
,

. _ _ _ _ _ _

. _ _ - _ . . . -.. .- - =_- - _ __

1
i

!

J
'

. ~ . ' 3 i-.
} %. ; -

. 3 ..-T .. -... L ' . ~~ ~; % ; ~- ~ u - --- -- A-= ~ ' * ; d '
. .--

j
[g* "%,%. UNsTED STATES'

NUCLEAR RCGULATORY COMMiss!CN
,

,,
, , ,< f b* , ; M, 3 WASHINGTON, D. C. 2C555;3 .9 ,j

% ?:' ' 4 E
. '%.... <;
q

1 SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

i SUPPORTI"G A"E"CPENT N0. 21 TO LICENSE NO. OPR-6
:
'

CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY
!

| BIG ROCr POPIT POWER PLANT
!
! DOCKET NO. 50-155
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: Introductioni

i By letter dated May 17, 1978, Consumers Power Comcany (CPCo)
i submitted an acolication fer an amendment to the Technical Scecifi-

cations appended to Facility Ocerating License No. OPR-6 for thei

! Big Rock Point Plant. This amend; tent changes the Technical Speci-
j ficatiens by incorporating the requirements of Acpendix J to 10
i CFR 50 for the periodic test schedule and the formula for reduced
I pressure leak rate.
:

1

j Evaluation
1

{ The proposed amendment would change current Specifications 3.7(f)
and 3.7(g). Specification 3.7(f) specifies when the tests needa

] to be repeated if the integrated leak rate test (ILRT) show the
i containment does not meet leakage acceptance criteria. The regula-

tions require that the Commission review and apcrove the tes ,

j schedule when the leakage rates exceed the accectance criteria
{ during an ILRT. In additien, the regulations require that

whenever the leakage acceptance criteria is not satisfied in two
{ consecutive ILRT's, then an ILRT shall be performed at eacn

refueling or every 18 months, whichever occurs first, until twoi

! consecutive ILRT's give acceptable results.
i

! CPCo crocases to adopt the wording directly from lil.A.5(b) of
! 10 CFR 50 Ac;endix J for the case where two consecutive ILRT's

result in unacceptable leakage rates. This precosed scecificaticn.

reclaces the current scecifi:aticn which addresses :ne acticn
| recuired wi:h one ILRT with unacceptable leakage rates. Since
; the Gig Rcck Pcin containment cces not recuire s:ecial concicera-
! tiens cr ~ ore lim ting sceci#ica:icns chan tne currenc recula:icns,d

f we find inis change accectable.
~
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Speci#ication 3.7(c) arevides the acceptar.ce criteria for the
periodic ILP,T's performed at pressure less than the design pressure.
CPCo proposes to adap the formula given in III. A.4.iii of 10 CFR
50 Acocndix J to cetermine the maxincm allc'.;able lenkage at reduced
test pressure. The acceptance critcria for the ILRT is also taken

I directly from the Regulations. The acceptance criteria for type B
and type C tests are more restrictive than for ILRT. and therefore,
the wording proposed by CPCo was changed to limit the use of the
acceptance criteria to the ILRT.

|

Since CPCo uses the design basis accident pressure to determine
acceptable leakage for scme test; and the design pressure for other
tests, they prepose wording that allous either pressure to be uted
in determining acce:: table leak.ge rates. The design basis accident
pressure is Ice.tr at Big Rock Point than t."2 desicn prcssure,

j thcrcfere, usc of the design pressure is more ccnscreative ti.an
required by reguistion and is acceptchle fcr use with the leakc;;e
formula.

Since the prcpcsd change in 3.7(g) is consistent with, and in scme
cases uore cor.servative than, the regulations and will not reduce
the cccuracy of icdage tcsting of the cca'airmat, we find thi;
change to be accep*able.

.

Environ crd.al Ccnsiderations

'de have deternined that :he 3.cr.dnent dces r.ct authorice a change in
effluent types or total arcunts nor an increase in pcwer level and
will not result in any significant e vircr er.tal ircect. hvinc
made this deter-inatien, .:e have further concluded that the cr..end-
ment involves an action which is insignificant fn m the starP;oint
of environ ent:l ir:act an; cursuant to 10 CFl f 51.5(d)(4) that an
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rental i pact ac;raisal need not be prcpared in ccnnectica with
the issunnce of this amendscnt.

Cerclusicns
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compliance with tre C mission's regulations and the issuance of
this a cndment will not be inimical to the c0 mon defense and
security or to the health and safety of the ;:ublic.

Cate: October 20, 1978
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