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1.0 INTRODUCTION

3y letter dated February 23, 1990, and supplemented by letters dated June 28,
1990 #nd August B, 1990, Public Service Electric & Gas Company requested an
amendment to Fac111ty Operating License No. DPR-70 for the Salem Generating
Statfon, Unit No, 1. The proposed amendment would modify the Technical
specifications (TSs) for the Subcooling Margin Monitor (SMM) and change the

TSs for Reactor Vessel Leve) Instrumentation System (RVLIS) with interim
requirements until RVLIS is upgraded. In addition, Tables 3.3-11a and _.3-11b
have been combined into a sing e table, 3,311, The June 28, 1990 supplementa)
letter is applicable to Unit only, The August 8, 1990 supplemental letter
did not increase the scope of the original amendment request and did not affect
the staff's original no significant hazards determination.

¢.0 EVALUATION

These proposed changes will add specifications for instrumentation dealing with
inadequate core coo 1n? to provide assurance that the RVLIS and SMM equipment
installed at the facility are operated and maintained within acceptable limits.
This proposed change is in response to NUREG-0737, Technical Specifications
uidance provided in NRC Generic Letter 83-37 and an additional request
?Varga to Uderitz, dated November 17, 1983) for Technira) Specifications for
Inadequate Core Cooling (ICC) instrumentation. Until the RVLIS can be
upgraded, an interim Action Statement is being proposed to eliminate the need
for two separate License Change Requests,

In response to the staff evaluation issued on October 31, 1989, the licensee
submitted charges to the Technical Specifications for RVLIS to provide
interim requirements with a footnote to terminate applicability of this
interim acticn at the end of the a propriate refue11n? outage when the RVLIS
is upgraded. The RVLIS upgrade will be completed during the Salem Unit 1
10th refueling outage (Spring 1992),



Regarding the SMM interim Technica! Specification requirements, the icensee
requests that the implementation cate for this amenfment for Unit 1 be prior
to startup from the 9th refueling outage (Fall 1990) because the SMM will be
upgraded during the outage.

The Ticensee has incorporated SMM and RVLIS into Table 3.3-11 Accident
Monitoring Instrumentation and Table 4,3-11 Surveillance Requirements for
Accident Monitoring Instrumentation for Salem Unit 1 Technical Specifications,
Regarding the Action Statements “or [tem 11, SMM, and Item 19, RVLIS, in TS

Table 3,3-11, the licensee has proposed to reference Action Statements 1 and 2
for SMM and RVLIS. However, an additional Action Statement 8 s being added

to Table 3.3-11 Notations and 1s referenced in Item 19, RVLIS, of Table 3.3-11,
The reference to Action Statement 8 in Table 3.3-11, Item 19, RVLIS also has 2
"ers® footnote associated with 1t. These Action Statements are given as follows:

ACTION 1 With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring channels less than
the Required Number of Channels shown in Table 3.3-11, restore the
inoperable channel(s) to OPERABLE status within 7 days, or be in HOT
SHUTDONN within the next 12 hours.

ACTION 2 With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring channels less than
the Minimum Number of Channels shown in Table «3=11, restore the
inoperable channel(s) to OPERABLE status within 48 hours or be in
HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.

ACTION 8 With the number of OPERABLE Channels one less than the Required or
Minimum number of channels shown in Table 3.3-11, either restore the
inoperable charnel(s) to OPERABLE status within 48 hours or:

1. Operation may proceed provided the Required Channels shown in
Table 3.3-11 for the Reactor Coolant System Subcooling Margin
Monitor and the Core Exit Thermocouples are OPERABLE. With the
number of OPERABLE channels for the Reactor Coolant System
Subcooling Margin Monitor and the Core Exit Thermocouples shown
in Table 3.3-11 less than the Required Number of Channels,
follow the associated Action Statement, and

2. Restore the system to OPERABLE status at the next scheduled
CHANNEL CALIBRATION (which shall be performed upon the next
entry into MODE 5, COLD SHUTDOWN),

The "**+* footnote associated with Table 3.3-11, Item 19, RVLIS, 1s as follows:
(**#*) Action 8 remains in effect unti) startup from the Unit 1 10th refueling

outage at which time, PSEAG will have installed the upgraded RVLIS. Upon
expiration, /-tions 1 and 2 will apply.
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We have reviewed these proposed Technica) Specifications for SMM and RVLIS
and our finoings follow:

(1) The Action Statements 1 and 2 are scceptable becouse they are consistent
with the GL 8337 guidance.

(2) The pror zed implementation date (Fall 1990) for Salem Unit 1 SMM
Technica ' Specification 1s acceptable. The proposed Action Statements for
Salem Unit 1 SMM are 1n ful) compliance with the GL 83-37 guidance, and are
therefore also ecceptable.

(3) The proposed Technical Specification for Salem Unft 1 RVLIS will Action
Statements 1, 2, and 8 with “*++" {5 acceptable because the GL 83.37
guidance cannot be met until the RVLIS is upgraded (Spring 1992),

The staft has reviewed the Salem licensee's roposal for SMM and RVLIS
Technical Specification revisions in Tables 3«11 and 4,3-11 end has found it
ecceptable. The staff would require the licensee to inform us of the
completion of the RVLIS upgrade,

Tables 3.3-«11a and 3.3-11b have been combined into a s1n810 table, 3.3-11, In
comining the tables the column titled “Tota) Number of Channels" hes been
omitted, A1l requirements remain concerning the evailability and ogorlb111ty
of the instrument channels. This chcnge brings the Unit 1 Technica
Specifications into conformance with the Westinghouse Standard Technical
Specifications, The staff finds this acceptable,

Tne June 28, 1990 supplement clarified the or1g1n|1 Februsry 23, 1990
amendment request. The “Description of Change" section of the origina)
submittal proposed that Salem Unit No. 1 TSs Tables 3.3-118 and 3.3-11b be
combined into & single table. As indicated by the original license amendment
request's revised TSs paqes. PSEBG intended that Salem Unit No, 2 Tables
3.3-11a and 3.3-11b should also be combined. However, the coub1n1n? of
Tables 3.3-112 and 3.3-11b for Unit 2 was not mentioned in the original
submittal. The June 28, 1990 supplementa) letter requests that Tables
3.3-110 @nd 3.2-11b be combined for Unit 2. Therefore, this letter does not
apply to Unit 1},

The August 8, 1990 supplement corrected minor differences between the revised
technical specification pages contained in the original request and the
current Technical Specifications, These differences were outside the area of
the proposed revisions, These differences are: In the ** footnote of

Table 3.3+11, the phrase "means for determining" should have been "means of
determining" and the word "Operable" was changed to all caps. In

Table 3.3-11, Item 16, Containment Pressure-Wide Range, the reference to
Action 1,2 should have been Action 7,2, The staff finds these corrections
acceptable,

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

fhis amendment involves & change to a requirement with respect to the
installation or use of ¢ facility component located within the restricted




area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20 and changes to the surveillance
requirements. The staff has determined that the amendment involves no
sfgnificant increase in the amounts, and no signif1cunt change in the
types, of any effluents that may be relcased offsite and thet there is no
sign1?1cant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation
exposure. The Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that
this amendment involves no significant hazards consideration and there
has been no public comment on such finding. Accordingly, this amendment
meets the eligfbility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10
CFR 51.22(¢)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFK 51.22(b), no environmenta) impact
statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with
the 1ssuance of this amendment,

4.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission made a proposed determination that the amendment involves no
significant hazards consideration which was published in the Federa) Register
(65 FR 21979) on May 30, 1990 and consulted with the State of New Jersey. WNo
public comments were received and the State of New Jersey did not have any
comments,

The staff has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of
the public will not be endangered by operation in the propos J manner,
and (2) such activities will be conducted in comp iiance with the
Commissfon's regulations and the issuance of this amendment will not be
fnimical to the common defense and security nor to the health and safety
of the pubiic,
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