of 2700 , function. The EDG will contmue to providethe 2003 ho.1 rating of an EDG being kh listed in the Technical Specifcanon power to ESF and safe shutdown componentstested, should be removed. The actual surveiHance as stated in the UFSAR. The as adabdity of

5. TS 4.8.1 1.2r and 4.81.1.2 d.3.b - steps and intent will remam unchanged. the EDGs will not be reduced by these ' ,

This change will allow the II)Gs to ho Therefore, these changes would have no changes and the intent of the survedlances I

pre lubricated prior to being started effect on the probabihty or consequences of will be preserved.
w hich is in accordance with vendor an accident previously evaluated. Therefore, the pmposed change does not
recommendations. The Technical Specifications mquire two involve a significant reduction m a margin of

Basis forpmposed no significant LIY5' ' b' *P''*bl* iD M*d" 1** '"d Dh* safety-
EDG in Modes 5 and 6. The EDG The NRC staff has reviewed thehazards considerotion determination:
"""edlance5 Performed in M des 5 a d 6 are licensee's analysis and, based on thisAs re4uired by 10 CFR 50 91(a), the identical to those performed in Modes 1-4' review, it appears 1 hat the three

-

licensa has provided its analysis of the yet plant conditions are quite different. The
standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied.issue of no significant hazards instrumentation that detects a loss of voltage

consideration, which is presented on the 4160 volt busses is not required in Therefore, the NRC staff proposes to
below Modes 5 and 6 and much of the ESF determine that the amendments request

1. huld not involve a sigmficant increase equipment is not required to be operable. The involves no significant hazards
m the probabihty or consequences of an proposed change would mod;fy Techmcal consideration.
acadent prevmusly evaluated Specification 4 8.1.2 to reflect the status of Local Patp Document Room

he Calvert Cliffs Emergency Diesel plant conditions and equipment when the location: CaIvert County Library, Prince
Generators (EDGs) are used to provide umt is shutdown. The EDG loss-of-coolant Frederick, Maryland 20'678.
electrical power for the operation of incident sequencer which is designed to load Attorneyforlicensee: Jay E. Silbert,
Engineered Safety Features (ESF) and safe ESF and equipment needed to safMy Esquire Shaw, Pittman, Potts and
shutdown equipment for events involving a shutdown the plant do not need to be tested Trowbridge,2300 N Street, NW.,
loss of offs;te power. Should a loss of power when the unit is already shutdown. The Washincton, DC 20037
be senwd on one of the 4160 volt ESF busses, undervoltage mstrumentation signals

ATIC Project Dimctor: Robert A. CaIrathe EDGs will automatically start and power required to mitiate sequencer action are not
equipment nmled to safely shut the Unit credited in the Updated Fmal Safety Analysis Baltimore Gas and Electric Company,
down. If an accident condition is present, the Report (UFSAR) for events which occur Docket Nos. 50-317 and 50-318, Calvert
LDG will start but will on!y supply power

dunng shutdown modes. Therefore'erabilityClifts Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos. I
ta the ESF k ses if offsite power is lost. ehmmatmg sequencer testing for op

The proposed changes will modify several in the shutdown modes will have no effect and 2, Calvert County, Maryland
Techracal Speafication Surveillances on the pmbability or consequences of Date of omendments request:
essx.iated with testing of the EDGs. accidents previously evaluated, November 3,1993

Technical Speafication 4 8.11.2 d verifies Emergency Diesel Generator reliability and Description of amendments request:
the overall condition of the EDG is availabthty will be maintained if wear and The proposed amendments would
acceptable A maior maintenance inspection stress are reduced when the EDGs are started revise the Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Pmver
and several tests involving starting and Proper warm-up and pre-lubncation Plant, Units 1 and 2. Technical
londing the EDG are performed every 18 techniques, as recommended by the vendor,
months (old refueling interval)in accordance will help minimize the potential for Specifications (TSs) by modifying the

.

with the surveiUancd An evaluation was degradation. Reliable EDG stads due to actual surveillance requirements to reflect the
conducted to determine if the surveillance losses of power on 4160 volt busses prove removal of the auto-closure interlock
intmal could be extended from 18 months their capability to perform their required (ACI) function from the shutdown

cooling (o achieve and maintain theSDC) system. The SDC sutem
to 24 months (current refueling interval). The safety function.
evaluation concluded there were no Therefore, the above proposed changes do is uses t
problems attributed to time dependence. not involve a signiScant increase in the reactor coolant system (RCS)in cold
Estending the interval to 24 months will probabihty or consequences of an accident shutdown by removing decay heat from
ehminate the need for a special outage after previously evaluated,
18 months. thus eliminating the possibihty of 2. Would not create the possibility of a new the reactor core followin8 shutdown of
encour.tering plant transients associated with or different type of accident from any the reactor.The ACIis designed to

. .

e plant shutdown and startup. Extending the accident previously evaluated. provide a close signal to the SDC system
survedlance interval to 24 months will not The proposed changes do not represent a suction isolation valves when the RCS
signifkantly increase the probability of the significant change in the configuration or pressure exceeds a predetermined

).
EDG fe.hng to operate as assumed in operadon of the plant. pressure setpoint. A generic evaluation
previously evaluated Cdeats. These changes represent clarifications and demonstrated that removing the ACI

Added.?, me CDCs are not initiators to improvements to the Tednical Specification function and replacing it with a valve
'

any r evmusly evelaated accident.Therefore, surveillances only and do not affect position alarm will reduce the number,

exSndmg the surveiUance interval will not assiunptions associated with the EDGs m.the
increase the consequences of an acadent l'FSAR. The chanus will modify of spurio.us closures of the SDC system
previously identified, surveillance requirements such as the suction isolation valves which in turn

. . .

Two of the requested surveillance chanes verification of a specific value (900 rpm. will increase the system availability and
remove spenfic values and do not dier the 2700 kW) and frequency of the surnillance result in an overall decrease in
intent of the su*veillances Techmcal (18 to 24 months. Modes 5 and 6 testing). The shutdown risk. The generic evaluation

- --__x_-______-
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was supplemented by a plant specific The report CE NSPD-550 also evaluated the Attorneyforlicensee: Jay E. Silbert, t

evaluation for the Calvert Cliffs facility removal of the SDC System AO in terms of Esquire. Shaw, Pittman, Potts and .

which provided the same results. the frowency of an inter system Loss of Trowbridge,2300 N Street.NW.*
'

Couant Amdent pOCA1 and me ened on hington, DC 20037.
Was.RCProject DJmcfor; Robert A. CapraThe PrDPosed amendments also revise overpressure transients. The plant specific A

.

the setpoint for the open permissive es aluauon .for Calvert Chffs showed a
interlock (OPI) which is designed to neghpble change m the calculated Baltimore Gas and Electric Company,
prevent opening of the SDC system probabihty of r.n ISLOCA event associated Docket Nos. 50-317 and 50-318 Caliert
suction isclation valves when the RCS w;th AO removal The proposed chege t Clith Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos.1
pressure is above the setpoint. The remove the AC surveillance requirement and '

proposed setpoint is based on the the setpemt t hange will not alter the effect and 2, Calvert County, Maryland
f an ompressure transient at cold Dofe of amendments request:pressurizer pressure at the instrument shutd wn c ndiu ns.The ACI was intended November 3,1993

tap and accounts for instrument to ensure that the SDC System is proper)y Description of amendments request; l
unce am ies- isolated fmm PCS pressure during start-up The pr osed amendments would

.

Specincally. TS 3/4.5.e.1 is changed operations. The AO function does not revise Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power
to require verification that the OPl protect against a malfunction of the valve -

revents the SDC system suction valves which results in its failure to close. The valve Plant Units 1 and 2. Technical ,

rom being opened'when the RCS pmition alarm will warn the operator of a Specifications (TSs) by ehmmating the
failure t manually close the valve as well as TSs that are applicable to the incore

pressure is greater than or e9ual to 309 a valve malfunction. While it is true that the Instrument (ICl) system. The hmitations
,

,

psia. The requirement to verify the ACI initiates an auto-closure of the SDC on the use of the la system will be
automatic Isolation (the ACI function)is Systen suction isolation valves en high RCS relocated to the Updated Final Safety i
deleted. The l'S Bases Section B 3/4 5.2 pressure, overpressure protection-of the SDC Analysis Report (UFSAR). The 10
is changed to reflect the proposed System is provided by the SDC System relief system 15 used to measure core power. i

i

changes discussed above, valve and administrative controls. and not by
the slow-actinn suction isolation valves that distribution for the purpose of

Bo. sis for proposed no sign /Ar .cnf clate the SDC System from the RCS. The monitoring the TS limits on Linear Heat
hazards consideration defmmnatwn: osnbihty of a lo'ss of SDC System is reduced Rate, Total Planar Radial Peaking
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the by the proposed change because the potential Factor, Total Integrated Radial Peaking ,

licenwe has provided its analysis of the of the SDC System suction isolation valves Factor, and Azimuthal Power Tilt. The i

issue of no sigmhcant har.ards bemg closed by a spurious signal will be 10 system has no safety purpose itself;
_

consideration, which is presented eluninated. No other failures are introduced it only measures values which have
below: by removing AQ. !Also, revising the OPl safety significance. No change to the

1. h, uld not levolve a significant increase action does not introduce a new or different
monitored values is PtoPosed. The

<

in ihe probab:h'v or consequences of an tvpe of accident.) Therefore, the proposed |

g accident previcu' sly evaluated c'hange does not ueate the possibility of a pmposed change will relocate
The Calver+ Cidis Shutdown Cooling (SDC) new or different type of accident from any requirements on the number and

System is used to at h)ese and rnamtam the accident previously evaluated, distribution of incore detectors used by .

Reactor Coolant System (RCS) in cold 3. Would not involve a significant the ICI sys'.am when measuring these <

shutdown condition by removmg the decay reduction in a margm of safety, values from the TSs to the UFSAR. The
heat fmm the teattor core followq plant The ACI function is not credited in a licensee has determined that the
shutdown. The Auto-Closure Interhxi ( ACI) anargin of safety for any accident previously requirements on the IQ system are not
is designed to provide a close signal to the evaluated and is not discussed in the basis constraints on design and operation ;

SDC System suctmn isolation valves when for Techa, cal Specification 3/4 5.2. The AC which belong in the TSs. In addition,
, . .

the RCS pressure exceeds the predetermined functwn is intended to provide a baci.up to NUREG 1432, " Standard Techmcal
pressure setpomt. This proposed change the operator action of closing the SDC System
would modify TMhnical Specification Suction isolation valves during plant Specifications for Combustion
Surveillance 'Requireroent 4 5 2 e.1 to reDect pressuritation. The evaluation of CE NSPD. Engineering Plants," does not include ;

removal of the AQ function.The Open $50 and the Calvert Cliffs plant-specific TS requirements on the ICI system.
Penmssive Interhick (OPI). which is designed evaluation indicates that the avadability of Specifically, the following changes
to prevent opening of the SDC System the SDC System is increased with removal of are proposed: )
suctum isolation valves when RCS pressure AG. In place of AQ, the installation of new (1) TS 3/4.3.3, which provides the '

is above the pressure setpomt. would remain. visual and audible alarms in the control requirements for the incore detectors is
The removal of AQ was evaluated room, along wnh procedural changes and deleted
genericelly in the report CE NSPD-550 in operator training, will reduce shutdown risk (2) TS 3/4.2.1.4.b is revised to remove
tenns of the r altbihty of the SDC System. for the plant by eluninatma the possibility of uncertainty factors which are applied to
This generic evaluation has been a spurious signal closine the SDC System

- supp!emented by a plant-specific evaluation suction isolation valves during shutdown the 10 system.
'

for Calvert ChffL The evaluation cooling operation. Revising the OPI action (3) TSs 3.2.1, 4.2.1.4, 3.2.2.1, 4.2.2.1,
,

demonstrated that removing AG and limit is a result of establishmg a clear basis 3.2.3 and 4.2.3.2.b are revised to remove j

replacing it with a valve position alarm will for this value Therefore, the proposed the cycle specific foot notes. |

reduce the number of spurmus closures of chango does not involve a significant (4) The Table of Contents and TS i

the SDC System suction isolation valves and reduction in a margin of safety. Bases Section 3/4.3 are revised to renect |
thus increase the avdabihty of the SDC The NRC staff has reviewed the the proposed changes. !

System. resultmg in a orrespondmg licensee's analysis and, based on this Basisfor pmposed no significonf I

decrease in shutdown u. Revising the OPI review, it appears that the three hazards consideration determination:
action from 300 psia to 309 psia,is a result standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied- As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the

of Therefore, the NRC staff proposes to licensee has provided its analysis of the i
he i tep se Iarge determine that tlw amendments request issue of no significant hazards

. mvolve a sigmficant increase in the ;

probabihty or consequences o e n accident involves no signihcant hazards consideration, which is presented ''

consideration. below: ,previously evaluated.
2. huld not create the ponibihty of a new local Public Document Room 1. would not involve a significant increase |

or different type of acudent from any location: Calvert County Library, Prince in the probabihty or consequences of an ,

|
accident previous!) evaluated. Frederick, Maryland 20678. accident previously evaluated.

,. _ .- _ .. .~ . . __ _ _ -
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The incore Instrument DCI) System is used Trowbridge. 2300 N Street. NW., consideration, which is presented
to measure core power distnbution for the Washington, DC 20037. below:
purpose of momtormg the techmcal E Prdect Director: Robert A. Capra Change 1 - Modify The Calvert Chffs
spec Mtatmn hnuts on Linear Heat Rate- Containment Penetration Tethmcal
Total Planar Radia! Peakmg Factor, Total Baltimore Gas and Eledric Cornpany, Specifications To Resemble The Standard
integwed Radial Peah mg i actor, and Docket Nos. 50-317 and 50418, Cahert Technical Specifwations
Anmuthat Power Tdt. The ICI system has n Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos.1 1 would not involve a significant increaw
safety purpose itself. it only measures values
which have safety sigmficance No change t and 2, Calsert County, Maryland in the probability or consequences of an

accident r,reviously evaluated
the momfored values is propovd The Date of amendments request: The only previously evaluated acudent
preposed change will relocate reqmrements Novernber 5,1943 affected by contamment penetration status
on the number and distnbution of mcore Description of omendments request; during shutdown is a fuel handhng accider;t

rr r g1 s a urs ro t Te hnical The proposed amendment consists of m the containment. Contamment penetranon

Spoficahuns to the Updated Tmal Safety two related changes. The first change closure is required durmg gwnods when the

Analysis Report (UFSAR1 This wdi allow modifies the Calvert Cliffs containment fan"d "j$ hNer"[n\"rd r' d

changes to the requirements to be made penetration technical specifications minimize the release of radioattive matrnalwithout Commissmn approval as long as the (TSs) to resemble the containment due to such un accident. The proposedchangs meet the cntena of 10 Cf R 50 59 penetration TS in NUREG-1432. change me difies the conditions ofChanges to the ICl System requuements .. Standard Technical Specifications for Specification 3 9 4 regarding when,whu h do not meet the (Titens of 10 CFR Combustion Engineering Pressurized containment penetratmn closure is required
"

Water Reactors" (STS). The second in order to make the Calvert Cliffs techmul .t ns a e
Heloution of the requirements on the ICI change allows the containment sp[c, a io m e Sa at

Systen fram trw Tec.hnical Specifaations to personnel airlock to be open during fuel Engineering Plants (NUREG44321 Thisthe UISAR does not increase the probabihty movement and core alterations,
involves ehminating applicab;hty of theor consequences of any accide nt previously Specihcally, the first change revises specihcation during periods of positneanaly7ed (WCause the 4Cl System is neithei a Specification 3.9.4. " Containment reactivity addition, movement of heavy loads

Penetrations, Shutdown" to make it over irradiated fuel in the contamment, and
e eICI yst n is n c ted in

any safety analysis. The values measured by consistent with the same Specification penods of electrical degradation.
the ICI System are important parameters in in the STS. It deletes " positive reactivity containment penetrations are not an initiator

t any accident so the status of containmentrnany aciident analyses however,this changes" and " movement of heavy
pnqued change does not remove or affect loads over irradiated fuel within the pnenahons has no affect on the probab.hty

" " * #"' E "' " Y "* ' ""the hmits on these values containment building" from the

(' " {]* ' * Applicability, Actions, and Surveillance Sp $c t""5 "d '

n 4 pos t e teactivity
p' ,oabbty or consequenc es of an accident secticns. In addition, the Applicabihty additmns" and " movement of heavy loads of
previously evaluated and Surveillance sections are revised by irradiated fuel in the containmer.t," are r.ot

: Would not acate the potsibihty of a new removing references to " degraded needed because equivalent protection is ,
or different type of accident from arIy electrical conditions" and substituting pmvided by Specifications 3.91. "Refuenng
an ident prehously evaluated. equivalent actions in lieu of references br n Concentration." and by presious

aWsis f c ntr 1of heavy foads TheThe proposed change does not represent a to Specification 3.9 4 in Specifications * ' '" '#t hang m the configuration or operation of L2' 3 8'2"' and 3.8 2
the plant. The ICI System will continue to be 3 8'he second" change rev:4degradation have been rek(ated from

T ises Specification 3 9.4 to the electricalused to momfor Technical Specification
lumts on core power distnbution The core Specification 3.9 4 " Containment specifications (Technical Spac.fications
power distnbution Te< hnical Specification Penetrations. Shutdown." to allow the 3n2,3 8 2 2,and 3 8 2 41 Therefore the
hmits are not changed containment personnel airlock (PAL) to proposed thanges provide a level of

Therefare. the proposed change does not be open during fuel movement and core protechon against radioactive release from
creae the posubihty of a new or different alterations provided that one PAL door the containment during shutdown conditmns
type checident from any acc. dent is operable, the plant is in MODE 6 with equivalent t the existmg spec;fications
prenously evaluated 23 ftet of w Therefore, the proposed change does nr4

designated m.ater bove the fuel, and a3 hould not involve a significant .. involve a s:gmficant increase m the
dividual a,s continuously probabihty or consequences of an accider treductmn in a marg:n of safety.

The ICI System makes no contributmn to available to close the airlock door. This previously evaluated
the margin of safety The ICI System is used individual must be stationed at the 2. would not create the possibility of a new
to measure core power d:stnbution values Auxiliary Building side of the outer or different type of accident from any
whith do contam a margm of safety. The airlock door. accident previously evaluated
hmits on these values are not changed Consistent with STS featwes The proposed changes to Specification

T herefore, the proposed thange does not 3 9 4 will rovide a level of protection
involve a sigmficant reduction in a margm of required for PAL operability are given in P

safet) the Bases. The Bases state that in order against radioactive release from the
contamment equivalent to the current

The NRC staff has reviewed the for a PAL door to be operable,it must spcifications. It does not represent a
licensee's analysis and, based on this be capable of bemg closed and the significant change in the configuration or
review, it appears that the three airlock doorway must not be blocked. In operation of the plant which could create the
standards of 50.92[c) are satisfied. addition, Specification 3.9 3. " Decay possibility of a new type of accident. Positne
Therefore, the NRC staff proposes to Time,"is modified to lengthen the reactivity c.hanges which could potentially
determine that the amendments request minimum time between subcriticality violate the required shutdown margin were

intoltes no significant hazards and fuel movement from 72 hours to evaluated m determmmg the techmcal

consideration 100 hours. specifiution limit for refuehng boron

Local Pubisc Document Room Basis forproposed no significant '*"['[*''*" P|y";f,*g,*,",,,*g,, g},"t,g ,ur;
t d

g, , 9g
location: Calvert Count y Library. Prince hazards consideration determmatwn: Las been previousiy evaluated in our
Frederick, Mar} }and 20678. As required by 10 CFR 50 91(a), the response to SCREG 0612 " Control of Heavy

Attorneyforlicensee. Jay E. Silbert, licensee has provided its analysis of the Loads." Actions to be taken durmg periods '
Esquire, Shaw Pittman, Potts and issue of no significant hazards of electrical degradation hav- been relocated
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withm the technical specifkatwns but 2. Would not create the possibihty of a new REAf0 VAL OF LOW VACUUAf SCRAM
remem uncharmed or d2fferent type of accident from any The LCVS is not required to ensure the safe

Therefore. the proposed char.ge does not accident previously evaluated, operstmn of Pilgrim Station. The IIVS is
crea e the pos>Lhty of a new or d fferer.t The proposed change affects a previously provided to anticipate the reactor scram
type of amdent from any accident evaluated accident.e g a fuel handling associated with the turbine trip caused by
preuuu4 evaluated inadent. It does not represent a significant low condenser vacuum (Reference:"PNPS

3 m 2id not involve a sMmficant c hooge in the conf;guration or operation of Final Safety Analysis Report." Section
reductwn in a margin of safety. the plant and therefore.does not create the 7.2 3 8) and is not relied upon in the plant

The proposed changn will ehmmate some posubility of a new or different type of transient analysis. PNPS [ Pilgrim Nuclear
mndmor.s w hen contamment penetrahan accident from any accident previously Power Station) FSAR [ Final Safety Analysis
closure is required This could allow the evaluated. Reporth Section R.2.1.2 explains that an
rekase of ra<hoactivi'y from t.ontainment 3. Would not mvolve a significant instantaneous loss of vacuum is the most
flowever, for each ehminated condition there reduction in a margin of safety. severe vacuum transient and is equivalent to ,
is an existmg equivaler.t or more restnctis e The margin of safety as defmed by 10 CFR a turbine trip without bypass. Slow vacuum
reqmrement w hich would prewnt events Part 100 has not been significantly reduced. transients allow for some bypass steam flow
wheh wculd result m a radmart:ve release. There is an inc ease in calculated offsite dose (the bypass shuts at 7 inches of vacuum) and
Therefore, there wdi be no increase in offste resulting from a fuel handlmg accident but thus results in less severe transients. In
dme and the margin of safety is mamtained. the increase is a small fraction of the limits addition, the "PNPS Reload Analysis"

Therefore, the propmed change does not given m to CFR Part 100. The proposed (NEDE.24011-P A 4-US. Standard
intoh e a s:gmbrant reductwn in a margin of change also increases the rninimum decay Application for Reactor Fuel) does not take
safet y t n.e from shutdown to the movement of credit for LCVS. PNPS FSAR. "Section 14 4"

Ch.mge 2 - Mod.fy The Cah ett Chffs irradiated feelin containment.This change includes low acuum transients under
Cant.unment Penetrat:on Techn cal reduces the offsite dose in the event of a fuel turbine tnp wnhout bypass. Since this

"

Specifications To AHew The Containment handhr.g accident which partially ~bine trip scram will remain, and since the
Personnel Atrhd To Be 0;.en During Fuel compensates for the higher offsite doses . IfVS is mtended to anticipate the turbine
M.nement And Core Alterations under this proposed change. Therefore, the trip scram as well as not bems a distinct

L Would not involve a Ognificant increase proposed change does not involve a element of the accident analysis,
in the pmbability or consequences of an sigmficant reduction in a margin of safety. instrumentation associated with the LCVS
accident predously evaluated The NRC staff has reviewed the will be removed from Pdgnm and the scram

The proposed change to S;wificanon 3.0 4 licensee *5 analysis and, based on this will no longer exist. Removal of the LCVS
would allow the tormnment personnel review, it appears that the three from Technical Specifications and from
aalod (PAL) to be open durmg fael standards of S0 92[c) are satisfied. Pilgnm will not result in a significant
inomrmnt and core aherahans. The PAL is Therefore. the NRC staff proposes to increase in the probabihty or consequences

determine that the amendments re9uest of an accident previously evaluated but willc lavd dermg fuel movement and core
alvratmns to prevent the escape of . reduce the possibdity of spurious scrams.
radmactive matenal m the event of a fuel involves no significant hazards REUSION OF TURRINE FIRST STA TE
handima au Ant The PAL is not an consideration. PRESSURE SCRAM SL7TOINT

*

m.'lator to an a< cident u hether th- PAL LocalPubhc Documenf Room The scram signal generated by closure of
dwrs are oprn or clo>ed during fart locadon: Calvert County Library. Prince the TSVs Iturbme stop valves) or fast closure
movement and core aherations has no affect Frederick, Maryland 20678. of the TCVs itemperature control valvesi
on the probabihu of any accident previously Afforneyfor hcensee: 'ay E. Silbert, preserve sufficient themal margin for
n dlUdted Esquire. Shaw Pittmar , Potts and pressurization transients at high core thermal

Allowing the PAL doors to be open during Trowbridge,2'.mc N Street. NW., powers. At core therraal powers below 45%
f el movement and core aherations does Washir.qton, DC 20037. of rated. the severity of pressurization
mcrease the convquentes of a fuel handling NRC Prciect Director: Robert A. Capra transients is reduced such that these scram
inadent in the contenment from no offute sgnals are no longer required. the reactor
dw to 14 06 h rn to the thymid and 0 457 11oston Edison Company. Docket No. high-pressure and high Dux scram setpoints
Rem to the w hele body. However. the 50-293. Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station, provide protectmn for the reactor as
cMcula:ed offsi e dasm are less than 5% of Plymouth County, Massachusetts destnbed in PNPS FSAR Section 7.2, Theset

the hm;ts of to CTR Part 100 and, therefore. scram signals are bypassed in the interest of
do not represent a s gmfx ant increase in Dofe of amendment requesf: October improved plant availability when thermal
offete dme la adition, the calculated doses 19.1993 margin considerations permit.
are lager than the espemi doses because Description of amendmenf request: The Pdgnm Reactor Prmection (RPS) uses
the calculatum does not incorporate the The proposed amendment would the high-pressure turbine section first4tage
ilas:ng of the PAL door after the containment remos e the Low Condenser Vacuum bowl pressure rather than core thermal power
is n aruated The proposed charge will Scram (LCVS) and reduce the turbine to determine when the scram ugna's
smmhcantly redare the dose to workers in first stage pressure setpoint at w hich it gemated by dosure of the TSVs or fast
the containment in the event of a fuel is permissible to bypass the turbine d sum f the TCVs can be bypassed Turbine
hat.dhng av.ident by speeing the bowl pressure is proportional to core therrnal
contamment n acuahon process The control valve fast closure and, the

- power and is also related to the balance-of-
turb.me stop valve closure inp (scram) plant (BOP) configuration. Therefore, thepropowd change w di also sNmficar.tly

deucase the wear on the PAL doars and. Qnals. maximum bowl pressure above which the
consequently. intn>ase the availability of the &ms for proposed no significonf scram signals rannot be bypaswd must
PAL daors in the nent of an acadent. hazards consideration determinahont correspond to 45% of reted core ther nal

Tha nrnposed rhange mcreases the As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the power for the most limitmg 1.alance-of plant
mine um decay time from shutdown to the licensee has provided its analysis of the configuration.
movement ofirra< hated faelin contamment issue of no significant hazards A reduction in the degree of feadwater
Mmimum dn ey time is not a premrsor to consideration, which is presented heating results in a decreased turbina tel
em accident. Lencthenmg the minimum 9jgg. pressure for a parucular cere thermal power-
derav time draeam the consequences of a 1. Tile Operation of Pilgrim Station in Hence. the bmiting balance-of plant
fael handlir.g act ident hv redeong the . configuration for this evaluation anurnes all
radmactae mventory of the irraiated fael. accordante wit!' the proposed kdwater heaters are out of-service. In

amendment will not involve aTherefore, the pmposed change does not addition to the degree of feedwater heating -
mvolve a 5:gn.hcant murease in the significant increase in the probability or the bowl pressure as also affected by the
pmbablty or consequences of an acadent consequences of an accident previously amount of turbine by;> ass flow. Bypassir.g
prevmasly evaluated. evaluated, fivw around the turbine further reduces the

a
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bowl pressure for a particular core thermal safety anab sis by chansmg the existmg treming programs.The proposed changes are
power and feedwater heater configuration. maumum allowable turame first stage being made to remove language describmg or
However, General Elortric analyus,"EA$ 53- pressure permittmg scram bypass from 305 committing to any previous training
O',87, Rev.1", shows the hmitmg balance of- psig to the more conservative 112 psig. The programs, smce the training programs at
phmt car. figuration des not need to consider change is proposed bec ause informat)on PNPp have been accredited and certifsd in
opened turbme bypass valves, tecause, with supphed by Pilgrim's NSSS Inuclear sicam accordance with the revised to UR 55 and

.. these valves oIrned, the consequences of system suppherj 10 UR 50120 rules, GL 87-07 and NUREC-
desig> basis transients a e acuptable [* * *] required recalculation of this 1262. The proposed changen delete refarence
without scram signals being generated upon setpoint to support the margin of safety to the March 28.1980. NRC letter (the Denton
closure of the TSV's or fast closure of the under conditions and considerations Leued f r hcensed operator quahfications
TGV's. even at core thermal powers greater

discussed in the above item IB1. and trammg programs and. for licensed
than 4W of rated. operator quabfications, will substitute

Based on the above considnrations and to Therefore, the prcposed amendment compliance with the requirements of to UR
provide added conservatism to minimize the does not involve a significant reduction 55. The proposed changes also include the
pombihty of httmg the SRV's after a Turbine in the rnargin of safety. deletion of Specification 6At " Training,"
Tnp at low power, the maximum turbine first The NRC staff has reviewed the since trainirg of toth licensed operators and
stcge bowl pressure permittmg scram signal licensee's analysis, and based on this other appropriate unit staff personnelis now
bypass is determined to be 112 pug- review,it appears that the three governed by regulations (10 CFR 55 and to
Changing the currently allowed m.iximum of standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied, LTR 50.120)
305 psig to 112 psig brings the specified
datum mto conformance with Pilgnm's Therefore, the NRC staff proposes t The proposed char.ges will have no

significant adverse impact on accide-t
design anu, thereby, does not result in a determme that the amendment request probability or cunsequence The NRC, during
ugnmcnnt increase in the pmbability or tnvolves no significant hazards the rulemaking process. has considered any
consequem.es of an accident previously consideration- impact that licensed operator quahfication's
evaluated.

,
Jocal Public Document Room and training programs may have on accidents

2. The operation of higrim Station in location: P.ymouth Public Library,11 previously evaluated, and by promulgation of
accordance with the proposed amendment North Street, Plymouth, Massachusetts the revised 10 CFR 55 rule, concluded that
wdl not create the possibihty of a new or

02300 this impact remains unchanged as long as
'

Attorneyforlicensee: W. S. Stowe, licensed operator training programs are
no ly va at certified to be accredited and based on a

LEVS is not part of the Pilgrim Station Esquire, Boston Edison Company,800 systems appr ach t training in accordance
desma basis. Its rernovel from tecimical Boylston Street. 30th Floor, Boston,
speofications does not, therefore, present Massachusetts 02199. [g$07c g0 t y I tter PY-
any new or different challenges to the

NRC Pmject D; rector: Walter R. Butler Crl/NRR-0866h. dated June 9,1988. Theintegrity or responsas of systems designed to
prevent or mitipte an accident. Ilence, the The Cleveland Electric Illuminating pmposed Techmcal Specification changes

tde credit for the INIU accreditation of the
removal of hCVS fmm technical Company, Centerior Service Company,

h''"''d P''** # ""d th*' ""'I'*# P * *'specifications and imm Pilgrim will not Duquesne Light Company. Ohio Edison E;* * #"" "create the possibihty of a new or dtbrent ComPanT, Penn87 vania Power contmued campliance with the req'uirementsI
kmd of accident from any accident Company, Toledo Edison Company, of 10 CFR 55 and 10 UR 50,120 is requiredpreviously evaluated because its removal
does not de de existing systems and Docket No. 50-440, Perry Nuclear regardless of any refereme to them withm

because its nction is enveloped by the Power Plant Unit No.1, Lake County, the Technical Specificattans. Therefore, the

turbme tnp scram that remains in tecimical Ohio proposed changes do not increase the
probability or consequences of an accidents cifications I# *# d*#"I "9U#### previously evaluated.

septerntfer 27,"1993he proposed changa to the allowable ,.

[2] The proposed arnendment does notmaximum pressure setpoint results fmm e De5CT3Ption of amendment nquest: ueate the possibility of a new or differentrecalculation of maximum allowable scram
bypass pressure that epsures Pilgrim is The proposed amendment would kind of accident fmm any accident

operated within the boundanes estabhshed modify Technical Specification (TS) previously evaluated.

to prevent or mitigate the chcts of certam section fL3.1, Unit Staff Qualifications, The proposed Technical Speci6 cation
accident sequences descriled in the FSAR. to make that section consistent with the changes are administrative changes to

'limi"*'* I"' "''5''"''es with the currentlience, the pmpowd change supports the current requirements of Part 55 of Title regulations for quahfiutions and trainingexisting hlgnm analysis and does not create 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations programs. The NRC, durmg the rulemakingthe possibthty of a new or differunt kind of (10 CFR 55). The proposed amendment process, has considered any impact thataccident from any accident previously w uld also delete TS section 6A.1 heensed operator quahfications and trainingevaluated,
3. The operation of Pilgrim Station in Training,because the requirements programs may have on the possibility of a

accordance with the proposed amendment associated with training are now new or different kind of accident from any
will not involve a signi6 cant reduction in a contained in to CFR 55 and to CFR accident previously evaluated, and by
margin of aafety. 50.120. Promulgation of the revised to CFR 55 rule.

Ecmoval ofIEVS will not increase the Basis for proposed no significant concluded that this impact remains
probability of occmwnce or the hazards consideration determination: tram,anged as long as hcensed operator

unch
g pmpams are cersed t beconuquences of a loss-of-vacmim transient As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the

. accredited and based on a systems approachbecause the low vacuum turbine trip scram nse has provided its analysis of the in accordance with Gh 87-07. CEI
, to training'such cemfication for PNPP Unit 1provides sufficient protection to prevent

plant damage and offsite consequences. The issue of no significant hazards providod
turbine trip is also a more direct variable for consideration, which is presented by letter pY-CEl/NRR.0%6L dated June 9.
reactar protection Therefore lfVS is not a below 19P8. The proposed Tec hnical Specification
distmet element of Pilgrim's acrident (1) The proposed changes do not involve chuges take credit for the INPO
analysis and its removal does not impact a significant increase in the probability or accreditation of the hcensed operator and
higrim's safety marpn. lience, removal of consequenres of an accident previously other nuclear powerplant personnel training
LCVS fmtn technical spacifications will not evaluated. programs, and continued compliance with
involve a signif cant reduction in the margin The proposed Technical Specification the requtternents of to CTR 55 and to CFR
of safety, changes are administrative changes to 50120 is required rrgardless of any reference

The proposed amendment also maintains chminate inconsistencies with the current to them withm the Technical Specifications.
the margin of safety as defined by Pilgrim's regulations for unit staff quahfications and Additionally, the propowd Tecimical
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eufacation charces do not affer t plant changing the steam generator safety program are at least as restrictive as existing
design, hardware, svstem operation. or vahe surveillance frequency and Technical Specification requirements and

puedures herefore. the proposed changes acceptance criteria. ensure that an equivalent ur greater degree of
do not ueate tbc pombihty of a new of BaWorproposed no signifrant MSSV operational readmess is provided
different kmd of accident from any acadent hatards consideration determination: Additionally. the relocation of Sun einance

details to the IST program and itspreviously evaluate" As te9uired by 10 CFR 50 91(a), the implementmg procedures will not increase(3) 7be proposed amendment does not
mvolve a ugtufstant redattmo in the margm licensee has provided its analysis of the the probabihty or consequences of a
of safety. Issue of no sigmficant hazards previously evaluated accident since adequate

The proposed Technical Speuficanon consideration, which is presented control of the requirements is provided by
chacges are administrative changes to below: the 10 CFR 50 59 review process and ASME
e!immate inconostenues wnh the current 1. Does the change involve a significant Section XI requirements incorporated by to
regulations for quahfications and training incraase in the probabihty of occunence or CFR 50 55afgt Therefore, this change does
programs. The hcensed operator consequences of an accident previously not involve a significant increase in the
quahf2catmns and traming prograrns wi!! evaluatedt protability or consequences of an accident
continue to be required to comply with the The probabihty of an accident previously previously evaluated.
requirements of 10 CFR 55 The NRC, durmg evaluated has not been increased. The 2. Does the change create the possibihty of
the ruirmaking proress, has considered any ,mor.ed thenga does not change the a new or different kmd of accident from any

m: pact that lensed operator quahfications fundamental function or capabihty of the previously analyr.ed?
and trammg programs may have on the MSSVs IMa;n Steam Safety Valves) as The proposed change does not aher the

rnargm of safetb and by promulgatmn of the desenbad m the UFSAR [ Updated Fmal design of the MSSVs or their ftmetion to
revised 10 CFR 55 rule, conth ded that this Safety Analysis Reportl. This change does protect agamst overpressure events. The

unpact remains unchanged w hen hcensees not affect any initiators or precursors of an proposed change does not introduce any new

certify that their htensad operator training accident previously evaluated. This change equipment, equipment modifications, or any

programs are accredited and based on a win not increase the likelihood that a new or different modes of plant operation.

systems a;>pmach to training in accordance transient initiating event will occur because Therefore, the proposed change does not

with GL 87-07. CEI provided such most transients are initiated by equipment introduce any new failure modes and the
certificatior. for PNPP Unit 1 by letter Py. malfunction and/or catastmphic system pknt will continue to be operated withm
CE!/NKR-08Mt dated June 9.1988 The NRC fai:are Since the proposed change does not acceptable limits. In addition, the proposed
has concluded, as stated in NUREG-1202, involve the introduction of new or change sti!! provides adequate assurance the
that the standards and guidehnes applied by redes 5gned plant equipment, these failure MSSVs will be maintained operable.
INPO in their traimng accreditanon prog am mechanams are not impacted. For the reasons described above, there is

are equivalent to those put forth or endorsed The consequences of accidents previously no possibility that the proposed change

by the NRC. As a resuh, mamtairang INPO evaluated are not increased. The proposed creates a new or different kind of accident
acnedited systems based licensed operator change does not involve any equipment from any previously analyzed in the UFSAR.

training programs is equnalent to - modifications which could adversely affect 3. Does the change involve a significant
mamtammg NRC approved licensed operator the expected accident sewence. Although reduction in a magin of safety?

trammg programs which conform with the fmquency of the MSW surveillance The proposed change incorporates the
arphcable NRC RGs or NRC endorsed ANSI / testing is effected by the change, the industry standard testing requirements of
ANS standards. The margm of safety is frequency at which MSSV surveillances are Section XI of the ASME Code and applicable
maintamed by virtue of inaintaining INPO pedarmed is not assumed in any analyzed Addenda for the MSSVs. The Zion IST

accredited licensed operator and other event. The changes in testing frequency are program requir ements and implementing
consistent with the ASMEJANSI Standard. pmcedures bsve been developed innuclear power plant personnel traming

programs and through contmued compliance The ASME/ ANSI Standard has been applied accordance with the ASME Section XI
with the requirements of to CFR 55 and to extensively thmughout the industry and requirements to ensure component

demonstrated adequate by the resulting degradation is detected before the componer.t
CTR 50.120 Therefore, the pro [ nosed changes industry experience. Therefore, accidentis incapable of performing its intended safetydo not reduce the margin of sa etv.

The NRC staff has reviewed the analyses assumptions reflected in the function.

heense(s analysis and, based on this affected Survedlance Requirements will still Although the frequency of the MSSV
W venfied n a frequency sufficient t surveilla ce testmg is effected by the change,

h "" """"#"*""* * ""'I * * "' "'"
s r s of 0 FR 50 I t maintsmed. a e performed is not assumed in any
satisfied Therefore,the NRC staff The rok of these vahes is in the mitigation analyzed event. The changes in testing
proposes to determine that the cf design basis accidents and transients. The frequency are consistent with the ASME/
amendment request involves no effect of a!!owmg the Zion station MSSV lin ANSI Standard. The ASME/ ANSI Standard
significant hazards consideration. setpoint tolcrance to increase from the has been applied extensively throughout the

Local Pubhc Document Room cunently required plus or minus 1 percent to industry and demonstrated adequate by the
location: Perry Public Library, 3753 the plus or mmus 3 percent consistent with resulting industry experience. Any reduction

the ASME/ ANSI Standard has been evaluated in a margin of safety is insignificant since theMain Street, Perry, Ohio 440h1
br au n n.LOCA and LOCA design basis extension of the surveillance intervals is ,

Afforney for biensee: Jay Silber 8, Es9. requirements The plus or minus 3 percent justified based on accepted industry practice-

Shaw, I,ittman, Potts & Trowbridge- tolerance for the MSSV setpoints was and compliance with ASME Section XI as
2300 N Street, NW., Washington. DC assumed in the VANTAGE 5 Reload mandated by 10 CFR 50.55(alg In addition,
20037 Transitmn Safety Report for the Zion Units the proposed change has the potential to

NHC Project D; rector. John N Hannon 1 and 2. In all cases, either a reanalysis reduce testing that s typically done at power.
incorporating the increased MSSV setpoint Therefore, the proposed change reduces the

Commonwealth Edison Company,. tolerance o mtinued to show results within risk of an unexpected plant transient that
Docket Nos. 50-295 and 50 304, Zion acceptance lirmts, or the MSSV setpoints ' may be caused t>y onhoe testing of the
Nudear Power Station, Units 1 and 2, were determined not to affect the licensing MSSVs.
Lake County, Illinois basis results. Even though the plus or minus The effect of allowing the Zion station

3 P"' h'" '' h *' D" 'h''*" * D' MSSY II'* **'P "I * I''88" ' I""'' * ** IT *I

Date of amendment re7uest. acceptable. the pmposed change the currently required plus or minus 1
N.ovember 4,1993 conservatively requires the MSSV setpoints percent to the plus or minus 3 percent

Descnpfion of amendmer:t request to be restomd to within plus or minus 1 consistent with the ASME/ ANSI Standard
The proposed amendment would revise percent of the requirad valae after testing. has been evaluated for all non-LOCA and
the Tahnical Specifications by The remaining aaeptance entena of the IST LOCA design basis requirements. The plus or
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triinus 3 percent tolerants for the MSSV to the Core Operating Limits Supervisory Description of amendment request:
setpomts was assumed m the VANTAGES System {COLSS) for momtoring of core The proposed amendtnent would
Reload 1ransition Safety Ecport for the 2aon parameters The COLSS is independent of the relocate the requirement to verify the .
Units 1 and 2. In all ums, enher a reanalysis plant prutection system The CPCs lCore
mcorporahng the inueued MSSV setpomt Protectmn Calmlators) operate correct position of each electrical and/
tolerant e continued to show results withm independently of COLSS. using the excore gI Pg g
the au cptance hmits, or the MSSV setpoints detectors to preserve plant safety prirameters. Emergency Core Cooling System throttle
were determmed not to affect the hcensing Tha proposed change does not affect any valves within 4 hours of each valve
basis results. Although the plug or minus 3 material condition of the plant that could stroking operation or maintenance on
yn.rcent tolerance has been shown to be directly contribute to causing or mitigating the valve, to procedures that control the
acceptable, the propmed thange the effects of an accident. The TS will maintenance and operation of these
conservatively requires the MSSV setpoints continue to defme the Limiting Conditions of valves,
to be restomd to within plus or rninus 1 Operation required to ensure that reactor core Basisforpmposed no signifscont
perunt of the required value after testing. conditions dunng operations remain within

hazards considerution determination:Therefore, ruodifymg the appliable the mitial conditions assumed in the SAR.
Ter hrncal Spaubcation Surveillance neWore, this change does not involve a As re9uired by to CFR 50.91(a), the
Requirements for the MSSVs in auordance significant increase an the probabihty or licensee has provided its analysis of the
with the mdustry standards wdl not involve consequences of any accident previously issue of no significant, hazards
a stgnificant redac tion in the marg n of evaluated. consideration, which ts presented
sdem Cntenon 2. Does Not Create the Possibihty below:

The NRC stafI has reviewed the of a Nm or Diffenmt Kind of Accident from Cnterion 1 - Does Not involve a Significant
bcenwe's analysis and, bawd on this any Previ usly Evaluated. Increase in the Pmbability or Consequences
review, it appears that the thrve Because the pmposed change does not of an Accident Prev ously Evaluated.

change the design, configuration, or method The proposed change relocates thesiandards of 10 CFR $0 92(c) are of operation of the plant, it does not create requirements concernmg verification ofsatisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff the possibility of a new or different kind of correct position stop position (i.e,
proposes to determine that the accident. The incore detection system is not venfication of the correct position of each
amendment request involves no a part of plant contrn) instruments or position stop! following maintenance to
significant hazards crmsideration. engineered safety featum actuation circuits. hcensee contmlied documents, consistent

LocalPublic Document Room Therefore, this c hange does not crente the with NUREG 1432 " Improved Standard
location: Waukegan Public Library,128 p ssawy f a om r differ-nt kind of Techmcal Specifications for Combustion
N. County Street, %.aukegan. IRmois acc dent from any previously evaluated Engineering Plants " The Operations and.

Cnterion 3 - Does Not involve a Synificant Maintenance procedures, whic h will contain60085 Reduction in the Margin of Safety. these requirements, are controlled under theAttorney for licensee. Michael I- This change does not derrease the margin critena set forth m 10CFRSO 59. The posi iant

Miller, Esquiro; Sidley and Austin, One of safety since the incore detection system is of the position stops wdl be venfied
First National Plaza, Chicago, Illinois not required for plant safety The system does followmg m.mtenance or ad ustment of theif,0tA O not irntiate any direct safety related function EfrS femergency core coolmg system |

NRC Project Director: James E. Dyer during anticipated op-rational occurrences or throttle valves and periodir. ally thereafter,
postulated accidents The pm;med changa The pmition stops wdl be ventmd at leasthtergy Operations,Inc., Docket No, relocates the locore detection system every is months, as requiredby TS50 368, Arkansas Nuclear One, Unit requirements from the TS to the SAR. (Technical Specificatiord 4 5 2 g 2. The

No. 2. Pope County, Arkansas Charges to the SAR are contrulled under the relocation of these pmition stop verification
cntena specified by toCFR50 59 The reqqirements is considered to t/c

,

Date o/ amendment n9uest: October proper,ed change w, l have no adverse impact admmatrative in natured
2E M on the plant protection system nor will any The ECCS throttle valves are not initiatorsDescription of amendment request: protective boundary or safety lirnit be of any accident previously evaluated.
The proposed amendment would affsted Therefore, this change does not Therefore the deletion of the requirement to
wh(ate the requirements in Technical involve a significant reduction in the margin verify the wrrect position of the position
Specif cation (TS) 3/4.3 3 2 regarding of safety- stops within 4 hours followmg wmpletion of
incore detectors from the TSs to the The NRC ctaff has reviewed the cach valve stroking operanno wdl not rew!t
Safety Analysis Report. licensee's analysis and, based on this in the increase in it.e pn,6biuv of any

hasis for proposed no significant review, it appears that the three accident previously evaluac.1 The ANO-2
hazards considemtion determination standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are I Arkansas Nuclear One. Urut 21 maintenance

As re9uired b 10 CFR 50.91(a), the satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff histmy rniew ed for the eght ECCS throttle
Y

licensue has provided its analysis of the proposes to g' etermm.e tItat the valves subject to the requiretnents of TS

issue of no signi4 cant hazards amendment request mvolves n 4 5 2 g 1 has shown ordy four documented

consideration, which is prnented significant hazards consideration. instances of failure of the open position to
stop valve travel at the wrrect position since

belom LocalPublic Document Efoom the begmning of 198s.
Criterion 1. Does Not involve a Significant location:Tomlinson Library, Arkansas The delet on of the requirernent to verify

faceae in the Pmbabihty or Ccmsequenas Tech University, Russellville, Arkansas the wrrect position of the poseion stops
of an Actident Previously Evaluated. 72801 following completion of each valve stroking

The propmad change relocates incere Attorneyfor licensee: Nicholas S. operation will result in fewer challenges to
detect on system requirements imm the Reynolds Esquire,Winston and Strawn, the proper operanon of the ECCS throttle
Technical Specification (TS) to the Safety 3400 L Street, N W., Washington, D C. valves. The pro 6bihty of inducing a position
Analysis Report (SAR) wnsistent with the 20005 350'4 sicp failure due to valve strokirg operations
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRCI NRC Project Director: William o. i'"a"dered 'o be h*hir ' ahk'iv The
Puhey Statement on Technical Specification gg process of position stop sett ng verification
Impmvements. The ANO 2 [ Arkansas rewlts in unnecessary additional challenges
Nutlur One. Unit 21 incore detection system Entern Operations, Inc., Docket No. that could result in overall lower valve
is not required for plant safety smce it does 50-368', Arkansas Nuclear One Unit rehabihty. Therefore, poution stop setting
not initiate any direct safety-related funcuan No. 2, Pope County, Arkansas eficanon beyond that required for post-
danng entici;>ated operational occurrenas or raamtenance testmg and penomcally
postulated acridents. The primary function Dafe of amendment request: October thereaf+er, as reauired by TS 4 s.2 R 2,is
of the incore detectors is to provide inputs 27,1993 wnsidered unwarranted. Smce valve

.. .. .. . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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reliab;hty wi!! r.at be decreawd as a ren,lt of satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff the Admimstrative controls section of
this charm. there is no sigmf cant ncrease proposes tu determine that the Tec hnical Specifications. Since any changs
in the rrmsequentes of any accident amendment request involves no to the TS Bases, t.'FSAR or procedures wi!!
prevmusly armlyred significant hazards consideration. be evaluated per the requirmnents of 10 CFR

Therefore, the changa does not involve a
LocalPcbhc Document Room " * " h#"ase Ngecanw

segr ifu er t incrase m the pmbabihty or
omwqurn&s of any arudent previous!y locati n:Tomhnson Library, Arkansas ins:gnificantiin the probabdity or

-

consequences of an accident pwviously
es aluated Tech University, Russellville, Arkansas evaluated will ba ellowed. Thewfore, this

Crnenon 2 - Dnes Not Create the Possibihty 72801 change does not involve a significant
of a New or Different Mnd of Acudent fmrn Attorneyfor heensee: Nicholas S. increase in the probability or consequences
any Previously Evalueted Reynolds. Esquire, Winston and Strawn, of an accident previously evaluated.

Beause the proprned chanea duas not 1400 L Street,'N.W., Washington, D.C. 4. The proposed change miocates certain
(her,p the des:gn, tvmnguranon, or method 20005-3502 details fmm GGNS TS to theTS Bases,
of operation of the plant,it dcws not cmate NRC Pmject Director: William D. UFSAR or procedures The TS Bases. UFSAR
the possibility of a new or different bnd of B d er and Pmm. dures enntaining the relocated
acodent. The proposed change drws not information will be maintained in
allow the WCS throttle valves to be operatad Entergy Operations,Inc., et al., Docket accordance with to CFR 50.59 and are
m any new or dderent way frrorTi what is No. 50-416, Grand Gulf Nuclear subject to the change control provisions in
currently allowed. Station, Unit 2, Claiborne County, the Admmistrative Controls section of TS.

Therefore. ttus charme dvs not create the . . . Since any changes to the TS Bases, UFSARh!'.5mPP"possatuhty of a new or different kind of or procndures wdl be evaluated per the -
amdent imm any prvviousiv evaluated. Data of amendment mquest: October reouirements of to CFR 50.59, no increase

Cnterirm 3 Does Not invnive a SigniScant 22,1993 (sSnincant or insignincant)in the
Reduction An the Margin of Safety- Description of amendment rtyuest: probabthty or consequences of an accident

The proposed change relucntes the The proposed changes would amend previously evaluated wdl be allowed.
requrrements tuncemmg verihcaban of Tectaical Specifications (TSs) by Therefore, this change does not involve a
wrrect position stop positma fallowmg modi 8 the testin8 frequencies for the sig ocman in the pmbaMity or
maintenana to licenses cxmtroued
documents, consistent with NUREG 1432 drywell ypass test and airlock test' consequentes of an acadent previously

evaluated.
~1mpmved Standard Ter hnimj relocating certain drywell airlock tests 5. This change would delete the restrictam
Sper::hcatious for Crebustum Engineering from the TSs to administrative w hich pavents use of the generic
Plants? The Operations and Maintenance procedures, and incorporating various surveillar.ce extension allowanm for dryw ell
prouedures, which will contam these improvements from the Improved bypass leakage testing. Drywell bypass
requirements, are coutmlied under tbe Standard Technical Specifications leakage is not wnsidered as the imtiator for
mteria set forth in 1[CFR50 59 The posinon (NUREG 1434, Revision 0). any previously evaluated stradents ande
of the position stops =ill be venf ed
fallowing maintenanc e ur ad,ustment of the Basisforproposed no significant therefore, revising the surveillance imquency

ECCS throttle valves and periodically leazards consideration determination: will not significantly tacrease the pmbabsbty

thereafter. The position stops w di be verified As required by to Cf R 50.91(a),the
of any previously evaluated ecodent.

at least esery la months as reqtured byTS licensee has provijed its analysis of the Further since the change maintains testing to
verify the analyzed bypass leakage is not

4 5.2 g.2. The reloution of these pmition issue of no Mgmficant hazards exceeded following an accident and does not
stop venficauon requirmnents is mnsidered consideration, which is presented result m any charge in the response of the
to be administrative in nature and does not below: drywell to an accident, the change does not
intohe a signincant redaction in the margin I The pmposed change daos not increase consequenms of any accidentofs A ty. significantly increase the probabihty or previously evaluated.

The ANO 2 maintenance lastory raiewed consequenus of an accident previously 6. The proposed dange deletes anfor the eight UCCS throttle valves sub ect to n.aluated. administratate requirement to obtain NRCi
the requireme .ts of TS 4 5 2 g 1 has shown 1. The changes to Technical Specification staff review and approval of the test sdedule

.

only four documented instances of fa. lure of 1.10 are purely administrative smce the for drywell bypass laakage tests,if one testthe open position stop to stop valve travel at nient is to md e the numbering r=istent fails to meet the specihed hmit. Testthe correct position sma the beginnmg of with the other pmposed Tednical schedules are not used as the initiator of any1M5 The deletmn of the requirernent to Specifications. Therefore, this change does accident. Therefore, the probability of anyver fy the correct position of the position not involve e sigraficant increme in the accident previously evaluated is notstops follown.g completion of each va!ve probabdity or mnsequences of an acz.ident increased. This proposed deletion does notstroking operation will result in fewer pmviously evaluated. change the requirement for Juniting drywellchallenges to the proper operation of the 2. The relocatmn of drywell le.Lage rate bypass leakage, only the requirement toIRS throttle valves. The pmbability of requirements of ILO Ilimiting condition for receive NRC staff review and approval of a
inducing a position stop failure due to valve cperation) 3 6.2.2 as a supporting schedule for doing the test.Therefore, the
stmking operations as considered to be highty surveillance for TS 3/4 A2.1 [DRYWI11, consequences ci previously evaluated
unhkely. The pmcess of position step settmg INTEGRITY)is only an administinnve accidents are not increased.
verification results in untrecessary additional presentation clange consistent with the The proposed change in frequency for thechallenges that muld result in overall lower guidance of NUREG-1434, Standard drywell bypass leakage surveillanu willvalve reliabihty. Therehwe, position stop Technical Speciflations, General Electric continue to ensure that no paths existsetting verification beyond that required far Plants. BWR/6 [Ref. 3) nerefore, this change through passive drywell boundarypost memtenance testmg and periodically does not involve a significant increase in the components to permit gross leakage imm thethervefter. as requimd by TS 4.5 2 g 2. is probability or consequences of an accident drywell to the primary containment air spaceconsidered unwarranted. Since valve previour.ly evaluated. and result in bypassing the containmentrehabahty wdl not be decrensed es a result of 3. The proposed change relocates certain pressuresuppression feature beyond the
this change there is no significant redortmn details from the GGNS lGrand Gulf Nuclear design basis limit. The GCNS Mark !!!
in the ma yin of safety. Stationj Technical Specifications (TS1 to the containment svstem satisfies General DesignTherefore, this change does not 6avolve a TS Bases. UFSAR lopdated final safey Critenon 16 of Appendix A to 10 CR I%rtsignif cant reduction in the marpn of safay. analysis report) or procedures The TS Bases. 50 Maximum drywell bypass leakage wasThe NRC staff has reviewod the UFSAR and procedures containir'g the determined previously by revwwir g the fullliansee's analysis and, beed on this relocated bfarmation will be maintained in range of postulated primary system break
review,it appears that the three accordance with to CPR 50 59 and am sizes. The limiting case was a primary system
standards of 10 CFR 50 92(c) are subject to the chnge control pmvisions in small bmek LOCA and yielded e design
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allowable drywell bypass leakage rate limit of limited period of t:me for purposes other airlock capabilities to be reduced. Therefore.
.' 35.000 scfm lstandard cubic foot / feet per than mating repairs This changa does not this proposed change does not involve an

minute). The TS acceptable hmit for the affect the airlock design or function. and increase in the probabihty of an accident
bypass leakage surveillance is 10% (i e., failure of an airlock is not identified as the previously evaluated. Further, since the
3.500 vfm) of this des:gn basis value The initiator of any event. Therefore, this change impacts only the frequency of
design basis drywell bypass leakage hmit proposed change does not involve an verification and does not alter the response
will not be affected by these proposed increase in the probabihty of an accident of the equipment to an accident, the char.ge
changes. Drywell integrity has been reliable previously evaluated. The change to allow does not increase the consequences of any
at GGNS as indicated by past survei!!ances. the temporary opening of the one OPERADLE previously analyzed accident.
The most recent bypass leakage value was door for the purpose of making repairs results This change would increase the
approximately 1 t% of the design allowable in a potential increase in consequences surveillance time interval of the drywell
leakage rate hmit. GGNS is committed to should an accident occur while it is open, airlock door interlock so that it is not
rr.aintainmg programmatic and oversight but this increase is minimized through required to be performed unless the dryw ell
controls that ensure that drywell bypass administrative controls and offset by the ainock doors are to be opened for drywell
leakage remains a small fraction of the design avoided potential consequences of a transient entry. The proposed change does not affect
allowable leakage hmit. Therefore, the during shutdown. The potential for increased the drywell airlock design or function.
proposed changes do not significantly consequences resulting from the combination Additionally, a failure of an airlock is not
increase the consequences of an accidert of: (1) the frequency of experiencing an identified as the initiator of any event.
previously evaluated. inoperable airlock door such that the Therefore, this proposed change does not

in order to analyze the impact of this temporary opening of the OPERABLE door is involve an incmase in the probability of an
pmposal, the probabihty of excessive drywell required for access to repair; (2) the brief accident previously eva!usted. Further. since
bypass leakage is very conservatively penod that the OPERABLE door would be the change impacts only the frequency of
assumed to be 1E-2 per year. A small LOCA opened for access (typically on the order of verification and does not result in any change
initiator has a frequency of occurrence of 1E- one minute per entry / exit), (3) the proximity in the response of the equipment to and
3 per year in the GGNS IPE lindividual plant of an individual to accomplish closure; and accident, the change does not inuease the
examination) The containment spray system (4) the occurrence of an event of sufficient consequences of any previously analyzed
was modeled in the GGNS IPE and has a magnitude to cause an immediate accidents.
failure probabihty to function on demand of containment pressure increase such that an 8. Calculations show that the maximum
approximately 1E-2 per year for a LOCA alrlock door could not be closed;is not possible leakage possible with failed drywell
initiator given a core damage accident. The considered to be significant. Additionally, airlock seals would not compromise the
resultant frequency for an os erpressure providing the ability to eliminate the drywell safety function. The proposed
failure of containment due to excessive potential consequences of: (11 extended change does not effect the drywell a;rlock
drjwell leakage is conservatively estimated operation with only one OPERABLE door design or function. Additionally, a faibre of
to be less than 1E 7 per year. This is a very closed (not allowing repairs to be made to en airlock is not identified as the initiator of
law frequency event, and is on the order of restore the second door to OPERABLE any event. The LTSAR containing the
the low frequency severe accident events status). and (2) the transient of plant relocated information is maintained in
considered in the GGNS IPE. shutdown to follow (due to inability to accordance with 10 CFR 50.59 and is subject

Since the resulting potential release would perform the overall airlock test); further to the change control provisions in the
be much smaller than in a severe accident minimizes the consequences. The allowance Administrative Controls section of Technical
sequence of comparable frequency,it is is proposed have stritt administrative control Specifications. Since any changes to the
clearly bounded by the CGNS IPE analysis w hich will provide assurance that any UTSAR will be evaluated per the
results. This sequence would not increase associated potential consequences are rt quirements of 10 CFR 50.59, no increase
overall plant risk. Therefore, the proposed minimited. Finally, the allowed time for both (significant orinsignificant)in the
changes do not have any significant risk doors to be open is not expected to exceed probability or consequences of an accident
impact to accidents previously evaluated the currently allowed time for required previously evaluated will be a!! owed.

In the unlikely event of a design basis action when drywell integrity is determined Therefore, relocation of the airlock seal
accider.t, primary containment should to not be met. Therefore, these proposed OPERABILITY requirements to the LTSAR
maintain its integrity as designed since the changes do not involve a significant increase does not involve a significant increase in the
margm of safety is not reduced Secondary in the consequences of an accident probability or consequences of an accident
containment integrity, in conjunctinn with previously evaluated previously evaluated.
the standby gas treatment system (SGTS) This change would delete the restriction 11. The proposed change does not c*eate the
with redundant 100% capacity trains, would which prevents use of the generic possibihty of a new or different kind of
also mitigate the consequences of a design surveillance extension allowance for drywell accident from any accident prevmusly
basis accident. SGTS is an enginected safety airlock leakage testmg Drywell altlock evaluated.
feature and is described m GGNS LTSAR leakage is not considered as the initiator for 1. The proposed changes to Technical
Section 6 5.3. any previously evaluated accidents and. Specification 1.10 are purely administrative

t The proposed change would allow therefore, revising the surveillance frequency since the intent is to make the numbering
continued operation with an inoperable will not significantly increase the probability consistent with the other proposed Technical
drywell airlock door interlock mechanism- of any previously evaluated accident. Specifications. Therefore, this change does
Itaving both drywell airlock doors open at Further, since the change maintains testing to not create the possibility of a new or different
the same time is not an initiator of any verify that the analyzed airlock leakage is not kind of accident from any accident *
previously analyred accident Therefore, this exceeded following an accident and the previously evaluated.
change does not significantly increase the proposed change does not etter the response 2. The proposed relocation of drywell
frequency of such accidents. The proposed of the drywell to an accident, the change leakage rate requirements of LCO 3 6 2 2 as
change provides actions with appropriate does not increase the consequences of any a supporting surveillance for TS 3/4 6 2.1
compensatory measures to maintain a level of previously analyzed accident. (DRYWELL INTEGRITY)is only an
safety equivalent to compliance with the This change may increase the surveillance administrative presentation charge
LCO These actions do not result in airlock tune interval of the drywell airlock leakage consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1434
function different than assumed in any test, The current specification requires that it (Ref. 3). Therefore, this change does not
accident. Therefore, this change does not be conducted at each COLD SHUTDCJWN if create the possibility of a new or different
significantly increase the consequences of not conducted in the previous 6 months. If kind of accident from any accident
any previously analyzed accident. no shutdowns occur between refuelings, the previously evaluated.

The proposed change would allow the time intervalis the same as proposed. 3. The proposed relocation of requirements
temporary opening of the remaining Therefore, there is no substantial change to does not involve a physical alteration of the
OPERABLE door for the purpose of making the time interval. Further, there is no effect plant (no new or different type of equipment
repairs to a drywell airlock door and for a from a shutdown that would cause the will be installed) nor does it change the

.
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metheds governirg normal pLni epe.ntion the drywell safety function. Additinnally, even when combined with the
The propta.*d changa will r,tw impose or fadure of an airlock is not identified as the wmplementary bypass leakage surveillanms
clurannie any requirements Adequate initiator of any emt. T barefore, the as pmposed The surveillanu arreptaxe
c ontrol of the infurmation wdl br maintarmid propmed change does not create the leakage rate is 10% of the design allowabie
m ti2e UFSAR. Thus, this change does not possibility of a new or different kind of drywell bypass leakage imut of 35.000 scfm.
crnte tte possibihty of a new or dt&rtat accident trom any accident prevxnrsty Margins of safety would not be reduced
kind of accident from any acodont evaluated. unless leakage rates exvwded the desi; n
prenously mlanted. Ill. The proposed charge does no' involve a!!awable d*vwell b pass leakage laut.3

4. T he proposed rekication of tw.iuuwaents a sigrdficant reduction in a margin of safety. Therefore, the proposed change does not
does not AcmJve a physicalalterabon of the 1. The charges to Technical Specification reduce the marpo of safety.
plar,t (no new or different type of equipment L10 are purely administrative since the 7. This change permits the use of dedoted
w!!! be installed) nor does at change the intent is to make the numbering consistent personnel to pmvide compensatory actaons
methods gonrning normal plant operation. with the other proposed Technical in place of automatic equipment for a hmited
The proposed change will not impoi,e or SpectLcations. Therefore, the proposed time These adnunisvative contmls contmuc
chm:nate asy requirernents. Adequate change does not invo]ve a significant to pmvide an adequate drvwe!! toundary
ccntrol of tha inforruation will tic maintained reduction in a margin of safety. should an accident occur. Therefore, the
in the IFSAR.1hus. the chane propoud 2 The relocation of drywellleakage rate proposed change does not involve a
does not rmte the possibility of a new or req 2irements ofILT)312.2 as a supporting significant reduction in the margm of safety.
diherent kmd of amdent frtun any amident surveillance far TS 3/4.6.2.1 (DRYWELL The design, function, and OPERAE!!RY
prniously evaluated. INTEGRITY) as only an administrative reqmrements for the drywell airloca remains

5. The prolmed deletkm dcrs not alter proaentation change consistent with the unchanged with this pmpawed revision.
equipne.nt deugn. equipment capabities, or guidana of NCKLG4434 (Ref. 3). Therefore, Drywell leai rate hmsts are unaffected. T be
operat.on of the plant. Further, since the this change des not involve a sign 1Gcant proposed change to allow the tempurary
change impacts only tb test frequency for reduction in a margin of safety. opening of the one OPERAELE door for the
venfit anon of leektightness and des not 3 The tricostaan of mquirnments wdl not purpose of repairing an inoperable at: lock
resuit in any change in the response of the reduce a margin of safety because it has no door and for purposes other than repairing an
equipment to an acririant. the pmpnSed impact on any safety analysis assumptions. inoperaMe airlock door (for a Inntied time),
d ange doas not cree the possibility of a in additaan. the requirements to be is not considered to be e significant reduction
new or different 6 md of actident f:um any transposed from the TS to the TS Bases, in the ma gm of safety.The combination of.
anid nt previously evaluated. [ TSAR or procedures are the same as the (1) the fmquency of expmencing an

6 "I he proposed change modifies the existing Technical Spacifications. Since any inoperable airkd door such that drywell
surveillante fmquency for dnvell bypass future changes to ther.e requirements in the entry is required for aconss to repair; R) the
innage and deletes en admnustrative TS Bases. UFSAR a pnredures will be brief period the OPERARLE duor would be
requnement to get NRC staff mview arid evaluated per the requiremerts of to CFR opened for access (typiully on the onder of
approul of the test schedu!e. The change 50 59, on reduction (significant or one minute per entry /exitt. (3) the prraimay
does not a!!cr eqmpment design or insignificant) in a margin of safety will te of a dedicated individual to accomplish
repcbibtws. The changes do not present any aHowed. Also. sine the p-oposed thange is closure; and (4) the occu*rence of an event
new nr addmonst folare rnethanisms.The cowstent with NUREG1434 (Ref. 3) as of sufScient magnitude to cause an
drywt!! is passh'e in nature and the approved by the NRC Sta'I. revising the TS immediate contamment pressure increase
sun ediance will continue to verify that its ta ruSect the approved level of detail ensums such that an airlock door could not be closed;
integrey has not deteriorated Therdore. the no significant reduction in the ma gin of are not considered to be representative of a
proposed cL:mga daes not create the safety. sigmficant reduction in the margin of safety.
possibility of a new nr differer.t k~.ad of 4. The relocation of requirements will not Add 2tionally. providing the abihty to
ucrsdent bom any act ident previously reduce a marcin of safety imcause it has no eliminate any reduction in safe *y resulting
euluated. impact on any safety analysis assumptions. from the combmation of. (1) extended

7. Tne propowd chane des not aber in addition. the requirements to be operation with only one OPERABLE door
equ'pmer.t design ur cepabihtws,but do transpred from the TS to the TS Bases, closed (not aHowing repairs to be made to
a!;ow operaban of the pbat with equiprnent UFSAR or pnadures am the same as the restore the second door to OPERABLE
that is mcapable of perfarnung its safety existing Technical Specifications. 5mu any status), and (2) the transient of plant
f;nt tion. Ikwever. the change des intlude tature changes to these requirements in the shutdown to follow idue to inacility to
tonmensatary measures whid w;ll mainta.n TS hes. UFSAR or promdures will be pedarm the overall airlod test); further
a level of safety egahvalent to the capabities evaluated per the requirements of 10 CFR minimizes any reduction in the mayn of '
of the equipment Drywell a;rlacks are 50 59. no reductma (signifuant or safety. The allowance is pmposed have strid
designed and assumed to be used far entry insignifiant)in a marg;n of safety willbe administrative mutrol which wih provide
and cut. Their operstaan does not interf.x.e ellowed. Also, since the proposed chanEe is assurance that any asweiated safety
with tie reactarcoolant system or any consistent with NUREC4434 [Ref. 3) as reduction is further rninimized. Pinally, the
cor.troh w bx1 c ould impact the reactor approved by the NRC Staff, revisirg the TS allowed time fur both airlock doors to be
dnt prenure boundary or its support to ieflect the approved level of detail ensures open is not expected to exceed the currently
systen4. The change impacts the test no significant reduction in the margin of allowed time for mquired action when
frequem y far venficatmn of auhk safaty. d ywell integrity is determined to not be met,
leaktwhtes and does not result in any 5. The proposed ddction impacts only the Therefore, the proposed changes do not
chace in the reponse of the eqaipment to test fmpemy to be used for verification of reduce the margin of safety.
an an ident. Furthermore bnel penods of the drywell bypass Isakage. The lurdts on the The proposed change aSeding frepency
loss of drywed integrity are adnowledged in allowable ledago are not revised and must of testing impacts only the emfication of
the esishng hwnse; TS 3 6v aHows I hour continue to be met. %-efore, the charge drywell airlor k leakage. De limits on the
ta restore km of drywell mtegnty prior to does not involve a significant redaction in allowohle leak *Fe are no* revised and must
requirt t a phnt shatdow n. Theefore. the the ma gin of safety. onntinue to te met. The changes in testing
propou d t hange does not unte the 6. The preparat change modifms the frequency will not redum the relial 11ity of
possibihty of a new or d2fferent kind of surveillance fmtuency far drywell bypass the drywell airima hastiware. The -
accident from any accidera previoudy leakage and deletes an administrative surveillances will continue to provide
evaluated requirement to get NRC staff review and sufficient assurance of OPERABILITY.

8. The prped relmahon of requirements approval of the test schedule. Rellatn11ty ref Therefore, the proposed changes do put
does not a!!e:.t the drywell airima design or drywell integrity is evidenced 1 the reducethe marB n of safety.7 i
feretion Calculations show that the sneasured leakage rate dudng pest drywell 8. The propmed change does not adversely
maximum leakage possible with failed bypass leakege surveillances. ApproprLie affect desgn or pedurmance of the drywell
drywe!! airlock seals would not compromise design basis assumptions will be upheld. or primary contamment safety functions.

\
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Drywell integnty will continue to be manufacturer's recommendatmns as part of Basis for proposed no sigm/tcant
sursedied by rneans of the proposed periedir the Chraon Power Statmn prnentive hazards consideration defermmation
dr> weil bv;> ass leakage test. performanc e of maintenarne program Smce the thange dws As required by 10 CFR 50 91(a). the
the drpell v.rlock door latt hmg and not impact the abthty c f the d.esel generators I censee ha.= provided its analysis of the
intermok rnechanam surveillance. and and the AC electncal power sources to
;wrfurrnance of additionalsurveillances perform their fanttion, this change does not issue of no significant hazards

indadmg drywell holabon valves The result in a 5:gniftunt increase m the consideration which is presented below.
c.ombmanon of these surveillances will umsequences of any accide nt previously D) The proposed change allows removi.) of

provide adequate assurance that drywell evaluated The dieselgenerators wdi the Dmsion 111 or IV bottery from seruc e for

bypass lean age will not exceed the ' esign contmue ta funcuan as des:gned and will testmg dormg plant operation Because of ad
basis hnut Lvaluation of bypassleakage contmue to be tested as previously tested two-hour requirement for restoranon,it is not

values for complete failure of the drywell Therefore the proposed change will not expected that Daision I or 11 batteries w ould

mdoc k daor seals determined that the impact the probabdity of occunence of any be removed fmm sernte dunng plant
drywell atrio < k door seals are not required to accident previously evaluated. operation. Removal of any DC subsystem

mamtam the design basis assumption for (2) This request does not result in any fram service does not render any other

bmped drywell bypass leakage '!herefore, change to the plant design nor does it involve subsystem inoperable. Chnton Power Station
the proposed change does not reduce a 8 5'graficant cnange m cunent plant Updated Safety Analysis Report Section 812

marpm of ufety ojWadon Ihe diesel generators wdl states that the system deogn allows for the
contmue t be mspected as recommended by smgle failure or loss of any redundact DCThe NRC staff has reviewed the t manu adorer and the remammg subsystem during simultaneous acodent and

htensee's anal}' sis and, based on this survedlance requirements will not te loss of offsite power conditions without
eeview, it appears that the thr"" changed The change merely permits taktt;g adversely affectmg safe shutdown of the
standards of 10 CFR 50 92(c) are ued:t for cur.ent preventive mamtenance plant. Smce all required functions for safe
satisfied. Therefore, tho NRC staff actmties without specifically requiring the shut down of the facility in response to an
proposes to determine that the inspection actmty m the T echmcal accident can be performed by the Dmuon I
amendment request involves no Specifications As a result, no new failure and 11 DC subsystems, perrmtting the

significant hazards consideration. rn des will be introduced, and the proposed Dmsion !!! or IV 125 VDC subsyecm to be

Local Pubhc Document Room change will not create the possibility of a out of service durmg plant operation would
new r ifferent kmd of acadent from any not result in an increase in the consequences

locafion Jud e GeorRe W. Armstron8 accident previously evaluated. of any accidents previously evaluated Loss8
Library, Post Of fice Box 1400. S. O) The proposed request does not of the DC Electrical Distnbution system is
Commerce at Washington, Natchez, adverse!y impact the rehabihty of the diesel not itself an initiator of any previousiv
Mississippi 39120 generators. As stated above, the evaluated accident. The proposed thinge

Aflorner for heensee: Nic holas S. manufacturer's recommended inspections would therefore have no impact on the
Reynolds| Esquire, Winston and Strawn, *211 continue to be performed. In addition. probabihty of occurrence of an accident

1400 L Streek. N.W.12th Floor. the diesel generators will t nunue to perform prevxmsiy analyzed

Washington DC 20005-3502 pad u]uest does not (2) This request does not result in any" # ""' '"
change to the plant design nor does it involve~ m w an a e

NRC Prr.' lect Director. William D- generator operauon or reliabihty Smce the a change m current plant operanon. The
IM kner diesel generator funcnon is not affected by proposed change would have no efect on the
Illinois Power Company and Soyland the pmpowd char.ge, this request does not way the battery capacity test is performed

Power Cooperative. Inc., Doc ket No. 50, mfw a 5
ant redudmn in a morEm f Maintenante on the Dmsion 111 or IV batwry

461, Clinton Power Station, Unit No. la Nhe NRC staff has reviewed the b$t aYp$st d f aIion es ould
DeWitt County, Illinois licensee's analysis and, based on this ensuie the battery is operable in accordanrc

Date of amendment request- review, it appears that the three with the sendot recommendations prior to
November 4.1993 standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are bemg returned to rervice. As a result. no new

Description of amendment request satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff failure modes would be mtroduced. and the
sed change would not create theThe proposed amendment would proposes to determine that the PSP.bihty of a new or different Lind of

modify Technical Specification 3/ amendment request invoh es no p gsi

4 81 1, "AC Sources-Operating," by significant hazards consideration. [d'O dfrom any accident pretmusly,

removing Surveillance Requirement Local Pubhc Document Room (3) The proposed request does not
4 8.112 e.1 from the technical locofion Vespasian Warner Pubh.c adversely impact the reliability of the DC.
spectiscations and relocating it to plant Library,120 West Johnson Street, Electntal Distnbution System. The
controlled programs. This surveillance Clinton, Illinois 61727 remrny three divisions of DC power would
requirement subjects each diesel Attorney for hcensee: Sheldon Zabel, coi t nee to perform the system's design

generator to an inspection in accordance Esq , Schiff,liardin and Waite,7200 funchaa while the Division 111 or lv battery

with the manufacturer's Sears Tower. 233 Wacker Drive, as moperable for testmg Turther, the

recommendtstions. The proposed action Chica o. Illinois 60606 Technical Specifications permit the Dniuon
NR Project Director: James E. Dyer III and/or IV batteries, as well as the High

is consistent with the improved -

Pressure core Spray system itself. to be
Standard Technical Specifications for lilinois Power Company and Soyland inoperable for hmited periods of time durir.g
BWR/G facihties (NUREC-1434)- Power Cooperative, Inc., Docket No. 50 reactor operation. Smce the proposed char.ge

Basis for proposed no significant 461, Clinton Power Statica, Unit No.1, would not adversely impact systern operatmn
hozords considerofion determination DeWitt County, Illinois or reliability and smce the DC Electncal

Distribution System function would not beAs required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the Date of amendment request. adversely affected by the proposed ther:ge.hcensee has provided its analysis of the N vember 4,1993 this request does not involve a synificantissue of no significant hazards escription of amendment request: reduction in a mar n of safety.
consideration which is presented below: The proposed amendment would The NRC staff as reviewed the ,

01 The proposed change is consistent with m dify Technical Specification 3/ licensee s analysis and, based on this
,

the improved standard Technical
Soeufication (NUPIG-14341 and does not 4 8 2.1, "DC Sources-Operatmg." by review, it appears that the three
re'sult in any changes to the existmg plant deleting the requirement that the plant standards of 10 CFR 50 92(c) are
daign The diesel generators w211 continue to be shut down to perform the required satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
be mspected in attordance with the battery capacity or service testing. proposes to determine that the

_ __ ______
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amendment request invaht s no combined wuh a 1E.3 probability (NCREG Further, the approval of this Amendmem
sigmficant hazards consideration. 1048. Supplement 6. Appendix U) for rnissile will allow Niagara Mohawk to optimite the

l/> col Pubhc Document Room impact and essential system damage, yields performance of testing and inspections in
an man pmbabihty of less than one in ten accordance with the manufacturer'slocation: %pasian Warner Pubhc

Library,120 West Johnson Street' * #' " M M """'' P"' F"''' s''S * 'h*"
'"' ***"d*'i "''"d"P"T"'i "'I

one in ten million (<1EJ) event per year is enperiente. Implementing the manufar turer%Clinton, Illinois 61727
an acceptably low probabihty according to recomrnendations may lead to a reducedAttornerfor hcenser: Sheldon Zabel, the criteria of NURI:G 0B00 a'nd agrees with frequency of certain steam valve surveillance

Esq , Schiff,liardin and Waite,7200 the initial staff finding in NUREG 104a. tests and a corresponding reduced .
Sears Tower,233 Wacker Drive, Ccmsequently,the probabihty of a previously probability of challenges to plant equipment
Chicago, Ilhnois 60fio6 esaluated turbme missile accident will not and personnel, thereby enhancing the margin

N11C Project Director, James E Dver increase. of safety. Updating License Condition 2 Cl4)
'

The purpose of the Turbine Overspeed is administrative in nature and does not alter
Niagara Mohaw k Power Corporation. Protection Splem is presention of an intent of any requimments.
Docket No. 50-410, Nine Mile Point overspeed event, the precursor to a potential The deletion of Techmcal Specification 3/
Nuclear $tation,l' nit 2, Oswego turbine fragment missde Since the purpose 4.3.8 and associated bases and an update
County, New York of this system is preventative,it serves no signifying satisfaction of the License

functmn to mitigate any accident previously Cimdition 2 C (4) will not, therefore, derrmeDate of onendment request evaluated and thus does not affect the the margin of safety.November 3,1993 consequences of any analvred accident. The NRC staff has reviewed the
Desenptwn of umendment request: Updatmg License Condition 2.C (4) is licensee's analysis and, based on this

The proposed amendment would admmistratne in nature and does not involve review, it appears that the three
modify License Condition 2 CJ4) and a significant increase in the probabihty or standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied.
delete Technical Specification (TS) 3/ consequences of an acodent prevmusly Therefore, the NRC staff proposes toevaluated.4 3 8. " Turbine Os erspeed Protection
SptemM License Conditmn 2.C.(4) Accordingh. the proposed amendment determine that the amendment request

.

required the licensee to submit for NRC will not involve a sign ficant increase in he
g 8 g

probabihty or consequences of an accident consideration,
approval a turbine system maintenance previously evaluated. LocalPublicDocumenf Room
program based on the manufacturer's The operation of Nme Mile Point Unit 2, location: Reference and Documents
calculations of missile generation in accordance with the pruposed Department, Penfield Library, State
probabihties. The proposed chang to amendment. will not create the possibihty of University of New York, Oswego, New
License Condition ' C (4) would a new or different Lind of acudent from any York 13126.
indicate that this requirement has been acudent previously evaluated. Attorneyfor hcensee: Mark J.
satisfied. The deletion of TS 3/4 3 8 ^(9 dents which include rapid Turbine Wetterhahn, Esquire, Winston & Strawn,
would provide the licensee with the St p \ ahe &sure as a wsponse to some 1400 L Street, NW., Washington, DC
ficubihty to implement tho * **I*R" # 8" "' " * *"'' *" 20005-3502,' " "'" "" *manufacturer's racommendations for NRC Project Director: Robert A. Caprate n ad
turbine steam vaive surveillance test The relevant accident resulting f om a Northeast Nuclear Energy Company,requirements. The turbine steam valve failure of the Turbine Overs;3eed Protection Docket No. 50-245, Millstone Nucle'ar
surveillance test requirements based on Sprem is a turbine fragment missile as Power Station, Unit 1 New Londonmanufacturer s recommendations would evaluated in Section 3.5.1.3 of the Nine Mde
be contained in the Updated Safett Point Unit 2 Updated Safety Analysis Report. County, Connecticut
Anal) sis Report.

~

Appmvat of tlus amendment would not Date of amendment request: October
change the operational characterist2cs of 15,1993

Basis for proposea no significant survedlante tests and would impose no new Descriptwn of amendment request
harards consideration determmation: testing requirements, but rather relocate The proposed changes to Tables 3.8-1
As required by to CFR 50 91(a), the testm wquimments fmm Tednical and 3.8 2 would provide a maximum
hcensee has provided its analysis of the [e'[,f*[],$the mg duration for which the radioactive, , r n
issue of no significant hnards nature and does not alter mient of any effluent monitoring instrumentation
consideration, which is presented requirements Therefore approval of this may be out-of-service for the purpose of
below; amendment to delete Specification 3/4 3 8 'naintenance, performance of required

The operation of Nine Mile Point Umt 2, and to update the License Condit on 2 C.(4) tests, checks, calibrations or sampling
in accordance with the proposed si mfying NRC epproval would not create the before the applicable action statement isF
amendment, wd1 not involve a significant possibility of a new or different kind of entered. Additionally, (1) " sampling" is .
mcrease in the probability or consequences accident from the turbine missile accident proposed to be added to the
of an accident previously evaluated. previously evaluated. applicability statements within TablesWith the approval of this Amendment. , The operation of Nine Mile Point Unit 2, 3.8-1 and 3.8 2 as an additional reasonprever.tatis e maictenance, testing, and m accordance with the proposed .

mspecions of the Turbine Overs;wed amendment. will not involve a significant for the radioactive effluent monitoring
Protection System wal wmain govemed by reduction in a margin of safety. instrumentation to be out-of-semce and
an approved turbine system mamtenam e With the approval of this Amendment, (2) the sentence " Auxiliary sampling
program, described in the USAR (Updated Naagara Mohaw k remains committed to the must beinitiated within 12 hours of
Safety Analysis Reportl. To mamtam turbme manufacturer's turbine rehability program. initiation of this action statement"is
sptem aliabihty, controlled procedures are This turbine reliabihty program calculates proposed to be added to Action
in place in tementmg rr.anuf acturer's the same maximum permissible probability Statement D for Table 3.8-2.
recommen ations. In evaluating the turbine far generation of a turbine missile as Basis for proposed no significont
sptem maintenance program (NRC approved previously evaluated. This turbine missile hazards consideration determinotion-by letter dated March 15.1990 which Eeneration probabihty, when combmed wita
satisfied License Condition 2 C (41) the Staff a favorable turbme orientation, results in the As re9utred by 10 CFR 50'91(a)* the
found the overall probabihty of generating a same, ecceptably low, overall probabihty of licensee has provided its analysis of the
turbme missue at Nme Mde Point Umt 2 to turbine missile damage to essential systems issue of no significant hazards
be less than ene in ten thousand (<1E-4) and does not involve a reduction in t'he consideration, which is presented
es ents per year. This probabihty, when marym of safety. below:

_
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ECO LLrtheast t;ucicar Ent rgy operator As such, the proposed thangs have 1 The proposed chances do not ira ohe a
Lompany) bas reviewed the propcaed r.o impact on design basis acddents and the sp!6 cant increase in the probAlit3 er
thanges in accordante with toOMO 92 and changes will not modify plant response or consequences of an attident previous!v
has concladed that they do not evohe a create a new or unanalyzed event No new evaluated because they do not affect

s4mficant hazards consideration (SliC). The failure modes are introduced operat!ca, equipment or a safety relawd
"

basa for this conclusion is that the three 3 Involve a significant reduction in the acuuty and are hence admmatratm in
a riteria of 10CIV50.92(c) are not margin of safety. nature Thus, these adnunis*rause changes
c ompromiwd. The proposed char.ges do not These changes provide spetinc operabihty cannot affect the probabihty or consequentes
involve an SilC berause the danges would requirements for rada, active effluent of any accident.
rot. m4mitoring mst umentation and do not hae 2. The proposed changes da not create the

1. Involve a significant increase in the any impact on the protective boundanes and. possibthty of a new or different kind of
pmbabdity or consequences of an accident therefore have no impact on the safety hmits anident from any previously evaluated
prmously analyzed. for these boundaries. The instrumentation tecause these changes are purely

These changes address the operabahty associa1ed with these t.hanges dues not admtmstrative and do not affect the p! ant
requirements for radioattive effluent provide a safety funttmo and only serves to Therefore, these changes cannot create the
mon;tenna instrumentation outhned in provide radiological infarmation to plant possibdity of any acadent.
TaUes 3 0-1 and 3 42. and Action Statement operators. The instrumentation has no affect 3. The proposed changes do not tinch a
D awociated w:th Table 3 8-2 on page 3/4 8- on the operatmn of any safety-related significant reduction in a margm of safety
8 The additon of a 12-hour channe 1 equ:pment. No haniware, software or because the changes do not affect any safmy
imperahihty time hmit to the appHcalahty setpomt charges are invoked m this wording related activity or equipment Thne charp
swements wnhm Tables 3 a 1 and 3 8 2 thange These changes provide more are purely admmistrative m nature and do
proudes a specific duration for whith definitive operab:hty and survedlance not affect the marpn of safety
radmactive cf Cuent monitormR requirements for radioactive effluent The NRC staff has reviewed the
instrameritatian may be out of service for the monitoring instruments. As such, these licensee's analysis and, based on this
purpme of maintenance and performance of theges have no impact on the magm of review, it appears that the three
reqired tests thnh, cabbrations, and sa!..t y standards of 10 CFR 50 92(c) are
saphng withaut entering the associated The NRC staff has reviewed th" satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
sytion statement.The 12-hour time hmit was liwnwe's analysis and, bawd on this Noses to determine that theocemed appropriate based on prev,ut'' review,it appears ttiat tir, thme amendment request involves no

i

Ustancel performance of the maintenan<.e on standards of 10 CFR 50/n(c) are significant hazards consideratinthis mstrumentation. The inclusion of satisimd. Therefore, the NRC stsff bcal Public Document Roomsampl.ng to the a:tivities which may be
performed durmg instn ment service proposes to determine that the location: Government Publicatiom
irterruphon is necessary to rnore accurate:y amendment request involves no Section. State Library of Pennsn ..mia,
renect routme work cunently performed on significant hazards consideration- (REGIONAL DEPOSITORY) Ed'ucation
tme instruments. The addition of the local Public Document hoom Building, Walnut Street and
sentence. "Auuhary sampling must be jocation: Learning Resoumes Center. Commonwealth Avenue, Bra 1631,
i:ntiated w; thin 12 hours of iniuation of the Thames Valley State Technical College. Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101

-] 574 New London Turnpike, Norwich. Attorneyforlicinsee:J. W. Du: ham,Ni an ef o in
Connecticut 06360. Sr., Esquire, Sr. V.P. and Generalinoperabihty bevond that speafied in the

appbcabihty statements for iodine and Attorneyfor licensee- Gerald Garfield, Counsel. Philadelphia Electric
particulate samplers Aux 1hary samplag for Esquire, Day, Berry & Howard. Company,2301 Market Street,
the Indine and Partaulate Manitanng Counselors at Law, City Place, Hartford, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101

~

~

hntrumentatmn reqJires Setup Df temporary Connecticut 06103-34 ' NRC Project Director. Lam E.
monitoring equipment As such, the 12. hour ATIC Project Director: John F. Sto!2 Nicholson, Acting
hme allotment is appropriate for this actwn
swement. Philadelphia Electric Company, Public Philadelphia Electric Company, Public

These chanes provide clarincanon of the Service Electric and Gas Company. Service Electric and Gas Company,
etnons to be taen during instrument Delmarva Power and Light Company. Delmarva Power and Light Company,
inoperabihty. The radmurtive efGuent and Atlantic City Electric Company. and Atlantic City Electric Company,
mc.nitoring inswmentation is passis e acd Dockets Nos. 50-277 and 50-278, Peach Dockets Nos. 50 277 and 50478 P' ache
tlwrefan does not affect design basis Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units
accident scenarios, These changes do not Nos. 2 and 3, York County, Nos. 2 and 3. York Countb*anvolve any alterahons to plant equipinent or g
procedures which would affect any Pennsy vania Pennsylvania
operational modes or neodent precursors. Date of application for amendments: Date of application for amendments
l herefore, the changes have no effect on the October 5,1993 October 27,1993
probabinty of occurrvate of pstvious\Y Description of amendment request: Description of amendment request:
evaluated acodents, and has e no effect on The amendment would revise the Plant The licensee proposes to change the
the tonsequences of previously evaluated Operating Review Committee (PORC) Tecimical Specifications to 1) require

review, the Nuclear Review Board the Senior Manager-Operations to hold.r ate the posubility of a new or
ddfennt Lind of acudent Imm any review. Radiological Environmental a Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license,
previously analyr.ed. Monitoring Program requirements, and 2) delete the requirement for the a)

The changes described above do not position titles, and the organization Plant Manager or Superintendent-
involve physical modifications to the chart in Appendix B consistent with Operations, b) the Assistant
radioactive eMuent monitoring Appendix A. Superintendent-Operations, and c) the
instrumentation and. therefore. do not affect Basis forproposed no significcnt Superintendent-Technical or the
plant or operator response to an accident. hazards consideration determination: Engineer Systems to hold an SRO
T t chanrs clarify operabihty requirements g g g,10 CFR 50.91(a), the licenw.

' ' licensee has p'rovided its analysis of the Basisfor proposed no significantis a a t ref n iri ia
nungate any type of acodent The issue of no significant hazards harcrds consideration determmation:
1rart.rnentcon serves to provide consideration, which is presented As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a). the
radiological informahon to the plant below: licensoe has provided its analysis of the

.
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issue of no significant hazards Operations management and Technical does not reduce these established

consideration, which is presented management personnel would continue to qualifications that key plant management
maintain nignizance of pertinent plant. personnel must currently satisfy. In addit,on,

below. puedure, and TS changes by virtue of the implementation of the proposed TS changes
1) The proposed change does not involve responsibilities of their plant management will allow the affected plant management

a significant increase in the probability or positions. TS required PORCinembership, individuals to use the time now spent in LOR
consequences of an accident previously and roles m the Lmergency Re;ponse training (ce , approximately one week out of
n aluated. Organization. These responsibinties include every six week period throughout the } ear)

The probabihty of occurrente of an review 6nd or approval of proposed new or to increase their involvement in plantaccident is based in part on the training and revised operatmg procedures and oversight of operational matters and planning activities.
q.ahfication requirements apphcable to the LOR training. Therefore, the qualifications of Therefore, the proposed TS change does not
personnel filbr.g key plant management the Operations and Technical Management reduce the margin of safety.positions. Accordingly,the uahfications and personnel will remain at the currently The NRC staff has reviewed thescope of responsibihties opf cable to plant aquired level Furthermore, these key plant licensee's analysis and, based on thisn.anagement positions relative to the

rnanagement individuais who will no longer review,it appears that the threeguidance in ANSI N181-1971, as described
" '

Analysis Report "[d standards of 10 CFR S0.92(c) are
in Updated Fmal Safet);Organizatwnal t o s ln
(UT SAR) Section 13 2. training to increase their overview and

satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff

involvement in plant operation and planning Proposes to determine that thebyYhe inft ii lant activities. Accordingly, the probabihty of amendment request involves no .p e
hc ensing. Specific ally. UTSAR Sect on occurrence of an acrident previously signif2 cant hazards consideration.13 2.3,"Quahficatioris of Nuclear Plant

evaluated in the Safety Analysis Report LocalPubhc Document Room
Personnel," details the following correlation (SAR) that was based on the training and location: Government Publications
betwecn plant management positions and the qualification of key plant management Section, State Library of Pennsvltania"critera m ANSI N1811971:

L . See licensee's table in application] personnel is not increased by the proposed (REClONAL DEPOSfTORY) Ed'ucation
Swtion 4 2.1,'Piant Managers.' of ANSI change to the current SRO License Building, Walnut Stmet and

re re s.N181-1971 states in part that '... The plant
9uences of an accident

Commonwealth Avenue, Box 1601,
manager shall have acquired the crperience
and training normally required for previously evaluated in the SAR could be Harrisburg,I3ennsylvania 17105.

affected by the qualification of plant Attorneyfor heensee:J. W. Durham,
enammation bv the AEC for a Senior Reactor
Operatori License-.' unless the plant rnanagement personnel to which the plant Sr., Esquire, Sr. V.P and General

orgamration includes one or more persons operators aport via the chain of command. Counsel, Philadelphia Electric
who are designated as principal alternates far As explained above, the proposed TS change Company,2301 Market Street,
the plant manager and who meet the nuclear to require the manaFer in the heensed Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101
power plant experience and training C4erator thein of command to hold an SRO NRC Project Director Larry E.

uicense will continue to meet the guidance
requirements established for the plant Nicholson, Acting
manager The Plant Manager can conform to provided by the appbcable criteria in ANSI
the criterion of ANSI N18.11971 Section N18.1 1971. Philadelphia Electric Company, Public
4 2.1 without holdmg an SRO License by This proposed change does not involve any Service Electric and Gas Company,
acquiricg r. clear plant experience and changes to plant SSC, or in the manner in Delmarva Power and Light Company

~

traming The Seraar Manager-Operations is which plant SSC lstructures, systems or and Atlantic City Electric ComPanF'
dessnated as a principal altemate to tt2e components) are operated, maintained. Doc ets Nos. 50 277 and S0-278, Peach
Plant Manager. ANSI N181 1971. Sectio , modif;cd, tested, or inspected. Therefore, the Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units
4 2 2. ' Operations Manager / states in part proposed TS change does not increase the
that at the time of '_ appointment to the consequence; of accidents previously Nos. 2 and 3. York County,
acta e positen . the operabons manager shall evaluated in the SAR. Pennsylvania
hold a Senior Reactor Operator s License ' Attardingly, as explained above, the Dofe of application for amend:nents -
Requirmg 'he Semor Maneger-Operations to proposed TS chanFe does not involve a October 27 1993
hold an SRO License will contmue to ensure increase in the probability or consequences Desct/ tm!n of amendinent request:
wnfurnance with ths criterion. ANSI N18.1 of an accident previously evaluated. P

2) The pronosed change does not create the The licensee proposes to amend the1971. Sectmn 4 3 2. ' Supervisors Not
Requiring AEC Licenses / does not include possibihty of a new or different kind of Technical Specifications (TS) to allow
any recommendation that these managers accident from any previous!y evaluated, one of the required on-shift Senior
have the trainirg to be eligible for, or hold. This proposed change involving the Reactor Operator (SRO) positions to be
an SRO bcense ANSI N18.1 1971, Section qualification (e g , obtain and bold lan) SRO combined with the required Shift
4 2 4. " Technical Manager / does not include License) of key plant managernent personne! Technical Advisor (STA) position (i.e
any recommendation that the Tedmical cannot create the possibihty of a new or dual-role SRO/STA Position). The
Manager have the training tc,be eligible for, different type of accident than pmviously roposed change will permit the

.

facensee to continue to satisfy the NRCor hold, an SRO License, evaluated in the SAR because no substantive
The proposed TS change would continue thange to the current requirements is

to require that the individual responsible for involved as discussed above. Also, because Policy for engmeermg expertise on shift,
the management of plant operstmns as well the proposed TS change does not involve using either of the options discussed in
as day to day operating activities and physical changes to plant SSC, the possibility Generic Letter 86-04," Policy Statement
conformance to the operating bcense.TS. of creating a differer.1 type of accident than on Engineering Expertise on Shift "
and operating procedures demonstrate previously evaluated in the SAR cannot be dated February 13,1986.
detailed operatir.g knowledge and created. Therefore, the possibility of a Basisfor proposed no significant
successfully complete training required to different type of accident than prerhusly hazards consideration deferminatiom
obtam and uold an SRO License, while evaluated in the SAR is not created. As te9uired by 10 CFR 50.91(a)* the
deleting the unnecessary requirement that 3) The proposed changes do not involve a licensee has provided its analysis of the

.

the Plant Manager or the Assistant signMcant reduction in a margin of safety.
Superintendentoperations or the The margin of safety of overall plant issue of no significant hazards

Superintendent-Technical or the Engineer operating activities is based in pan on the TS consideration, which is presented
Systems hold an SRO License. Also, hcensed requirements that personnel serving in key below:
plant shift operators will contmue to report plant management positions satisfy 1. The proposed changes do not involve a

to a management position filled by an quahfication critena specified in ANSI significant increase in the probability or

individual w ho holds an SRO License. N18.1 1971. The proposed change to the TS consequences of an accident previous!y

a

- - - - - - _ - - - -
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evaluated because impirmentaoun of the Company,2301 Market Street, 2. The proposed changes do not create the
proposed thanges wdl not involve any Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101 possibthey of a new or esterent Emd of

structures or carnponents] or the mannar m- NRC Pro /ect Director: LartY E'
** d"AI"*""YP*i '54''dI""'*dphyskal changes to plant SSC lsystems.

The proposed Cnntrol Room Ventdatam
w he h these SSC are opera *ed, maintamed. Nicholson, Acting Intake Radiation Momtontg System thae
modefed. tested. or mspected Therefore, the Philadelphia Electric Company, Public supp rt modification 5261 whah upgran
proposed use of the dual-role SEO/STA Service Electric and Gas Company, the Control Rooni Ventdatmn Intake
position daes not increase the probabiby of E'di''i " M""'''*8 3 ''"*''h*Y
an accident previous!v esaluated Delmarva Power and Li ht ComEanI' modificaten replaces the obsolete ControlE

The cnnsequences of an accidant and Atlantic City Elet.tric Company, Room ventuation intake Radiation
preuously evaluated c%!d be affrcted t v the Dockets hos. 50 277 and 50-278, Peach Monitormg systern equipment wtth state of-
performante of the intsidaul filhng thi Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units the-art equipment. AH raiation detectors
dua! role SRO/STA pos; tion However Nos. 2 and 3. York County, and momtonog components shpl have equa!
implementaten of the propmed charge wdl Pennsylvania or b*tter performante specifications and
result m personnel with cr.hanced quahfication requirements than the custir;;
operational knowled.m temg ass gned to Date of application for amendments- components. The new eqwptnent to be
perform the STA func tion of provadmg November 1,1993 insta!!cd under modification 52M does not
acudent awessment experuse and ana.pmg Desenption of amendrnent request introduce any new failure modes as
and respondmg to off normal occurrences The proposed changes concern the compared to the existmg equ:pment
w hen needed The NRC's stoted preference .m The proposed se:smic momtormg changsRadiation Monitorin8 Systems - are purely admmistrative and wdi correct anthe Oc tober 28.1995, 'pohcv Statement on
Engmeermg Expertise on Shif* " indicates is lation and Initiation Functions omusion fmm a previously appmved TSCR
that the NRC has concluded that the section of the Technical Specificatm, ns Based on the abose. the proposed t hanes
ladindcal faimg the duatrole SRO STA (TS) and are necessary to support a do not create the possibihty of a new or
puutian may perforrn these funttions tetter plant modification (Mod. 5281) The different imd of accident from any
than a non-hc ewd indmdual fdhr.g the modification updates the obsolete prenously evalua'ed
ST A pos: tion even ahen me SRO!STA is control room ventilation radiation 3. The proposad char.ges do not intohe a
runorrentiv functionmg as one of the monitoring equipment and replaces it s:gnificarat redaction in a marpn of safey
requard sh.ft SRos T'urthermore- with a microprocessor based in duct The current PBAPS Techmcal
irnplernentatmn of the proposed thanges wdl Specifications require a mmimum of one (1)
not affm the staffmg or quahfu etmn of the SYSW" detector for mdicauon and alarm of
f ae bngade memters. Therefore, the The proposed administrative change radioactae air being drawn into the Comm!
proposed TS ctances do not mcrease the to the Seismic Monitorma Room be operable. The associated Bases also
u nsequences of an arndent prenously Instrumentation section of the TS stote that " control room mtde air f.hranon
cWuced. rettses page 240v (Table 4.15), to is maiated ahen a trip signal from tha

1 The propowd changes do not ucate the change the title of item 3 from " Triaxial detectors is given." Currently, CREV is
pnsv.bihty of a new or d;fferent 6ind of response-Spectrum Roc orders," to imtiated via high radiation 6:gnals f*om

enher detector [using a one ot.t of ta o hp)acrident imm any acudent previously
" Central RecordinS and Anal sis or fadure signals from both detectors or. .

Yevalaa'ed bet.ause implernentation of the
pro;.owd TS chares wdl not mvohe System.,, This will then be consistent felure of one detector and low ficw m the
physical ch.nps to plant SSC. or the with item 3 of page 240u- other detector sample Ime or low fbw m
ud;htion of new SSC Farthermare, Basis for proposed no signihcant toth detector samp!c 1mes.
ntpkmentation of the proposd charges ml! hazards consideration determmotion. With the new system. CPIV w ill be
not a:hcrsMy affect the rr:anner m which As required by 10 CFR 50 91(a), the in't ated on U high radiation (usmg a om out
Nant %C er n;wreted rnamtained, licenree has provided its analysis of the f twu twice logd 2) low- fiow m the anml

mWation duct. 3) loss of power m one
mod.f:qd. tested. nr mspn tei Therefore. the issue of no si6nificant. hazards division at the local radiatten monnormgpossibuay of a new or ddtemnt kmd of
accident from any act ident prenaasly consideration, which ts presented system (RMS) panel or 4) dow nscale/f ahre
ruluted a not treaed below: of the Ris (using a one out of two tw ace

3 The pmposed < hanges do not imc!ve a L The proposed chages do not involve a logic} H:gh radiation. low flow in the
5:gn.fa ant reduction in a raargm of safety spfmant increase in the probabdity or ventdation duct. loss of power or downsraW
becauw the STA and fire bngade leader consequences of an accident prevmusly fadure of an RIS wdl be annunciated m the

evaluated control room.posit ons will be fdied by appropnately
qua!.fied persormd and Aift st/fmg ~ The Control Room Ventilation Intde The proposed seismic momtoring thang"s
reqmred by TS Table 6 2.1 and Radiaton Morutormg System does not rerve are purely admmistrative and wdl correct an
10CI R5O $4 mK21is mam%ned as an irdtiator or contributor to any accidents omission from a prniously approved TSCR

The NRC staff has teviewed the previously evaluated. The system proude6 Based on the above, the proposed chanes
btenseis analysis and. based on this mdicatan and detection of radioact:vity in do not involve a sigmficant redaction in a

tw umtrol room ventilation intde and rnargm of safety.review,it appears that the three trutiates the appropriate trip logic to start the The NRC staff has :eview ed thestandards of 10 CFR 50 92(c) are
Control Room Emergency Ventilation (CREV) licensee.s analysis and, based on thissatisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff system This mod:ficatma increases the

proposes to determme that the number of radiation momtars and reduces review,it appears that the three
amendment request involves no the overall comp!exity of the Ctmtrol Room standards of 10 CFR 50 92(c) are
significant hazards consideration. VentiLon Intaie Rad.ation Monitoring satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff

LocalPublic Documenf Room System. The logic to imtiate CREV is revised proposes to determine that the
location: Government Publications from one out of two to one out of two twice. amendment request involves no
Section, State Library of Pennsylvania, to reduce the number of spurmus mitiations significant hazards consideration.

f CREV. LocalPubhc Documenf Room(REGIONAL DEPOStrORY) Education b pmp sed seismic monitoring changes location: Government PublicationsBuilding, Walnut Street and
Commonwealth Avenue. Hot 1601, "$Mo'b*n7d*[][h*y"fp N Section, State Library of Pennsylvama,
if arrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105 hrefare, the proposed changes do not (REGIONAL DEPOSITORY) Education

Attorneyforlicensee. L W. Durham, m.olve a sigmficant increase in the Building Walnut Street and
Fr, Esquire. Sr V.P. and General probabaty or consequences of an accident Commonwealth Avenue. Box 1601.
Counsel, P13adelphia Electric preucus!) evaluate 1 Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101

.
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Aflorney for hrenser. J. W. Durham, donfysr e the status of technical specification fanction of the equipment nor involve any *

Sr., Esquire'. St V.P. and General figures The dantes do not affect system type of piant mmfification. Additionally. no
Coun<,el. Philadelphia Uectric opemnons, fandums, p cedures or new modes of plant operation are involved

Company 2301 MarLet Street, serp ints with these changes. The pmposed changes
,

. The NRC staff has reviewed the therefore will not create the possibihty of a

e r i( l licensee's analysis and, based on this r,ew or different kmd of accident from any

N'<'hol ' Act review, it appears that the three accident previously evaluated.

standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied. 3' *ilI " ' i"* I" '''gmficant reduction
*""*" I '*I'4Power Authority of The State of New Therefare, the NRC staff proposes to ,

York, Dogket No. 50-26G, Indian Point determine th! tlye amendment request cf inh e IIa an I s to eNuclear Generatmg Unit No. 3 involves ne : gmficant hazards of the proposed chang s on plant safety, TheM estchester County, New York consideration. NRC staff has reviewed and approved the
Date of amendment request October LocalPublic Document Room genenc studies contained in GE LTRs

29.1W3 location: White Plains Public Ubrary. ILicensing Topical Reportsi NEDG30851 P- A,
Descriptmn of amendment mquest: 100 Martine Avenue White Plains, New NEDC-31677P-A.and CENE-770-041 A and

The ht ensee has requmted an York 10601 has concurred with the BWR Owners Group

omendment to the Technical A trarney for licensee: Mr. Charles M. that the proposed changes do not
' 8"Specifiustions (TS) to mvise Section Pratt.10 Columbus Circle. New York, drt rm t - N.1

$

! ant safety3.10 (Contml Rods and Power New York 10019. will be improved by the proposed changes.
Distribution Limits) ta correct an NRC Pm/ect Director Robert A. Capra - !! can therefore be a nduded that the
admmistrative error that resulted from Public Service Electric & Gas Company, pmp sed changes will not significantlythe h,suance of TS

Docket No. 50-354,llope Creek reduce a ma gm of safety.
The NRC staff has reviewed the,4mendment No.103 S ecifically,

Amendment No.103, w dch was Generating Station, Salem County, New licensee s analysis and, based on this,

issued on September 11,1990, relocated I*'''I review, it appears that the three
Figures 3.10 2 (llot Channel Factor Date of amendment request: October standards of 10 CPR 50.92(c) are
Normalind Operating Envelope) and 18,1993 satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
3,10-4 (Control Rod Imertion Limits) Description of amendment mquest: proposes to determine that the
from the TS to the Core Operatmg Limit The proposed amendment extends the amendment request involves no
Re;> ort (COLR) Ilowever, these figures surveillana test intervals (STrs) and significant hazards consideration.
and references to them were not allowed out-of service times (AOTs) for LocalPubhc Document Room
removed from TS. The licensee's selected instrumentation, locofion: Pennsville Public Library,190
amendment request will correct this Basis forpmposed no significant S. Broadway, Pennsville, New Jersey
administrative error and farther clarify hozords consideration determination.- 08070
the TS. As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the Attorneyforlicensee:M. J.

Basis for proposed no significant licensee has pmvided its analysis of the Wetterhahn. Esquire, Winston and
horords considernrion determination: issue of no significant hazards Strawn,1400 L Street NW.,
As required by 10 CFR 50 91(a), the consideration, which is presented Washington, DC 20005-3502
licensee has provided its analysis of the below: NRC Project Director: Larry E.
issue of no significant hazards 1. Will not involve a significant increue in Nicholson, Acting
consideration, which is presented the pmbabahty or con *quences of an
below. accident previous!y evaluated. Public Service Electrs,c & Gas Company,

1 Does the p oposed h(ense amendment To tustify the STI and AOT relaxation for Docket No. 50-354, Hope Creek
invo!ve a swrnficant mercase in the the selected instrumentation mentioned Generating Station, Salem County, N,ew
pmb4bihty or consequences of any accident above CENE-770-061-A (Reference 1)(see Jersey
previously evaluated? October 18,1993, apphcationi demonstrates

Respun w ine sumlanty in components, configuration. Date of amendment request: October

The pro;w.wd chantes do not involve a and function with previously renewed 18,1993

UP5C#i fion of amendment request;Psipifunt incrm,e in the pmbabihty or instrumentation for which ST) and AOT
consequences of any acudent prenous!y relaxations were appmved. The analysis for The proposed amendment extends the
culuated The proposed changes are the previously approved STI and AOT surveillance test intervals (STIs) and
adm:nistrative in nature ~ aimiog to provide relaxation approvals are in NEDG30851P-A, allowed out-of-service times (AOTs) for
danty on the status of technical speafication NEDC 31677P- A (References 3 and 4, the isolation actuation instrumentation
f$ures. The t.hanges do not affect plant respectivelyl bee October 18,1993 at the Hope Creek Generating Station.
system operations, fanctions. or procedures. appbcation). When all contributing factors Basisforproposed no significant

2. Does the proposed hcense amendment are considered, the net impact of the hozords consideration determination.
create the possibdity of a new or diffe wnt pmposed changes is to impmve plant safety'
kind of accident from any previously These genenc analyses have imen venfied to As te9uired by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
enluated? be appheable to the [ Hope Creek Generating licensee has provided its analysis of the -

Response; Station! HCGS as indicated in Section 111 tssue of no significant hazards
The proposed changes do not cmate the above. ISee October 18,1993, application ) consideration, which is presented

possibinty of a new or different kind of Since the proposed changas have a net below:
acddent imm any previously evaluated since beneficial impact on plant safety when all 1. Will not involve a significant increase in
they are administranve in nature. The factors are considered, the pmposed changes the probabihty or consequences of an
(kmges do not intmduce new rysterns, will not significantly increase the probabihty accident previously evaluated.
equipment or pmcedures. or consequences of a previously analyzed The proposed changes to the isolation

3 Does the proposed amendment involve accident, actuatior. Instrumentation were judged to
a s5nif cent reduction to a mergin of safety? 2. Will not create the possibthty of a new potentially affect plant safety though their

Response: or different Lind of accident from any impact on the isolation fadure frequency
The proposed changes do not involve accident previously evaluated (If Fl. The generic analyses contained in

signif. cant redactions in margins of safe +y Increasmg the AOTs and STis for the Licensing Topical Report (LTR) NEDC-
The changes are administrative in nature - sehoed instrumentation d(es not alter the 30a51P-A, Supplement 2 and LTR NEDC.

s
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mnP A assessed the unpact of changua Tenneswe Valley Authority, Docket The NRC has reviewed the lu enseis
the Manon acts. anon instrumentaHon Nos. 50-259,50 260 and 50 296, Brow ns analysis and, based on this review,it
n.nemam e test mtervah (Sib) and a!! owed Ierry Nuclear Plant, Units 1,2, and 3, appears that the three standards of 10
out of serm e Um-s ( AOTs) on the H1. TL" Limestone County, Alabama CFR 50 92[c) are satisfmd. Therefore, the
analvsrs contamed m these LTRs
demonstrate that the proposed chanses have Date o[ amendment request: h.KC staff proposes to determine that the

e ne6phie ef Mt on the IFF, and w hen all Se tember 30,1993 (TS 345) amendment request involves no

r o: * t$hng factors are (or.sidered, the net Jescription of amendment request- signifacant hazards consideration.
kcal Pubhc Document Roomimpet of the prrposed changes is to improve The proposed amendment would delete

;.hmt so!..ts 7 he,e genent anases have conditions from the Browns Ferry Units location Athens Public Library, S,outh
Street. Athens. Alabama 35611ten ver.hed to be appbcable to the HCGS 1,2, and 3 licenses which require

!H pe Ern i G r.cr ng Stahanl as macred maintenance of positive access controls Attorneyfor hcensee- General
m Whan !!! ubw IW Ot toWr 18,1m. for the containment tn accordance with Counsel. Tennessee Valley Authority,

400 West Summit Hill Drive ET 1111.appbramm! S.se tne proposed chanres do 10 CFR 73.55(d)(8), and deletes a
not south andy Mfect the IFF and have a redundant condition from the Umt 3 Krmd Tennessee 37902
tmr4 u! impm t on plant safety w'."n all g,ggg3g NRC Project Dnector. Frederick j

liebdonfm mrs a:e r or.3dered. the ; ropmed c har:pns Basis for preposed no smmficant
w ni r ct y:.;fant!v m rede the proWh;aty 1 ads cons;derution det'erm',nctwn: Wolf Creek Nuclear Operatingor consepentes of a prn nously andyzed
,jg - As required by 10 CFR 50 91(a), the Corporation, Docket No. 50-4B2, Wolf

: W1 not treme the poss;bday of a new bcensee has provided its analysis of the Creek Generating Station, Cofley
or ddf-rent k md of acadent imm anv issue of no significant hazards County, Kansas
m ud< nt prevmush evahiated

^

consideration, which is presented
of amendment request: October

lu re mng the AU7 s and ST!s for the below:
27, M93

m chon actuunun instrumentawn does not 1 The proposed charp does not involve
aN the fm stion of the equipment a sw,mficant mcrease m the prot abaty or Desmption of amendment request;
per f; ng the is 2:atK.n fwn tu ns not consequences of an anident prevwusly The proposed amendrnent adds a

evaluated footnote to Technical Specificationmee any tspe of plant modicano
Ad 1 merm. no new rnodes of;uant The pmposed ab i nstratn e rhange to the 4 612 a to allow a one time extension
q.r:aho ; are mvolved w:th these thangs %"vang innses does not mvohe any of the test interval for the Type A
1 he impovd t banges then fore w ill not phsmal aheraMas of piant tor.fguranon. ourd! integrated containment leakaRe
pr e the ;%s.hhty of a new or diffnent ""[ rate surveillance The extension wou'Ido d y
m cf A u n1 imm any a::cident dntre e the fwqm ncy of the allow the third Type A test of the first

usis erduated
; rnq% J1 not mvnive a symf. cant rMuttien recursors to des:gn basis events or 10-year service period to be delayed

operational transients analyzed in the until the eighth refueling outage but no3

m a rurgm of saMy pgwn, pgg. Fmd Sdety Analys:s Report. later than Wrch 31,1996.The
lhe proposed chances to the isolen The change does not alter the des gnation of ntension would allow the third test tow t.eun mstrumentaton were Judpd to BFN [Umu ns Ferry Nuclear Plant) approsa$ M monbp opotentdy effed plant safety th uugh their contamment as a utal area, or aher the NRC-

af*er the second test instead of theepe t on the UT As rquested by the BWR approved measures set forth in the BFN
Ow r ers' Grmp, GE performe-1 analyses to Physical Secun+y Plan perta:nir.g to the currently allowed maximum period of
n Aa e the vifect of the pmposed chanrs ri quirtunenn of 10 CFR 73 55(dh8) 50 months.
on the II F The VC s'aff has renewed and Therefare. the pmposed chang does not Basis for proposed no signipcant
aprmd the genenc study cm ned m mmlve a s:gmfmant mcrease m the hazards consideration determmation
L1 Hs NFIG001P-A. Sup;& ment 2 and probabaty or consequentes of an acudent As required by 10 CFF 50 91(a), the

IMN3t677P- A nnd has mourred mth the prenously evah.ated licensee has provided its analysis of the
bn R Ow:m Gmap tnat the proposa 1 TM proposed thange does not create the issue of no significant hazards
< ha:ss do not sq ufnendy affrci the IFF. poss:batf of a new or different imd cf consideration, which is Presented
F.nthermore. the overail hu e) of plant safety acadent rom any acudent preuously

.

evaluated MOW-
wW be m. prosed by the proposed thorps. 1 The proposed change does not mvohe
h un therrfare be concluded tbt the The pmposed admimstratn e change to the c

voposed charwes w1|1 rmt smnificar.tiv operatmg htenses dws not change any a sgmficant mercase m the probabihty er

reduce a margin of safety.
' secunty requirements currently in place at consequences of an accident previously'

DFN The proposed thange does not alter the evaluated.
.

The NRC staff has reviewed the reqmrement to comply w'ith 10 CFR This exemption apphes to the ILRT
bcensee's analysis and, based on this 73 55(dha) The thange only de;etes a lintegrated leak rate testmgi and does not

n slew,it appears that the three duphcatwe hcense co'nd;tum and removes a affect the k>calleak rate testmg of

standuds of 10 CFR 50 92(c) are statement w hx.h is no loegrr necessary to containment penetrations and isolano

satisfwd Therefore, the NRC staff enme compham with the regairements of valves where the mmarity of the leakage
10 CFR 73 55(da) Therefore.the proposed occurs The Clowable containment leaker

Iiropmes to determine that the t haze does not ueate the possibihty of a used in the accident analys:s for ofkte~

amendment request involves no new or different kmd of acudent from any doses, L.,is 0 2 wt %/ day and for
s@nifa ant hazards consideration- m odent prerwusly evaluated

~

conservatism the leakage s lim:ted to 75% L.

Lod Public Document Room 3 The pmposed change does not mvolve to acc ount for the possible degradation of

lxaton: Pennsville Public Library,190 a sMrufwant redactmn m a containment leakap La r;ers between tests-

S. Broadway, Pennsville. New Jersey argm of safety. Based on the "es left"leakare data far the

#.7U
-

- The proposed admimstrative thance to the past two ILRTs, the add 2tional time permd
operating hcenses does not change or reduce added to the testag interve would not

Attorney for licensee hl L tLe effectweness of any secuntyJsafeuards adversely impact the containment leakage

Wetterhnhn. Esquire, Wmston and m%sures cur ently in place at BFN The barners to w here degradunon would cause

Strawn,140a L Street, NW. PmPOS"d thange would not remose the leakage to exceed that assumed in the

mshington. DC 20005-3502 requvement t c mply with 10 CFR acodent analyus
73 !MJM Therefre. the proposed change 2. The proposed charge does not treve the

NiiC l'roject D2recter trery E does not mvo:ve a symfdnt reductan m a posubthty of a new or different kind of
Nu holson, Acting mergm of safMy utodent trom any previously evaluated

_ _
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TL :e ce no dmign ohnnnes la mg nmic Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, amendment (2) the amendment, end (3)
tsa' woud uwe a ra type of rad-nt or Docket No. 50-423, Millstone Nuclear the Commission's related !ctter, Safety
rr.efation ani the method end manner of Power Station Ut.it No. 3. New London Evaluation and/or Environmental
; ant o;mnon remein undiengmf The County, Crmnecticut Assessment as indicated, All of these

Date of amendment reque-st: hem an available for public inspectionclave to tM Survei!!ance Mpwrent is a
at the Commission s Public Documentone tse qnpnon to evend the November 4.1993, as supplemented

. ,

tt ad ILP.T. '

Room, the Gelman Building,2120 LsurvMhnte mt -val for peformam e of the

t on f nei.dment trquest: Stmet, NW., Washington, DC 20555, and
e1 m pn.powi chne dors not involve

The pmposed amendment would at tha local pubhc document rooms for
a f.umt n.ducion in tu nargin of & M b en g the particular facihties involved.

t n. a, no changes burg made to tric leak c lhdion and release system Arizona Public Service Company, et al,
(SLCRS) drawdown time from 60 Docket No. 50-5,28, Palo Verde Nuclearufety 1.mits or safety sprern settags that
sewnds to 120 seconds and incmase the Generating Statmn, Unit 1. Maricopaw>uM adversety i:r.paa plant saft ty. tlc

clage n e one tune cum;'tmn to extend 'be aquired vacuum to 0 4 inches, based on County, Arizona
tse mterval for perfornung a ILFT compenvitmg reductions in Date of application for amendment.

containment toak rata. Date of Sentember 8,1993q; wmatdy 4 mmths beyond the mrrent
maurnum laterval This change does not publication of individual notice in brief description of amendment. The
reda e ny tn tmul spaifaceton margm of Federal Redster November 12,1993 amendment adds a methodology
saf ty (58 FR 60072) supplement entitled, " System 80m Inlet

Expiration date ofindwidual noti &: Flow Distribution," to the list ofT.he NRC staff has revwwod th"
.

December 13,1993 methods used to determine the core6 enseei analpis and. bued on this local Public Document Room limits.
operatmf issuonce: November 19,1993reuew,it appears that the thr"" lomem bar% Rmuus Center, Date o

sna dards of 10 CFR 50.92k) are Thames Vallev State Technical College, Effectwe date: November 19,1991
sat:sfwd Thervfore, the NRC staff 574 New London Turnpike, Norwich, Amendment No :72
proposes to determine that the Connecticut 06360 Facihty Operotmg License Na NPF-
amendment request invohes no 41: Amendment revised the Technical

Notice ofIssuance of Amendments towmfnut heards cone.ideration. Sp*<ifications.
Iacility Operating Licenses Date of m;tial notice in FederalIncal Pubhc Dacument Room

1.ocations Emporia State University, During the period since publication of Register: October 15,1993 (58 FR

m, l!iam Allen W.hite Library ,.200 the last biweekly notice, the 53585)

Commercial Street, Dnporia, Kansas Commission has issuod the following The Commission's wlated evaluation
unendments. The Commission has of the amendment is contained in a

u801 and Washburn University S<h>ol
determined for out of these Safety Evaluation dated November 19,

of Lnw Library, Topeka, Kansas 66621 amendments that the application 1993.
Attorneyfor licensee: Jay Silberg, Esq - complies with the standards and No significant hazards consideration

comments receis ed: No.Shaw, Pittrnan, Potts and Trowbndre, requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
Iom/ Pubhc Document Room2300 N Street, N W., Washington. D C. of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the

2n037 Commission's rules and regulations. I c d m Phoemx Public Library,12
Dowell Road, Phonmx, Arizona

NHC Progrt Durctor: Suunne C. The Commission has made appropriate f{tom( findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations in Commonweahh Ediso:rCompany,

Pieviously Published Notices of 10 CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in Docket Nos 50-295 and 50-304, Zion
Consideration ofIssuante of the litunso amendInent. Nuclear Power Station Units 1 and 2,
Amendments to Facihty Operating Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 1.ake County, Ulinois
1.ic enses, Pruposal No Significant Amendment to Facility Operating Date of application for amendments:Hazards Cemsideration Determination, License, Proposed No Sigmficant

. April 27,1993
and Opportunity for a Hearing Haards Consideration Determinatmn* Brief desenprion of amendments:The

and Opportunity for A Hearingin amendments revise t'he reactorThe it.!!owing notices were previously connection with these actions was
pmtection and engineered safeguards

publish;d as separate indmdual pubhshed in the Federal Register as and limiting safety system settings ofnotes The notice content was the indicated- the Technical Specifications by: (1)
same as above. They w ere pubbsnod as Unless otimrwise indicate,d, th" adding steam generator overfill
individual notices either t*uuse time Commission has detenmnea that these protection n*1uirements, and (2)
did not allow the Commission to wait amendments satisfy the criteria for modifying the equations for the
for this tow evily notice or truuse the categorical exdusion in eccordance overpower delta T (OPDT) and
action involved cumnt circumstances. with 10 CFR 5122. Therefore, pursuant overtemperature delta T (OTDT)
T hey re repeated here because the to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental protective functions.
biw eekly notice lists all amendments impact statement or environmental Date ofissuance: November 15,1993
issued o'r proposed to be issued assessment need be prepared for these Effecove date:Immediately, to be r
im ching no si amendments. If the Commission has implemented within 30 days.
consideration. "gnificant hazards pwparad an environmental assessment Amen dment Nos.: 150 and 138

. under the special circumstances Facshty Opemting License Nos. DPR-
F,or detaih, see the m, dm. , dual notice provision in 10 CFR 51.12[b) and has 39 and DPR 48. The amendments .

'in the Federal Regider on the day and rntide e determination based on that mvised the Technical Spocifiutions.
pape cited This notice does not extcod assessment, it is so indicated. Date ofinitml notxe in Federal
the notice penod of the cripmal noti *' For further details with respect to the Register- October 13,1993 (58 FR

actian see (1) the epplications for $2981)

_- - _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _
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The Commission's related evaluation reorganization of the lhg Rock Point penalties are applied to the core
of the amendments is contained in a staff. operating limit supervisory system
Safety Evaluation dated November 15, Date ofissuance: November 15,1993 (COLSS) and the core protection
1993. Effective date: November 15,1993 calculators (CPCs). This change is

No significant hazards consideration Amendment No.:112 effective for the remainder of the current
comments received: No facihty Operating License No. DPR 6. Fuel Cycle 6.

Local Public Document Boom Amendment revised the Technical Date ofissuance: November 18,1993
location: Waulegan Pubhc Library,128 Specifications Effective date: November 18,1993

. N. County Street. Waukegan. Illmois Date ofinitial notice in Federal Amendment No.: 90
l 60085. Register: October 13,1993 (58 FR Facihty Operating License No. NPF-

Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power 24, 38. Amendment revised the Techrucal
The Commission,s related evaluation Specifications.Company, Docket No. 50-213, Haddam of the amendment is contained in a Date ofinitial notice in FederalNeck Plant, Middlesex County, Safety Evaluation dated November 15 Register: October 13.1993 (58 FRConnecticut; and Northent Nuclear

1993. 52984)Ene.gy Company, Docket Nos. 50-245' No significant bazards consideration The Commission's related evaluation50-336, and 50-42 3, Millstone Nuclear comments receivod. No. of the amendment is contained in aPower Station, Units 1,2, and 3, New Local Public Document Boom Safety Evaluation dated November 18
London County, Connecticut location: North Central Michigan 1993.

Date of apphcotion.for amendments: College,1515 Howard Street, Petoskey, No significant hazards consideration
July 16.1993 Michigan 49770. comments received. No

Bnef description of amendmen
amendments retite the Techmca_ts The

a u w cument Boornh Operations. Inc., Docket No. oc ti n: University of New Orleans' 50-382, Waterford Steam Electric
Spenfications to change the subnu.ttal I'.ibrary. Louisiana Collection, Lakefront,Station, Unit 3, St. Charles Parish,
frequency of the Radioactive Ef fluent New Orleans. Louisiana 70122.
Release Report from semiannuat to
annual to be submitted by May 1 of each Date of ainendment request: August 5, g erat ns nc t No.

{war, and also. consolidates the 1993
Radioactive Effluent Release Report and Brief description of amt ndment: The Station, Unit 3, St. Charles Parish,.

the Radioactivo Effluents Dose Report amendment revised the Lchnical Louisiana

into a single annual repo* entitled Specifications for the Containment Date of amendment request: October
Radioactive Efflu/nt Report. Spray System to clarify the 21.1992

Date ofissuance November 23.1993 requirements for Apphcability in Mode Brief description of amendment The
Fffective date: As of the date of 4 and to increase the testing interval for amendment revised the Technical

issuance to be implemented within 30 verifying that each containment spray Specifications on component cooling -

dav r. nozzle is unobstructed water (CCW) radiation monitors to
Amendment Nos.: 170.69,169.and Date ofissuance: November 17.1993 clearly distinguish between the

86 Effective date November 17,1993 monitors and to remove the requirement
rocshty Opemting License Nos DPR- Amendment No.: 89 for monitor A/B durine Modes 5 and 6

61. DPR-21. DPR 65, and NPF 49. Facshty Opemting License No. NPF- where operation is difficult due to low
Amendments revised the Technical 38. Amendment revised the Technical flow in the CCW hne from containment.
Specifications Specifications. Date of sssuance. November 22,1993

Date of #r.Jticl aotice in federal Date ofinitial notice in Federal Effective date November 22.1993
Register: September 1.1993 (58 FR Register: September 15,1993 (58 FR Amendment No.: 91 -

46:26) 48383) Facihty Operating License No. NPF.
The Comminioni :ehted evaluation The Commission's related evaluation 38. Amendment revised the Technical

of this amemiment is contained in a of the amendment is containej in a Specifications.
Safety Eva.ution dated November 23, Safety Evaluation dated November 17, Dcte ofinitial notice in Federal
1993. 1993. Register: November 25,1992 (57 FP.

No significant hazcrds consideration No significant hazards consideration 55580)
comments received: No. comments received: No. The Commission's related evaluation

Local Public Document Boom Local Public Datument Hoccn of the amendment is contained tn a
location Runell Library,123 Broad location: Umversity of New Orleans Safety Evaluation dated November 22.
Street, Midaletown, Connecticut 06457 Library, Louisiana Colkction Lakefront. 1993.111No significant hazards
for the lladdam Neck Plant; and the New Orleans. Louisiana 70122. consideration comments received: No.
Leamir g Resources Center. Thames " IC U C"**"# NO *Entergy Operations, Inc.. Docket No.
Valley State Tm.hnical College. 574 New $0-382, Waterford Steam Electric / c ti n: University of New Orleans

Library, Louisiana Collection. Lakefront,!.ond on "I urnpike, Norwich. Station. Unit 3, St. Charles Parish,
Connecticut 06360 for Millsto Units New Orleans, Louisiana 70122.g;,;m

Date c amendment equest: Florida Power and Light C mpany,
Consumen Power Company. Doci et Septemb'er 7.1993, es supplemented Docket Nos 50-250 and 50 251, Turkey
No. 50-155, Big Rock Point Plant, September 24.1993 Point Plant Units 3 and 4, Dade County,

FloridaCharlevoix County, Michigan Bnef description of amendment The
Date of applicaticn for amendraent: amendment revised Technical Date of opphcotion for amendments:

August 6.1993 Specifications foi the incore detection July 20.1993

amemf. ment cnanges the TechnicalBrie description of amendment:The
system to allow less than 75% but more Brief description of amendments:
than 50% of the inccre locations to be These amendments implement new 10

Specifications to implement a operable provided the appropriate CFR Part 20 requirements relating to

.
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radiohicali ffluer.t reb ases and Niagara Mohawk Fower Corpo, ation, Operator positions to be combined with
c handthe frequera y of reportmg the Dot ket No. 50-410. Nine Mile ? sint the required Shift Technical Advisor
rew of rnJmarta e ef 00ents from Nuclear Station Unit 2,Oswep position.
ser:a w.nu.d to annual County, New York Date ofissuance: November 15.1993[bte ofissmmce Nmember in,1993

Date of opphcation for amendment- Effective date: November 15,
if|-ta e date Nosember 18 May 7,1993, as superseded September 1993 Amendment Nos. 64 and 29ImuAnn:ndm, at Nos.157 and

28.1993 Focihty Operating License Nos. NPT-131Faahty Opsatmp Livasm Nos Bnc f descnptmn of amendment: The 39 and NPF 85. The amendmentsDitm and DrR-41: Amendments
amendment adds a new Technical revised the Technical Specificationsini .ed the Tet hnical Speributmns Sper ification (15) 3/410 7. *1nservice Date ofinitial notice in FederallOtr of initial notic e in i ederal Led and Ih drostatic Testing," to Nine Register: %ptember 15,1993 (58 FRRegater: August 18,1943 (SB FR 43%%)
Mae Pmnt Nuclear Station. Unit 2.TSs 48387)'1 he MmnuWon's ndated e uluation The amendment also includes The Commission's related evaluationof the amendments a u,ntan,ed in a
, on,.spondmg charges to the TS Index, of the amendments is contained in aNfrit B aWnun ded November 18- TabW 1.2, and provides Bases for TS 3/ Safety Evaluation dated November 15,1W 410 7. The added TS 3/4.10 7 permits 1993.No s:rmi tant hazards (om,idemtmn
the umt to remam in OPERATIONAL No significant hazards considerations t Orntnen% rm oa ed. No COWtTION 4 w:th average reactor comments received. Noim al Tum Dnc ement hoom < oolant temperature being increased locol Public Document Boomh c tmv Fmnda Internatqmal abos e 200'T during reactor coolant location: Pottstown Public Library,500l'na e is.ty. l.nn emt) Part M,ana. syuem inwrvice leak or hydrostatic Ihgh Street. Pottstown, PennsylvaniaIknda 331% tests provided the muimum reactor 19464.

5taine Yankee Atomic Power Company, wopnt tempnam hes not eM
Dotket No. 50-309. Maine Yankee 212 I and the following Philadelphia Electric Company, Pubhc
. torm.t I'ow er Station. I.inmin c.ount3., OPERATIONAL CONDITION 3 T5s are Service Electric and Gas Company

met- (a) TS 3 3 2. "holation Delmarva Power and Light Company,..' ""

Arwtion Instrumentation." Functions and Atlantic City Electric Company,Date yf op;& armn for amendment 1 a 2.1 b, and 3 a and b of Table 3.3 2 Doc Let Nos. 50-277 and 50 278, Peach
lune 7.1M as sqph mented on 1; (b) TS 3 6 51,"Secondo, ttom Atomic Power Station, Unit4
t h tober 1.1 W3 Contmnment Integnty,"(cf IS 3 6.5 2 isos. 2 and 1, York County,froef descnjitmn of amendnu nt This "Snondary Contamment Automatic Pennsylvama
pendment moWf es Technaa| l,olation Dampers," and (d) TS 3 6 5 3 Date of applicationfor amendmentsSpn ihcation (TS) 4 6.A, Safety " Standby Gas Treatment System." August 20.19931mn tion and Contumment Spray Date ofissunnce November 12,1993 Brief description of ament'ments:$) Mems. to 1) require quarteny, ute EWctne dare As of the date ofmonthly, testirm of automatic cor" These amendments revised theissuance to be implemented within 30 surveillance requirements for thefloodmg and containment spray vahes days.

standby Fas treatment rystem (SGTS)M require that contamment nolation AmenWnent Noa 53 c harcoal Liter deluge system. Thes ah es nct feued quarteth durm8 Pacihty Op+ rating License No. NPF- revised surveillance requirementsteattor op rannn be teued durmg the 69 Amendment reviws the Technical ref.ect a planned mod htation of thened refm .mg outage and 3) requae an Spw 6t.tions deluge sptem ectuation from ang air flow test of aM enntainment spray Da'e of fmtJal notice in Federal automatic to a manual operation.
9 ncMes every 10 years, twu e es ery 5 Register: June 9,1993 (5B FR 32386) and Date of essuance: November 16,1993

vens 1his amendment also modif.es 1S renoticed October 13.1993 (58 FR4 6 lh Emup m s Feedws.ter Pumps. to q993 Effective date: As of its date of
ire quarteri$. vit e monthly testinP q' The: , uissice's related evaluation issuance and shall be implemented

,

,errency and auxiliary feedwb r of the t ' ,ent is contained in a * " "I"

ps } i uny. minor editorial changes Safety f. . an dated Nosember 12. ""^**d*"#' ""
.ne made m TS 4 6.A and U to clanfy 3993 W
e siding requirements. No sigmhcant hazards consideration I # PmthBM nseNot N

Date of assaance November 5, Iwo comments receiset No 44 and DI,R.56: Amendments revised
I rfectae date November 5.1993 Local Pubhc Document Room the Techracal Specihcations.
Amendment No : 143 location- Reference and Documents U '" 'I'"''5"I"*'I" 5" I'0''*I
ranhty 0;>erating License No DPL Depar* ment, Penfteld Library, State Register: September 15,1993 (58 FR

36 Amendment revised the Technical Umversity of New York, Oswego. New 48387)
Spedhcations- York 13126. The Commission's related evaluation

.

Date cfimtm! notic e in Federal of the amendments :s conteir.ad in a

D,.

adelphia Electn. Company, DocketIhil
.

cRegister: July 21.1993 (58 I R 390531 Safety Evaluatwn dated November 16.t 50 352 and m353, UmenckThe Comtvussion's related es aluation 1993.
( enerating Stytion, Units 1 and 2. No signi0 cant hazards considerationof the amendment is contained m a

Safety Evaluation dated November 5 M ntgomm uunty, Pennsylvam,a comments received. No
1993, Date of apphcation for amendments: LocalPublic Document Room

No sxmf cant hazards consideration July 16,1993 10cction: Government Publications
commSts received:No Brief description of amendments- The Section, State Library of Pennsylvania.

Local Pubhc Document Room amendments revise the Technical (RECIONAL DEPOSITORY) Education
locarmn Ecasset Public Library,ILgh Speciheetions contened in Appendix A Building, Walnut Street and
Street, P O. Box 367. Weasset. Maine of the Operating Licenses, to allow one Commonwealth Avenue. Box 1601
OC7R e"be regand on-shift Senior Reactor Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105.
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. Public Servit e Electric a Gns Company. Local PuMic !hcument Room Facihty Opemting License Nos. NFF-
Docket No. 50-354,liepe Creek location: Salem hee Pubhc Library.112 07 C NPF-89: Amendments revised
Generating Station, Salem County, New West Emadway, Salem. New Jersey the Tethnical Specifications
Jerwy 08079 Date ofimtialnotice in Federal

Date of application for amendment: Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket f3 - 4 3b,ut embcr 19,1492, and supplementel Nos. 50 327 and 50-328 Smjuoyah submittal provided suppement$1Dimenaber 29,1992 May 28,1993, and Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2,llamilton hformation to the application and didSeptember 3,1993 County, Tennesww- not change the initial no si nificantbnefdescription of amendment.The Y

amendment revies Public Service Ibte of application for amendments- hazards d.etermination.

Elec tric and Gas Company's (PSIAG) March 10,1993 (TS 92-08) The Commission s related evaluation

r:cmmitments in two Uphted Fmal Bnef description of amendments:The of the ame,ndment is contamed in a
endments incorporate the technical Safety Evatuation dated November 16,aSafe'y Analyr,is Re vort (UFSAR)

sections Specifica ty the amendment specification changes necessary to 1991

rehetes PME from its commitment to reduce the boric acid concentration in
No sigmficant hazards consideration

.

fully comply with the Emergency Diesel the boric acid tanks to be reduced from co{}nts ;ed
f

Generator fuel oil stomge 12 percent to approximately 3.5 to 4 0 g
recommendations in Standard Review pt,ru nt.
i lan Section 9 5 4. Pararraph ! 1 d and Date ofissuance. November 26,199't Arlington Library, Government

Reaulatorv Guide 1.13 7. Revision 1. Effectae date: November 26,1993 I ubhcations/ Maps,701 South Cooper.

Date of muance: November 22,1993 Amendment Nos.:172 Unit 1; 103 - P. O. Box 19497, Arlington, Texas 76019

I flects e date November 22,19s3 Umt 2 Toledo Edison Company, Centerior
Amendment b:59 Facshty Operating License Nos. DYk. Service Company, and The C1creland
Frihty Opemfing Liceme No NPF- 77 and DPR-79: Amendments revise the Electric illuminating Company, Doc ket

57.This amendment revned the Toclaucal Specifications. No. 50-346, Davis-Uesse N uclear Power
UFS AR. Date ofimfjal notice in Federal Station, Unit No.1, Ottawa County,

Date ofinifici! notice in Federal Regis-ter: May 12.1993 (58 FR 28058) Ohio
Register: February 17,1993 (se FK The Commission's related evaluation Date of application for amendment '
Ad of the amendment is contained in a June 23,1993, as supplemented on

1 he Comtrasuon a related evaluatito Safety Evaluation dated Nmember 26, October 5,1993
. , ,

' of the amendinent is contamed m a 1993. Enef desenption of amendment:The
Safety Esaluation dated Nmember 22. No significant hazards consideration amendment allows storage of new and
1 % 3- comments roccived: No spent fuel assemblies with an initial

N.o significaat harards consideraSon lual Public Document Room enrichmont of Uranium 43, no gn;atercomments termvod; No location: Chattanoopa-Hamilton County than 5.0 weight percent.
l.ocal Puhac Document Room Lilnary,1101 Broad Street, Chattanooga. Date ofissuance. November 19.1993

locaten Pennsville Pabhc Library,190 Tennessee 37402 Effective date: November 19.1993
S. Droadway, Pennsville New Jersey Amendment No.181
08070 Texas Utihties Electric Company, Facility Operating firense No NPF-3

Decket Nos. 50-445 and 50-440, Amendment revised the Technical
i,ublic Serv.ac Elxtric & Gas C,ompany, Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, Specihcations.l ocket Nm. 50 272 and 50-311, Salemj Units 1 and 2, SomerTell County, Texas Date ofinitial noticein Federalauclear Generating Stahon, Unit Nos.1 !ReS ster: AuEust 4,1993 (58 FR 41510)i
and ?, Salem County, New Jersey Date of amendinent request: May 28

'

1993, as supplemented by letter dated e supplementalleder provided
Date of opphection far amr n dments additional information that did notS 6r 1993luly 19,1943. and supplemented by

letter dated August 5.1993 Bnef desenption of amendment:The change the initial proposed no

Brief descript on of amendments: The amendments chang the tecimical
synHa ant hazard consideration
determmation.

amendments delete Line Item 9. Doric specifications by incorporating changes he Comminion's related evaluation
Acid Tank Solution Level, from Tables for Cycle 4 operations in Unit 1; of the amendment is contained in on
3.3-11 and 4 311 and the associated specMcelly. ' allow the use of Erwitonmental Assessment dated 1

Action 3 of Tec mical Specification addiuonal INRC-approved Novemimr 1.1993, and in a Safetr5

me ologies and to revise wre safety Evaluation dated November 19.1913.
~

3 3 3.7, Post Accident Monitoring"
System. limit curves and N-16 overtemperature No signihcant hazards ccnsideration

Date ofissuance: November 16,1993 reactor trip setpoints. In addition, the comments received: No
Effective date Nm ember 16.1993 amendments increase the minimum Local Pubhc Document Room
Amendment Nos.147 and 125 required reactor coolant system flow location: University of Toledo Library.a

Facihty Opemting License Nos. DPR. remove a penalty on pressurizer Documents Department. 2801 Dancroft
70 and DPR 75. These amendments pressure uncertainty, and include an Avenue. Toledo. Ohio 43606.
rertwd the Teclmical Specification 3. operational enhancement for the

Dore ofimtial notice in Federal treatment of the uncertainty allowance Noh,ce ofissuance of Amendments to

Register: September 1,1993 (58 FR for the N 16 power indication. I acility Operating Licenses and Final
.

42640) Date ofissuance: November 16,1993 Determmation of No Sigruhcant

The Commission's related evaluation Effective date: November 16,1993, to Hazards Consideration and
of the amendments is contained in a be I'mplemented within 30 days of Opportunity for a IIcaring (Exigent,
Safety Evaluation dated Novemb-r 16, issuance. Public Announcement,or Emergenes
1993. Amendment Nos Unit 1 - Circumstances)

No signircant hazards consideration Amendment No. 21; Unit 2 - During the period since publication of
comments received: No Amendment No. 7 the last biweesly notice. the

|
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Commhslon has issued the following of the holding and completion of any Licensing Board, designated by the
amendments. The Commission has required heanng, where it has Commission or by the Chairman of the
determined for each of these determined that no s2gnaicant hazards Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
dmendments that the apphcation for the Consideration is invo}ved, panel, will rule on the request and/cr
amendment complies with the The Commissia has applied the petition: and the Secretary or the
standards and requirements of the standards of 10 CFR 50.92 and has made designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended a final determination that the Board willissue a notice of a hearing or
f the Actl, and the Commission's rules amendment involves no significant an appropriate order.
and reguladons. The Commission has hazards consideration. The basis for this As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
made appropriate findmgs as required determination is contained in the petition for leave to intervene shall set
by the Act and the Commission's rules documents related to this action. forth with particularity the interest of
and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I, Accordingly, the amendments have the petitioner in the proceeding, and
which are set forth to the hcense been issued and made effective as how that interest may be affected by the

t amendment. indicated, results of the proceeding. The petition
Because of exigent or emergency Unless otherwise indicated, the should specifically explain the reasons

circumstances associated with the date Commission has detennined that these why intervention should be permitted
the amendment was needed, there was amendments satisfy the enteria for with particular reference to the
not time for the Commission to publish, categorical exclusion in accordance following factors: (1) the nature of the
far public comment before issuance, its with 10 CFR 51.22. Therefore, pursuant petitioner's right under the Act to be
usual 30-day Notice of Consideration of to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental made a party to the proceeding; f 2) the
Issuance of Amendment, Proposed No impact statement or environmental nature and extent of the petitioner's
Signif2 cant llazards Consideration assessment need be prepared for these property, financial, or other interest in
Determination, and Opportumty for a amendments. If the Commission has the proceeding; and (3) the possible
llearmg. prepared an environmental assessment effect of any order which may be

For exigent circumstances, the under the special circumstances entered in the proceeding on the
Commissma has either issued a Federal provision in 10 CFR 51.12(b) and has petitioncr's interest. The petition should
Register nonce providmg opportunity made a determination based on that also identify the specific aspect (s) of the
for pubhc comment or has used loud assessment,it is so indicated. subject matter of the proceeding as to
rnedia to provide notice to the pubhc in For further details with respect to the which petitioner wishes to intervene.
the area surroundmg a licen o's facihty action see (1) the application for Any person who has filed a petition for
of the hcensee's apphcation and of the amendment. (2) the amendment to leave to intervene or who has been
Commissmn's preposed determination Facihty Operating License, and (3) the admitted as a party may amend the
of no sigmficant hazards consideration Commission's related letter, Safety petition without requesting leave of the
The Commission has provided a Evahiation and/or Environmental Board up to 15 days prior to the first
reasonabic opportunity for the pubhc to Assessment, as indicated. All of these prehearing conference scheduled in the
comment, using its best efforts to make items are available for public inspection proceeding, but such an amended

,

i

avadable to the pubhc means of at the Commission's Public Document petition must satisfy the specificity
ocmmumcation for the pubhc to Room, the Gelman Building. 2120 L requirernents described above.
respond quickly, and in the case of Street, NW., Washington, DC 20555, and Not later than 15 days prior to the first
telephone comments. the comments at the local public document rcom for prehearing conference scheduled in the
have been recorded or transcribed as the particular facility involved. proceeding, a petitioner shall ble a
appropriMe and the bcensee has been The Commission is also offering an supplement to the petition to intervene
inf armed of the pubbe comments. opportunity for a hearing with respect to which must include a list of the

in.ntcumstances uhere fadute to oct the issuance of the amendment. By contentions which are sought to be
in a t;mely way would ha.e resulted, for January 7,1994, the licensee may file a litigated in the matter. Each contention
example,;n detetmg or shutdown of a request for a hearing with respect to must consist of a specific statement of
nuckar power plant or in prevention of Issuance of the amendment to the the issue oflaw or fact to be raised or
either te sumption of operation or of subject facility operating hcense and controverted. In additjon, the petitioner
increase in power output up to the any person whose interest may be shall provide a brief explanation of the
phmt's lit ensed power level. the affected by this proceeding and who bases of the contention and a concise
Commission mey not have had an wishes to participate as a party in the tement of the alleged facts or experts

opportunity to provide for pubhc proceeding must file a written request opinion which support the contention
comment on its no signibcant hazards for a beanng and a petition for leave to and on which the petitionerintends to
consideration determmation. In such intervene. Pequests for a hearing and a rely in proving the contention at the
case, the license amendment has been petition for leave to intervene shall be hearing. The petitioner must also
issued without opportumty fer fded in accordance with the provide references to those specific
(omment. If there has been some time Commission's " Rules of Practice for sources and documents of which the
for pubuc comment but less than 30 Domestic Licensing Proceedings" in 10 petitioner is aware and on which the
days, the Commission may provide an Cl R Part 2. Interested persons should petitioner intends to rely to establish
opportunity for pubhc comment. If censult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
comments have been requested. it is so which is available at the Commission's must provide sufficient information to
stated. In either event, the State has Public Document Room, the G&an show that a genuine dispute exists with
been consulted by telephone whenever Building 2120 L Street, NW., the applicant on a materialiesue of law
possible. Washington. DC 20555 and at the local or fact. Contentions shall be limited to

Under its regulations, the Commission public document room for the particular matters within the scope of the
rnay issue and make an amendment facihty involved. If a request for a amondment under consideration. The
inmediately effective, notwithstanding hearing or petition for leave to intervene contention must be one which if
the pendency before it of a request for is ided by the above date, the proven, would entitle the petitioner to
a hearing from any person, in advance Commission or an Atomic Safety and relief. A petitioner wbo fails to ble such

a
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a supplement which satisfies these Combustion Engineering Standard local Pubhc Document Room
tequirements with respect to at least one Technical Specifications on refueling location: The Alderman Library, Special
contention will not be permitted to frequency, incorporating bases Collections Department, University of
participete as a party, information on pressurizer safety valves, Virginia, Charlottesville. Virgmia 22903-

Those permitted to inten ene become correcting typographical and 2498.
partms to the proceeding, subtect to any grammatical problems, and correcting Dated at Rockville, Maryland, tha 1st de
limitations in the order grant ng b ave to mistakes in previous amendments of December 1993.
intervene, and hrsve the opportunity to Date ofissuance: November 22,1993 ror the Nuclear Ifegulatory Commasion
partit spate fully in the conduct of the Effective date November 22,1993 Steven A. Varga,
nesting. indudmg the opportunity to Amendment No.: 157 p,.rar. Divmon of Reactor Projects I:!L
present evidence and cross-enamine Iacdsty Operating Lscense No. DVR- Office of Nuclear Reactw Ingulation a
witnesses. Since the Commission has 40. Arnendment revised the Technical IDoc. 93 2w98 rited 12 7 9.i. 8 4slmade a Enal determinanon that th, Specificatwns. y
amendment involves no significant I ubhc comments requested to
hazartis consideration,if a hearing is proposed no signihcant hazards
requested, it will not stay the consideration: Yes. August 4. W93 (58 ~- -'

effectiveness of the amendment. Ar v FR 41509) and November 8,1993 (58 FR
hearing hold would tak e place whd5 the 59280h
amendment is in efferi The Commission's related evaluation

A request for a beenng or a petition of the amendment, hndmg of emergency
for leave to intervene must be ided with circumstancos, and fmal determination
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. of no significant hazards consideration
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, . am contained in a Safety Evaluation
Washington. DC 20555. Attention. dated Nocember 22,1993.

Dot k etmg and Services Branch, or may Attorneyfor bcensee: LeBo' ', Lamb,
he dehvered to the Commission's Pubhc Leiby, and Madae,1875 Connecticut
Doc ument Room, the Gelman Building. Avenue, N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20009-

57282120 L Stnmt. NW., Washmgton DC
&scaWhc Dxumenf Room20555, by the above date. Where

petitions are filed during the last 10 locadom W. Dale Clark Library,215
-

S uth 15th Street, Omaha, Nebraska sdays of the notice period,it is requ sted
th51 the petitioner promptly so inform T2J d auct r:u.illiam D-the Commtssion by a toll. free telephone

U"
ull to Westem Umon at 1-{B00) 248-
5100 (in %ssouri 1-(800) 342 6700h Virginia Elettric and Power Company,
The Western Union operator idmuld be et al., Docket Nos. 50-338 and 50-339,
given Datagram idenuhcation Number North Anna Power Station, Units No.1
N1023 and the following message and No. 2, Louisa County, Virginia.

oddysed to (Project Director): Date of appheation for amendments:
Iwtitmner's name and telephon" November 10,1993, as supplemented
numtwr,date petition was mailed. plant November 16,1993
narne, and publication date and page Brief desenption of amendments. The
number of tnis Federal Register notice amendments elirninete the simulated
A copy of the petition should also be reactor coolant pump seal injection flow
sent to the Off.cc of the General requirement for the flow balancing of
Counsel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory the high head safety injection lines.
Cnmmission. Washington, DC 20555, Date ofissuance: November 23,1993
and to the attorney for the hcensee. Effectiee date November 23,1993

Nontimely fdings of petitions for Amendment Nos.r 176 and 157 a

j lease to inters ene, amended petitions, facihty Operating license Nos. NPF-
| supplemental pet twns and'or requests 4 and NPF-7: Amendments revised the
| for a hearing wdl not be entertained Tedmiul Specihcations.

absent a determination by the Public comments requestod as to
Commission the pn siding off cer or the proposed no significant hazards
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board that consideratiom No. Verbally, on
the petition and/or n quest should be November 8,1993, and by letter dated
granted based upon a balancing of the November 10,1993, the staff granted an
factors specifimi in 10 CFR enforcement discretion to be in effect *

2 714(a)(1){i)-(v) and 2_714(d). until the amendments were issued.
The Commission's related evaluationOniaha Public Power District, Docket of the amendments, consultation with

No. 50 285, Fort Calhoun Station, Umt the State of Virginia and final no
No.1. Washington County, Nebraska significant hazards determination are

Date of amendment mquest: June 17, contained in a safety evaluation dated -

1993. as supplemented October 8,1993. November 23,1993.
Brief description of amendment:The Attorneyfor hcensee: Michael W.

amendment implemented Maupin. Esq , Ih.nton and Williams,
adm!mstrauve changes. T11e changes Riverfront Piara East Tower,951 E.
mdude providing consistency with Byrd Street,IUchmond, Virginia 23219.

.J
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