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ADMCNISTRATIVE CONTROLS

)| At least one licensec Reactor Operator shall be in the control room
wher fuel 15 in the reactor. In adgition, while the reactor is in
OPERATIONAL CONDITION 1, 2 or 3, at least one licensed Senior
Reactor Operator who has been designated by the Shift Supervisor to
assume the control room direction responsibility shall be ir the
Contro) Room.

2. A radiation protection technician™ shall be on site when fuel is in
the reactor.

3. A1 CORE ALTERATIONS shal) be observed and directly supervised by
© either a licensed Senior Reactor Operator or Senior Reactor Operator
Limited to Fuel Handling who has no other concurrent responsibilities
during this operation,

4. A gite Fire Brigade of at least 5 members shall be maintained onsite
at all times™. The Fire Brigade shal) not include the Shift Supervisor,
the Station Control Room Engfneer and the 2 other members of thn mini=
mum shift crew necessary for safe shutdown of the unit and any personne!
required for other essential functions during a fire emergency.

The Onsite Nuclear Safety Group (ONSG) shall function to examine
unit operating characteristics, NRC issuances, industry advisories,
Licensee Event Reports and other sources of plant design and operat-
. 1ng experience information, including plants of similar dosign,
which may indicate areas for improving unit.safety. The ONSG shal)
be composed of at least three, dedicated, full-time éngineers of
multi=disciplines located on site and shall be augmented on a part-
time basis by personnel from other parts of the Commonwealth Edisecn
Company organization to provide expertise not represented in the
group. The ONSG shall be responsible for maintaining gurveillance
of unit activities to provide independent verification” that these
activities are performed correctly and that human errors are reduced
8 much as practical. The ONSG shal) make detailed recommendaticns
for revised procedures, equipment modifications, maintenance activi=
ties, operations activities or other means of improving unit safet
to the Safety Assessment Manager and the Station Manager,

6. The Station Control Room Engineer (SCR

o

]

$ the Shift Technical AdVi;or
(STA) during abnormal operating and accident conditions. frthe—
event—of-eb

DWRING thesk

anbHWONs,+hg
SCRE or oTHER
ON DuTy STA

shall provide technical support to
he t SuperVisor eas of thermal hydraulics, reactor
ongino:ring and plant analysis with regard to the safe operation of
the unit,

-
The rediation protection technician and Fire Brigade composition may be less
than the minimum requirements for a period of time not to exceed two hours in
order to accommodate unexpected absence provided immediate action is taken to
fill the required positions.

'Not responsible for sign-off feature.
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* ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

Retraining shall be conducted at intervals not exceeding 2 years,

G.  The Review and Investigative Function and the Audit Function of activities
affecting quality during facility operations shall be constituted and
have the responsibilities and authorities outlined below:

1. The Superintendent of the Offsite Review and Investigative Function
shall be appointed by the Manager of Quality Assurance/Nuclear
Safety (QA/NS). The Corporate Audit Function shall be the respon-
51bility of the Manager of QA/NS and shall be independent
of operations,

The Manager of QA/NS reports directly to the Chief Executive officer
and has the responsibility to set Corporate policy for both the
areas of Quality Assurance and Nuclear Safety. Policy is
promulgated through a central policy committee directed by the
manager of QA/NS. The Manager ¢f QA/NS has the responsibility for
the performance of periodic audits of each nuclear station and
corpgrato departments to determine that QA/NS policy 1s being
carried out,

8. Offsite Review and Investigative Function

The Superintendent of the 0ffsite Review and Investigative Func-
tion shall: (1) provide directions for the review and investi=
gative function and appoint a senior participant to provide
appropriate direction, (2) select each participant for this funce
tion, (3) select a com.lement of more than one participant who
collectively possess background and qualifications in the subject
matter under review to provide comprehensive interdisciplinary
review coverage under this function, (4) independently review
and approve the findings and recommendations developed by
personnel performing the review and investi ative function,
(5) approve and report in a timely manner al) findings of non-
compliance with NRC requirements to the Station Manager, Vice
President BWwR 0ptr|§1ons$ Manager of QA/NS.*Anoiotoot-¥+o;—
bl e at—idowiy QUa ity Programs and Assessment, and the enior
G'N"M' il Vice President = Nuclear Operations, Durin? periods when the
MaNAGER Superintendent of Offsite Review and Invest ?ativo Function is
unavailable, he shal) designate this respons bility to an
established alternate, who satisfies the forma) training and
experience for the Superintendent of the Offsite Review and
Investigate Function. The responsibilities of the personne!
performing this function are stated below. The Offsite Review
and Investigative Function shall review:

1) The safety evaluations for (1) chon?os to procedures,
equipment, or systems as described in the safety analysis
report and (2) tests or experiments completed under the
provision of 10 CFR 50.59 to verify that such actiont did
not constitute an unreviewed safety question. Proposed
changes to the Quality Assurance Program description shal)
be reviewed and approved by the Manager of QA/NS.

2) Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems which
involve an unreviewed safety questieon as defined in
10 CFR 50.59.
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3)  Proposed tests or experiments which invelve an unreviewed
safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50. 58,

4) Proposed changes in Technical Specifications or NRC operating
licenses.

5)  Noncompliance with NRC requirements, or of interna) procedures,
or instructions having nuclear safety significance.

6) Significant operating abnormalities or deviation from
normal ano expected performance of plant equipment that
affect nuclear safety as referred to it by the Onsite
Review and Investigative Function,

7) A1) REPORTABLE EVENTS.

8) A1) recognized indications of an unanticipated deficiency
in some aspect of design or operation of safety-related
structures, systems, or components.

9)  Review and report findings and recommendations re arding
al1 changes to the Generating Stations Emergency Plan
prior to implementation of such change.

10) Review and report findings and recommendations rogard1ng
&11 ftems referred by the Technical Staff Supervisor, Sta-

(??,N:“AL AAAMA;EE>\’ tion Manager, Vice President BWR Operations, and swb

b.

LA SALLE UNIT 1

Quality Programs and Assessment.
Station Audit Function
The Station Audit Function shall be the responsibility of the

*¥R Quality Programs and Assessment independent of the BWR
Operations. Such responsibility is delegated to the Nuclear

ality Programs Manager.

The Nuclear Quality Programs Mcnagof;I:r dosignatcd Corporate
Staff or Supervisor approved by the Quality Programs and
Assessment, shal)l approve the audit agenda and checklists, the
findings and the report of each audit. Audits shall be per-
formed in accordance with the Company Quality Assurance rogram
and Procedures. Audits shal) be performed to assure that
safety-related functions are covered within a period of 2 years
or less as designated below.

1)  Audit of the conformance of facility operation to provisions
contained within the Technical Specifications and applicable
license conditions at least once per year.

2) Audit of the adherence to procedures, training and qualifi~
cation of the station staft at least once per year.

3)  Audit of the results of actions taken to correct defi-
ciencies occurring in facility equipment, structures, sys*
tems, or methods of operation that affect nuclear safety
at least once per 6 months. :

4)  Audit of the performance of activities required by the
Quality Assurance Progrnm to meet the Criteria of
Appendix "B" 10 CFR 50.

6-5 Amendment No. 66
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+ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

Station Audit Function (Continued)

LA 5k _E UNIT 1

5) Audit of the Facility Emergency Plan and implementing
Procedures at feast once per 12 months.

6) Audit of the Facility Security Plan and fmplementing
procedures,

7)  Audit onsite and offsite reviews.

€) Audit the Facility Fire Protection Program and implementing
procedures.

9) The radiological environm ita) non1tor1ng program and the
results thereof &t least unce per 1Z months,

10) The OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL and 1lplonont1ng
procedures.

11) The PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM and implementing procedures
for solidification of radioactive wastes.

12) The performance of activities required by the Company
Quality Assurance Program and Procedures to meet the
criteria of Regulatory Guide 4.15, December 1977, at least
once per 12 months,

Report all findings of noncompliance with NRC requirements and
recommendations and results of each audit to the Station Manager,
Manager of QA/NS, Vice President BWR Operations, ality

Programs end Assessment, the Senfor Vice President-

Operations, and the Chief Operations Officer.

Authority (GeNERAL MANAGER)

The Manager of QA/NS reports to the Chief Executive Officer.
The Manager of QA/NS has the suthority to order unit shutdown or
request any other action which he deems necessary to avoid

unsafe plant conditions. A‘_——’/

Tho-“5700l11ty Programs and Assessment [reports to the Senfor
Vice President=Nuclear Operations. The Quality Programs
and Assessment has the authority to recommend unft shutdown o
request any other action which he deems necessary to avoid
unsafe plant conditions. A1) such disa reements shall be
reported immediately to the Menager of QA/NS and the Chief
Operation Officer.

Records

1)  Reviews, audits, and recommendations shall be documented
and distributed as covered in 6.1.6.1.a and 6.1.6.1.b

2) Copies of documentation, reports, and correspondence shal)
be kept on file at the station.

Procedures

Written administrative procedures shall be prepared and mairtained
for the offsite reviews and investigative functions described

in Specification 6.1.G.1.a. and for the audit functions described
in Specification 6.1.G.1.b. Those procedures chal)l cover the
following:
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Review of (3 required by Specification &
changes th ) 811 programs required by Specifi
tion 6,2 'anges thereto, and (3) any other proposed
procedures or changes thereto as determsned by the Statior
Manager to affect nuclear safety

Review of ¢ Proposed test and experiments that affect
nuc lear safety

Review of all proposed changes to the Technical Speci-
fications.

Review of &)1 proposed changes or moaifications to plant
Systems or equipment that affect nuclear safet

Investigation of 811 noncompliance with NRC requirement:
&nc shall prepare and forward a report covering evalua-
tion and recommendations to prevent recurrence;

Review of facility operations to detect potentia) safety
hezards

Performance of special reviews and investigations and
reports thereon as requested by the Superintendent of the
Offsite Review ang Investigative Function,

8 Review of the S.ation secarity Plan and shal) submit
. recommended chenges to the Director of Corporate Securit,
Gavseal ManasgrY  8nd the e Quality Programs and Assessment in iey of
\FENERAL N cistribution in accordance with specification 6.1.G. 2¢¢

Review of the Emergency Plan and station implementing pro-
Cedures and fdentification of recommended changes;

Review of reportable events and actions taken to prevent
recurrence.

Review of every unplanned onsite release of radioactive
material to the environs ncluding the preparation and
forwarding of reports covering evaluation, recommendations
and disposition of the corrective action to prevent recurs
rence;

Review of changes to the PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM, OFFSITE
OOSE CALCULATION MANUAL, and radwaste treatment systems

Authority

The Technical Staff Supervisor is responsible to the Station
Manager and shall make recommendations in a timely manner in a))
47285 of review, investigation, and quality contro) phases of
plant maintenance, operatio~ ans administrative procedures
relating to faci1ity operatiuns and shall have the authority to
request the ac ' NeC2ssary te ensure compliance with rules,
regulations, and vrececures when in his opinion such action 1s

Amencdment No. 66




" ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

necessary. The Station Manager shall follow such recommendations
or select a course of action that is more conservative regarding
safe operation of the facility. A1l such disagreements shall be
reported immediately to the Vice President BWR Operations and the
Superintendent of the Offsite Review and Investigative Function.

¢c. Records

1) Reports, reviews, fnvestigations, and recommendations
repared and performed for Specificatian 6.1.G.2a shal)
e documented with copies to the Vice President BWR
Operations, the Superintendent of the Offsite Review and
Investigative Function, the Station Manager, and the we
Gawveran Mawasg Quality Programs and Assessment.

2) Co$1as of all records and documentation shall be kept on
file at the station.

d. Procedures

Written administrative procedures shall be prepared and maintained
for conduct of the Onsite Review and Investigative Function,
These procedures shall inciuce the following:

1)  Content and method of submission and presentaticn to the
Station Manager, Vice President BWR Operations, and the
?uperintnndont of the Offsite Review and Investigative

unction,

2) Use of committees.
3)  Review and approval,
4) Detailed 1isting of items to be reviewed.

5) Procedures for administration of the quality contro)
activities.

6) Assignment of responsibilities.
e. Personnel

1)  The personnel porformin? the Onsite Review and Invostiga-
tive Function, in addition to the Station Manager, shal)
consist of persons having expertise in:

a) nuclear power plant technology,
b) reactor operations,

€) reactor engineering,

d) radiological safety and chemist,
e) Instrumentation and control, and
f)  mechanical and eiectric systems,

2) Personne) performing the Onsite Review and Investigative
Function shall meet minimum acceptable levels as described
in ANSI N18.1-1971, Sections 4.2 and 4.4,
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ADMINISTRATION CONTROLS

1. At least one Yicensed Reactor Operator shall be in the control room
when fuel 1s in the reactor. In addition, while the reactor is in
OPERATIONAL CONDITION 1, 2 or 3, at least one licensed Senior
Reactor Operator who has been designated by the Shift Supervisor to
assume the control room direction responsibility shall be in the
Control Room,

2. A radiation protection technician® shall be on site when fue) s in
the reactor.

3. A1) CORE ALTERATIONS shall be observed and directly supervised by
either & licensed Senior Reactor Operator or Senior Reactor Operator
Limited to Fuel Handling who has no other concurrent responsibilities
during this operation.

4. A site Fire Brigade of at least 5 members shall be maintained onsite
at all times*. The Fire Driyade shall not include the Shift Supervisor,
the Station Contro) Room Engineer and the 2 other members of the mini~
mum shift crew necessary for safe shutdown of the ut t and any personne!
required for other essential functions during & fire emergency.

5. The Onsite Nuclear Safety Group (ONSG) shall function to examine
unit operating characteristics, NRC Tssuances, industry advisories,
Licensee Event Reports and other sources of plant design and operet-
ing experience information, including plants of similar dosign,
which may indicate areas for improving unit safety. The ONSG shal
be composed of at least three, dedicated, full=time engi.eers of
multi-disciplines located on site and shall be augmented on a part-
time basis by personnel from other parts of the Commonwealth Edison
Company organization to provide expertise not represented in the
group. The ONSG shal) be responsible for maintaining jurveillance
of unit activities to provide independent verification” that these
activities are performed correctly and that human errors are reduced
as much as practical. The ONSG shal) make detailed recommendations
for revised procedures, equipment modifications, maintenance activis
ties, operations activities or other means of improving unit safety
to the Safety Assessment Manager and the Station Manager,

The Statior .ntrol Room Engineer (SCRE
(STA) during

the Shift Technica) Advisor
abnormal operating and accident conditions.

Dugine ™ese
couon«-nl,*ﬂc

~ ehesshall provide technical support to the Shift
upervisor in the areas of therma) hydraulics, reactor engineering and
plant analysis with regard to the safe operation of the unit.

-
The radiation protection technician ang Fire Brigade composition may be less
than the minimum requirements for a period of time not to exceed two hours in
order to accommodate unexpected absence provided immediate action is taken to
fill the required positions.

'Not responsible for sign-off feature.
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. ADMINISTRATION CONTROLS

F.  Retraining shall be conducted at intervals not exceeding 2 years.

G.  The Review and Investigative Function and the Audit Function of activities
affecting quality during facility operations shall be constituted and
have the responsibilities and authorities outlined below:

1

The Superintendent of the Offsite Review and Investigative Function
shall be appointed by the Manager of Quality Assurance/Nuclear
Safety (QA/NS). The Corporate Audit Function shall be the respon-
$1b117ty of Lhe Manager of QA/NS and shall be independent of
operations.

The Manager of QA/NS reports directly to the Chief Executive Officer
and has the responsibility to set Corporate Pelicy for both the
areas of Quality Assurance and Nuclear Safety. Policy is
promulgated through a centra) policy committee directed by the
Manager of QA/NS.  The Manager of QA/NS has the responsibility for
the performance of periodic audits of each nuclear station and
corporate departments to determine that Qi/NS policy 1s being
carried out,

& Offsite Review and Investigative Function

The Superintendent of the Offsite Review and Investigative Funce
tion shall: (1) provide directions for the review and investi«
pative function and appoint a senior participant to provide
appropriate direction, (2) select each participant for this
function, (3) select a complement of more than one participant
who collectively possess background and qualifications in the
sub?ect matter under review to provide comprehensive interdis-
ciplinary review coverage under this function, (4) independent iy
review and approve the indings and recommendations developed
bg personnel performing the review and investigative function,
(3) approve and report in a timely manner all indings of non-
compliance with NRC requirements to the Station Manager, Vice
President BWR Operations, Manager of QA/NS,

(OENERAL ot “Prestaenteiivi Quality Programs and Assessment, and the Senior

MANAGER

Vice President = Nuclear Ogerctions. Durin? periods when the
Superintendent of Offsite Review and Invest ?ltivo Function 1s
unavailable, he shal) designate this respons bility te an
established alternate, who satisfies the formal training and
experience for the Superintendent of the Offsite Review and
Invc&ti?ate Function, The responsibilities of the personne)
performing this function are stated below. The Offsite Review
and Investigative Function shall review:

1) The safety evaluations for (1) chan?os to procedures,
equipment, or systems as described in the safety analysis
report and (2) tests or experiments completed under the
provision of 10 CFR 50.59 to verify that such actions did
not constitute an unreviewed safety question. Proposed
changes to the Quality Assurance Program description sha))
be reviewed and approved by the Manager of QA/NS.

2) Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems which
involve an unreviewed safety question as defined in
10 CFR 50,59,
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3) Proposed tests or experiments which involve an unreviewed
safety question as defined 1n 10 CFR 80,89,

4) Proposed changes in Technica) Specifications or NRC opersting
licenses

$) Noncompliance with NRC requirements, or of internal procedures,
or instructions having nuclear safety significance.

€) Significant operating abnormalities or deviation from
normal and expected performance of plant equipment **
affect nuclesr safety as referred to it by the On -
Review and Investigative Function.

7) A1) REPORTABLE EVENTS.

8) ANl recognized indications of an unanticipated defsc «n,
in some aspect of design or operation of savety-related
structures, systems, or components.

9) Review and report findings and recommendations regardi:
811 changes to the Generating Stations Emergency Plan
prior to implementation of such change.

10) Review and report findings and recommendations regarding al)
items referred by the Technica) Staff Supervisor, S. iion

Manager, Vice President BWR Operations, and the Avp
Quality Programs and Assessment, - :

(PENERAL

Station Audit Function

The Station Audit Function shall be the responsibility of the
~Ai Quality Programs and Assessment indepencent of the BWR
Operations, Such responsibility is delegated to the Nuclear
Quality Programs Manager.

The Nuclear Quality Programs Mcnugcrbor designated Corporate
Staff or Supervisor approved by the #¥® Quality Programs and
Assessment, shall approve the audit agenda and checklists, the
findings and the report of each audit. Audits shal) be per-
formed in accordance with the Company Quality Assurance Program
and Procedures. Audits shall be performed to assure that
safety-related functions are covered within a period of 2 years
or less as designated below.

1) Audit of the conformance of facility operation to provisions
contained within the Technical Specifications and applicable
license conditions at least once per year.

2) Audit of the adherence to procedures, training and
qualification of the station staff at least once per year.

3)  Audit of the results of actions taken to correct
deficiencies occurring in facility equipment, structures,
systems, or me‘hods of operation that affect nuclear
safety at least nce per & months,
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4 Audit of the performance of activities required by the
vuality Assurance Program to meet the (v teria of
Appendix "B" 10 CFR &

$ Audit of the Facility Emergency Plan and impiementing
procedures at least once per 12 months

£ Audit of the Facility Secur ty Plan and implementing
procedures
Audit onsite and offeite reviews

s Audit the Facility Fire Protection Pr ogram and implementir
procedures
The radiologice! environmenta) n toring program and the
Fresuils thereof at least once per 1 months

i i FFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL and Implement ing
procegures

] The PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM anc implementing procedures
for solidification of rac oactive wastes

di 'he performance of activities requirec by the Company
Wality Assurance Program and Procedures te meet the
criteria of Regulatory Guide 4.15, December 1977, 8t least
once per 12 months

Report ¢ findings of noncompliance with NR( requirements and

recommendations and results of eac! audit to the Station Mena ager,

Manager of QA/NS, Vice President Bwi \.f'at\t'&.—*Y‘:i:c- Ly

Programs and Assessment, the Senior Vice President~NucTear™

Uper ne, and the Chief Operations Officer

Authority

The Manager of QA/NS reports to the Chief Executive Officer

The Manager of QA/NS has the authority to order unit shu\o'u

Or request any other action which he deems necessary to avoi

unsate plant conditions -

The o8

VicCe
and A
reqQue
unsaf

repor

vperat

Nt by LSS xalNI&A». hm~n¢g
v Qua)l lt» Fr@;'am‘ and Atcetk"-”’f'eo"'ts to the Senior
President=Nuclear Operations. The #=Quality Programs
ssessment has the authority to recommend unit shutdown or

§L any other action which he deems necessary to avoid

e plart conditions. A)) such disagreements shall be

ted immediately to the Mar ager of QA/NS and the Chief

fire
4 cer

eviews, avdits, and recommendations shal) be documented

"e - \ r , . r 4 ~ - . d - - -
and agrstributed as covered ir 0. 4.G. 1.8 and 6.1.G.1.¢L

™
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AOMINISTRATION CONTROLS

2,,5...., Re. {ow and I!’W'ft_“iﬂ“” Fungﬂon (CO““I’W.G)

comprenensive interdisciplinary review coverage under this function;

(&) independently review and ipprove the findings and recommendations
feveloped by personnel performing the Review and Investigative Function,
'5) report al) findings of noncompliance with NRC requirements, ang
provide recommencations; and (6) submit to the Offsite Review and
Investigative Function for concurrence in a timely manner, those

items described in Specification 6.1.G.1.8 which have been approved

by the Onsite Review ang Investigative Function,

The responsibilities of the personnel performing this function are
stated below:

1) Review of (1) procedures required by Specification 6.2 and
changes thereto, (2) al) programs required b Specifice~
tion 6.2 and changes thereto, and (3) any other proposed
procedures or changes thereto as determined by the Station
Menager to affect nuclear safety.

2) Review of al) proposed test and experiments that affect
nuclear safety,

3)  Review of a1 proposed changes to the Terhnica) Specis
fications.

4) Review of al) proposed change: or.modifications to plant
Systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety.

5) Investigation of 811 noncompliance with NRC requirements
and shell prepare and forward * report covering evalua~
tion &nd recommendations L0 prevent recurrence,

6) Review of facility operations to detect potential safety
hazards.

7)  Performance of special reviews and investigations and
reports thereon as requested by the Superintendent of the
Offsite Review and Investigative Function.

€) Review of the Station Security Plan and shal) submit
recommenged changes to the Director of Corporate Security

(E;;;utzAL.*ﬂﬁ

¢ Quality Programs and Assessment in Tieu of

n
NAGER | distridbution in accordance with Specification 6.1.6.2.¢(2).
*‘—”'/;) Review of the Emergency Plan and station implementing

procedures and identification of recommended changes;

10) Review of reportable events and actions taken to prevent
recurrence,

11) Review of every unplanned onsite release of radioactive
material to the environs including the preparation anc
forwarding of reports covering evaluation, recommendations
and disposition of the corrective action to prevent recur-
rence;

12) Review of chlngcs to the PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM, OFFSITE
OOSE CALCULATION MANUAL, and radwaste treatment systems,
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"ADMINISTRATION CONTROLS

b.

Authority

The Technical Staff Supervisor is responsible to the Station
Manager and shall make recommendations in a timely manner in

all areas of review, investi ation, and quality contro) phases

of plant maintenance, operat on, and administrative procedures
celating to facility operations and shal) have the autherity to
request the action necessary to ensure compliance with rules
regulations, and procedures when in his opinion such action {s
necessary. The Station Manager shall follow such recommendations
or select a course of action that is more conservative regarding
safe operation of the facility. A)1 such disaargomonts shall

be reported immediately to the Vice President BWR Operations and
the Superintendent of the Offsite Review and Investigative Function.

Recerds

1) Reports, reviews, investigations, and recommendations
prepared and performed for Specification 6.1.G.2a, shall be
documented with copies to the Vice President BWR Operations,

the Superintendent of the Offsite Review and Investigative
Function, the Station Manager and thcw
- GENERA L ManageEr (Juauty Paoww AND  AsSEssuevT

2) Copies of all records and documentation shall be kept on
file at the station,

Procedures

Written administrative procedures thail be prepared and maintained
for conduct of the Onsite Review and Investigative Function,
These procedures shall include the following:

1) Content and method of submission and presentation to the
Station Manager, Vice President BWR Operations and the
?upor;ntondcnt of the Offsite Review and Investigative

unction,

2) Use of committees.

3)  Review and approval,

4) Detailed Yisting of items to be reviewed,

5) Procedures for agministration of the quality control

activities.
6) Assignment of responsibilities.
Personne)

1) The personne) p.rforminy the Onsite Review and !nvesti?a-
tive Function, in addition to the Station Manager, shal)
consist of persons having expertise in:

8) nuclear power plant technology,
b) reactor operations,

€) reactor engineering,

d) radiological safety and chemist,
e) Instrumentation and control, and
f) mechanical and electric systems.
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INSERT A

I Both channels of each trip system may be placed in an inoperable status for
up to 4 hours for required reactor building ventilation system corrective
maintenance, filter changes, damper cycling and surveillance tests, other
than Surveillance Requirement 4.6.5.1.c, without placing the trip system in
the tripped condition..

J. Both channeis of each trip system may be placed in an inoperable status for
ur to 12 hours for performance of Surveillance Requirement 4.6.5.1.¢ without
piacing the trip system in the tripped condition.

INSERT B

Both channels of each trip sys*em for the main steam tunnel ambient temperature
and ventilation system d!fferential temperature may be placed in an inoperable status
for up to 4 hours for r=~yred reactor building vontilation system maintenance and
testing and 12 how.s for the required secondary containment Leak Rate test without
placing the trip system in the tripped condition. This will allow for maintaining the
reliability of the ventilation system and secondary containment.

ZNLD654/15



ATTACHMENT C
EVALUATION OF SiGMFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION

The proposed Operating License/Technical Specification Amendment has
been evaluated to determine whether or not there is a Significant Hazards
Consideration based on the questions provided by 10 CFR 50.92 requirements. In
addition, the evaluation was measured against the criteria used to establish safety
limits, the limiting safety system settings, and the limiting conditions for operations.
The results of the evaluation determined that the proposed amardment would not:

1. Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated, or

2. Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from ariy
accident previously evaluated; or

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

The proposed change does not result in a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of accidents previously evaiuated. The changes are
administrative in nature, and as such are not considered in any FSAR Chapter 15
analysis. The changes do not etfect any aaministrative process which nould impact
the assumptions or results of the analyses.

The proposed change does not create the possibility for a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated. The proposed changes do
not result in the intreduction of any new or different equipment, and they will not
cause the operation of installed equipment in a new or different manner. The
changes will not result in the introduction of any new procedure or process which
could create a new or different kind of accident.

The proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in margin of
.sa'o"ty. B;causo the changes are purely administradve in nature, no margin of safety
s affected.

Conclysion

Guidance has been provided in 51.44 FR 7744 for the application of
standards to license chan‘?a requests for determination of the existence of significant
hazards considerations. This document provides examples of amendments which
are and are not likely conside: ad to involve significant hazards considerations

This proposed amendment does not involve a significant relaxatior of the
criteria used to establish safety limite, a significant rel4xation of the basas for the
limiting safety systermn settings or a significant relaxation of the bases for the limiting
conditions for operations. Therefore, tbased on the guidance provided in the Federal
Register and the criteria established in 10 CFR 50.92(&), the proposed change dous
not constitute a significant hazards consideration
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ATTACHMENT D

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STATEMENT APPLICABILITY REVIEW

Commonwealth Edison has evalyated the proposed amendment againet the
criteria for the idantification of licansine g and r(-.\;nlm wy actions requiring
environmental assessment in accordance with 10 CF ;1 51.21. It has been
detennined that the proposed change meets the critena for a (..ﬂﬂgcmca( exclusion
as provided for under 10 CFR 51 ,":’ (c{10). This determination is bhased on the tact
that this cha 0@ 18 Deing profrosed as an amendment 10 a license iesued puriuant to
10 CFR 50). This change is administrative in nature. inveives no significant hazards

onsideration and resulte in no signtficant Increase in indivizual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure
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