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tters dated Apri) y 21, 1989, as modified on September
you requested modifi lon of the Action Statements to Technical
opecifications (TS) 3.7.1.5 In Steam Line Isolation Valves, and 3.7.1.6,
Feedwater Isolation Valves. OU proposed that the Action Statement be
changed to allow more than one of the valves to be inoperable while in MODES
¢ or 3 provided the affected valves were maintained closed. You also stated
that such a change would not impact plant safety because the valves would be
maintained in their closed position which supports the licensing basis of the
plant since the safety analysic assumptions are that the valves are closed
upon receipt of an isolation signal The proposed Action Statement is con-
sistent with the Action Statement currently planned for the new Standard
Technical Specifications being developed in the Technical Specification
Improvement Program. These new Standard Technica) specifications will be
available for adoption by licensees early next year,
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Ouring discussions with the industry on the implementation of the Technical
Specifications Improvement Program, the staff addressed the issue of whether a
licensee could select, as you propcse, only certatn portions of the new
standard Technical Specifications rather than the complete set, A
1988, letter from Thomas E. Murley, Director of the Off{

)

January 22,
ceé of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation to Mr, Joe F, Colvin, Executive Vice President and Chief Operating
Officer of NUMARC stated that:

v++y the licensee may choose to either retain h1s current
specification in its entirety or adopt the new specification in
its entiret

This approach considered necessary because the new Standard Technical

Specifications were developed in such a way that the definitions, limiting
conditions for operation, surveillance requirements, bases, etc. are closely
related, Selecting just one requirement and incorporating this requirement
‘Nto another set of technical specifications may not result ir the desired
level of protection or may not result in satisfying the original intent of

the requirement in the new Standard Technical Specif tic In addition, the
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Mr. John L. Skolds
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company
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Regional Administrator, Region 1l
U.5. Nuclear Regyulatory Commission,
101 Marietta Street, N.W., Suite 2900
Atlanta, Georgia 20323

Chairman, Fairfield County Counci)
P. 0. Box 293

winnsboro, South Carolina 29180

Mr, Heyward G. Shealy, Chief

Bureau of Radiological Health

South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Contro)

2600 Bull Street

Columbia, South Carolina
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south Carolina Electric & Gas Company
Mr. A. R, Koon, Jr,, Manager

Nuclear Licensing

Virgil C. Suswmer Nuclear Statior
P, O. Box 88
enkinsville, South Carolina 29065

Summer Nuc

wf'

S
BT

e

¥

%%‘,

(13

|

iear Station




