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June 2, 1994

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

The Honorable Joseph Lieberman, Chairman
Subcommitiee on Clean Air and Nuclear Regulation
Committee on Environment

and Public Works
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

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 Nuc]ear 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.

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 Register on

May 25, 1994 (59 FR 27049).

Sincerely,

Original signed by

William T. Russell, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Federal Register
Notice

cc: Senator Alan K. Simpson

DISTRIBUTION w/0 enclosure:
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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
Wwashington, 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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1 Bases Section 2.2 1. Remove references
to the Rod Sequence Control System in item
10 and revise bases description of the Select
of the Select Rod lnsertion cansistent with
remioval of the RSCS on pages

4 TS 3.1.4.1 Correct typographical ervar in
action d .1 to correct misspelling of BPWS
acronyin on page /4 1-14

5. TS Table 4.3.1-1: Correct grammatical
omission of the word “is'" in item e of the
Notes on 3/4 3-9

6. TS Table 4 3.1-1: Remove refurences to
the RSCS in item g of the Notes on page 3/

4 3-52

7. TS Table 3.3.5 8~1. Label each item to
permit identification consistent with the
scheduling system used for surveillance
lesting on page 3/4 3-64a.

B TS Table 4.3.5.5-1. Label each item to
permit identification consistent with the
scheduling system used for surveillance
testing on page 3/4 3-64c.

9 1§ 3.3.6.2: Eliminate footnote, revise
applicability statement and correct
typogrophical errors in sctions d and e that
references non-existent Specification on page
/4 3-93

10. Base Section 3/4 1 4. Correct
identification of Reference cited to reference
6 on page B 3/4 1-4

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consiJ;mlion determination
As required by 10 CFR 30.91(a), the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
below:

1 The proposed amendment does nat
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated because the proposed
¢ hange [sic| is administrative in nature.
These changes do not aiter the configuration
or operation of the facility. The Limiting
Safety Systems Settings and Safety Limits
specified in the current Technical
Specifications remain unchanged

2 The proposed amendmen! does not
create the possibulity of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated. The safety analysis of
the facility remains complete and accurate
There are no physical changes to the fac:iity
and the plant conditions for which the design
basis accidents have been evaluated are still
vilid The oparating procedure and
emergency procedures are unaffected with
1he possible exception of resolving special
notations that may have recognized the
typographical errors that are being cortected

1 The margins of safety are established
through the Limiting Conditions of
Operation, Lizniting Safety Systems Settings
and Safety Limits specified in the Technical
specifications. Since there are no changes 10
the physical design or eperation of the
fire ;li!y these margims will not be changed

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee's analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50 92{c) are
satisfied, Therefore, the NRC stafl
proposes Lo determine that the

amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration

Local Public Document Room
location: University of North Carolina at
Wilmington, William Madison Randall
Library, 601 S, College Road,
Wilmington, North Carolina 28403~
3297

Attorney for licensee: R, E. Jones,
General Counsel, Carolina Power &
1 icht Company, Fost Office Box 1551,
Raleigh, North Carolina 27602.

NRC Project Director: William H
Bateman

Connecticut Yankee Atomic Powet
company, Docket No. 50-2:3, Hoddam
Neck Plant, Middlesex County,
Connecticut

Date of amendment reguest. January
28, 1994

Description of amendment request:
The proposed amendment will remove
an exception for the purge and vent
valves from surveillance requirement
(SR} 4.6.1.2.d and remove SR 46121

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination;
As required by 15 CFR 50 91(a), the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
1ssue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
below:

The proposed changes do not involve
an [significant hazards consideration}
SHC because the changes would not.

1_Involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evalusted.

The proposed change modifies SR
4.61.2d Currently this SR indicates the
purge supply and exhaust valves ha' ¢ an
exception from the 10CFRS50 Appendix |,
Type B and C tests. The proposed techinical
specification change is consistant with
current surveiliance procedures and the
|[Final Safety Analysis Report] FSAR. The
second proposed change, which removes SR
4 6.1 21, reflects current containment leakage
surveillance requirements. The present
loce*ton of SR 4.6.1 2 f could imply that
contan ment leakage surveillance
requiremonts are met by porforming SR 4.9.9,
However, . R 4 9 9 is applicable only during
cote alteratins or movemen! of irradiated
fue! and not Juring the modes when
Terhnical Specification 3.6 1.2 is applicable
These changes b ave no effect on actual
Appendix | testin of valves or the current
plant accident ana, vsis. Therefore, the
proposed changes canot increase the
probability or consequ.oces of an scoident
previously evaluated

2, Create the possibility « f 4 new or
different kind of accident fro v any
previousty analyzed

The proposed changes do not 1 stroduce
any new failure modes. The plant will
rontinue to operate us designed and the
will be no change to the esting of valves 3. e
proposed changes will not modify the plant
response to the poant where )t can by

considered a new accident. Therefore, the
proposed changes will not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
actident form any previously evaluated

2 Involve a significant reduction in a
marigin of safety

The proposed changes modify SR 461 2.4
which, as presently written, indicates that
the purge supply and exhaust valves are an
exception 1o the 10CFR50 Appendix |, Type
B and C test and therefore, no exception s
required. This is supported by current
surveillance procedures which include the
purge supply and exhaust valves as part of
the Type B and C tests In addition, the
proposed changes are consistent with the
FSAR FSAR Table 7.3-1 "Containmen?
Penetrations.” lists the purge supply and
exhaust valves ns required to receive Type B
and C tests. Therefore, these proposed
changes revise SR 4.6 1.2.d to reflect actual
surveillance procedures and offer no
revisions or reductions to current
surveillance testing Therefore, these changes
will not result in e significant reduction in
the margin of safety

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee's analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

Local Public Document Room
location: Russell Library, 123 Broad
Street, Middletown, Connecticut 06457

Attorney for licensee: Gerald Garfield,
Esquire, Day, Berry & Howard,
Counselors at Law, City Place, Hartford,
Connecticut 06103-3499.

NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz.

Consohidated Edison Company of New
York, Docket No. 50-247, Indian Point
Nuclear Generating Unit No. 2,
Westchester County, New York

Date of amendment request: April 179
1994

Description of amendment request
The proposed amendment request
would revise the Technical
Specifications to amend Sections 3.1.F
and 4 13 to allow the repair of steam
generator tubes by sleeving as ao
alternative to plugging. Additionally, a
new tube acceptance criteria, F*, is
proposed which would allow tubes that
are degraded in a location not affecting
structural integrity of the tube to remain
in service.

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determinotion
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a). the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
helow

16 s cordance with the requirements of 10
(VR 50 92, the proposed Technical

pecification chacge 1s deemed to involve no
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testing programs. With the revisions to
the Technical Specifications, upom
finding an ASME Code regquarernent
mipractical because of prolitbitive dose
rates or lunitations w the design.
construction, or system cunfiguraton,
the licenses may umplement the redicl
request once it has been subimatted o
the NRC provided it has been: (1)
Aceeptably reviewed pursuant to 10
CFR 50 59; (2) approved by the planmt
stuff in accordance with the
wlministrative process describwd (0 the
inservice wspection and teshug
prograus admimnistrative procedires,
amed () reviewed and approved by the
I'lant Nuclear Sagety Conumttes.

Basis for proposed no sigmificant
hazards conss an dvetermination
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
hoensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of ne significant hazards
consideration. which is prespnted
helow

(1) Operation of the faciity in aecordance
with the proposed amendments would not
involve a siguificant werease o the
prrobabil ity or consequences of an awcidi
previously evaluated.

The proposed amendinents remove the
warding ", (g}, except where specific
witten retief has heen granted by (he
Comanission pursusnt o 10 CFR, Sectien
50 55alg @), provided a 10 EFR 58 58
eviluntion is pecfermed. The lnseracs
lnspection and Testing Programs are
described in the Technicad Specificalons
pursuant to 14 CFR 50 55a. [n add\tion, the
proposed amendments, in accerdance with
NUREG 1477 and draft NUREE 1400 provide
relint tn the ASME code mequirrmant m *he
iterin etween the wme of submital of a
roliet request uotrl the NRE has issued &
sofety eveluation and granted the petiet The
(lenges Being pruposed am sdminastranve o
pature an: Co ot affect assumptions
rontitemed o plant safery analyses, the
physical desigs and/or operation <P the plant
nor do they atheet Techauval Speafications
that preservee safery anslysie assumptians.
Aoy reliaf from the appreved ASME Section
X1 cody requirements will require @ 10 CPFR
500 54 pyatuation o easaee no Technooal
specification changes oF uhires lewed safety
questions exist. Therefope. apecatian of the
fa ity In accordance with the proposed
imendmenty would aot atiect the probabity

tponseaueuces Of A A ident proviousiy
oy 2ed
21 Edperation
with the propossd amesdmants wokla ged
reate the possibiltty of a new or diffesent
Lind of ancident Bom ane g dent
previously evaluited

Phe chanpes bewng proposod are
sammstrative o aature and will oot Chaie
the physicus plant or the moces (f speratiocn
delned wthe Facilaty License Tha hange

tines not 1voive the addition or ndiicehion
1

Of the facilty 18 o Cogdadioe

Gl reprpment nor doas f1or The Clessiye O

frin

mtion of plant syelans Any reliels
croverd ASME Section X1 code

et will o K i

eyvalustion to ensure no Techineal
Specificnion chonpes or unreviewsd Sidwry
fuestions exist. Therelore, operaiiun of the
far ity e nocordance wit!
aendments would not create the possibinhin
af a niew or differvnt kind of aceident from
airy aecident previously evalusted

(1) Operanon of the faciliey in accordoenee
with the proposed amendmants would not
invulve a signifieant rediu tion 10 a mangin of
safuty

e chuiiges being propused am
adinitistrative i naduce and de uot adier the
Lases for assusance that safety related
o tivities are performed correctly or the busis
for any Technical Specification that is related
1o the psmblishment of or maintenance of 8
safety margm. Any reliefs fromy the approved
ASME Seetion X1 code requiremients will
regquire @ 10 CFR 50,50 evaluation to ensum
no Technical Specification changas or
unteviewed safety questions exist. Therefare,
operation of the fMcility in accordance with
the propased amendments would not involve
a wien i ficant meduction ina mamin of safety

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licenisen's analysis and, bused on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied
Therefore, the NRC staff proposas o
deternnine that the amendment request
involves no significant hazards
consideration.

Local Mubfie Documesat Hoom
location: Florida International
University, University Park, Miam..
Florda 131498,

Anturney for heensee. Marosd F. Reis.
Esquire, Newmon and Halrzer, P C..
1615 L Strwet, NW | Washington, DC
200086,

NEKC Profect Director Herhert N
Berkow

e y;a:iu,‘.wl

Florida Power and Light Company.
Docket Nos. 50-2.0 and 50-251. Turkey
Point Plant Units 3 andd 4. Dade County,
Flornda -

Date of cioendment request. Apeil 19,
144y

Description of amendment roqguest.
The Loenses proposes to chaoge Turkey
Pesst Unats 3and 4 Technical
Specificatieas by mcreasing the
surved llance imterval speafied for air or
smoke flow test through the
containment spray beader from "ot least
once per S wears’ 1o at least once per
10 years " The Licensee stated that the
proposed supvetllance interval is
consistent with both Generie Letver 93
05, " Lae-ltew Techaucal Specifications
tiprovemients to Reduce Survelllance
Ruguirements for Testing Duriog Power
Operation ™ and NUREG-1 366

Iinprovements to Technical
Specifwations Sarvelllance
Requireinents. ™

Basia for proposed neo signafican!
hi:zartls copswierady « deternunation

Ny etz By TOEL o W 910 the

licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presmtid
below

(1) Operation of the b iy moaccordanc
with the proposed amendments wetld nit
imvolvea significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an actident
proviowsly evaluatod.

The proposed amendutents extand the
surverdance waterved requamed for performuam
u qualitative smoke or atr flow test on the
contairuent spray headers. This sunveillaice
test is not designed to track degradation of
equipment by monitoriog or trending
performunce. The air and smoka flow test i
a test of the passive design of the
containment spray noazies, e, the testing
demonstrates whether or not the nozzles e
clogged. A single failure rendering o
significant number of noezies inoperabie a5

a result of clogging is considered not
credible. Thno&wt being proposed do not
affect assnmptions contained in plant salety
anulyses, the physical des gn and/or
operation of the plant, nor do they affect
Technical Specifications that preserve safury
analyss assumptions. Themfore. operation of
the fuoiliey in aceordunce with the proposed
amendments would get involre v s Roant
incresss i the probatelity or consequances
of an accudent previously analyzed

{2) Operation of the facility in accordanie
with the preposed amendmetts would not
craate the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previcusly evatusted.

The propesed amendiments exteid the
surveillance mterval requived for performang
s qualitative smoke or aic flow test on the
containment spesy headsrs. The changes
et g proposed will not change the physicw
plant or the modes of plant operation defined
in the Facility License. The change does not
imvolve the addition or modification of
equipment nordoes it aiter the design o
operation of plant systems. Therefore
aperntion of the factlity in sccordance with
the proposed amendments woudd not Cvan
the possibmaty cf o new or dilfarest « 0 ot
actident from any sccideat pres wusis
evaluated

(3) Operation of the facility in areordancs
with the proposed amendments would not
invodve a sigrmificant reduction m o margin of
Lteey

The revised surveillance interval propo od
by this subrnittal will ot change or
otherwise influence the degree of uperalnlioe
masumed for the comainmant apeay avalem o
the piant safety analyses. The chamms being
proposed do not alter the bases for assurance
that sotety-refated activities are performed
cormectly or the banis for any Techmeal
Spedilication that is miasted to the
estublishment of or maintenance of 4 &ty
msrgin Therefore, operation of the taoilitg i
accotdance with the proposed amendments
wotild not involve 8 significant nedaeton im
& mangin of safety

The NRC staff has reviewed thi
ficensee's analysis and. based on thas
review. it appears that the three

tards of 50 920) are sitisfied

P Y ——— -
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1y chwnge request proposes deletion of
lechnical Specification 343 8 “Turhine
Ornverspend Protection Sestem " and relocates
thiy reCuirement Yo an exisiing Hlant

oggram. The purpose of overspaed
protechen 18 1o minimize the possibiv
peneranon of turbioe fragment missues
Excessive ovarspend couid potentially tesult
i1 the generation of massiles whach ool
Lnpact and damege safety related
Components, equipment or structueey,
dependimg on the s1ze and raectory of the
mssiles. The proposed deeleoa of this
specification is based cn the low probao:lity
ot the generation of & damaging furbine
inssile and other existing pesformance
vertfications of the everspeed protection
svstem

The turbine-generator orentation at KBS
[River Bend Station) 15 a “favorabie |
orentation for reducing the probabilty ol
damage to safety-related squipment from
turbune mssiles since all safety-related
compoueitts aad strustums ate located i the
aual direerion from the turhise generator
Turbme Overspeed Protection Svatem s
necessary for protection of the turbme om
orly an operational agd ecouomw posst of
view The system is aot esseatin
mitigating the consequences of an accident.
The system s aet used 1 a0 Lutial condation
ol o design basis ac)dent or rausient
analysis. The protabuity of damage 10 saiuly
mlated aquipmend based on turbioe
magulactare:'s turbine failure data was
cilculated 10 be 147310 * per year aod s
iceptably low based o6 the probasiity of
turbine failure data of 4.75x10 7 per year as
recommendad by NUREG-0a00 Therefore,
thus preposed change does not involve a
signdicant wicrease wn the prababuity of
Lonsequences of an accident previcusly
vvaluated,

Does the change create the possibility of a

vw or different kind of accident from any
i ulen! previows!y evaluated?

The chopge proposes to relovawm this
feuremest o an eMishing pdant program,
whereby adequate control of wissmation is
matntained. The propesed chaoge does oot
uecessitaiv a physical alteration of the plam
(o new or different type of equinment wiil
iw 1nstalled) or changes to parameters
guverning normal plant operation. The
proposed “hange will pot irmposs asy
Jitferent operanional or sarvelilance
requirerients, No new failure modes am
itreduced. Thersiope, this proposed CSange
foes Mot create 1he poss.budaty ol a new ot
hiferent kimd of acideat om any accident
vreviously eval uated
Do the chence ismvals i ficar

clipn in a margin of sefetry?

[l proposed change Wil pat mguce a
rangen of safery because it has po mpaton
iy safetly anslvas asstampt v, T he
praposed changs does uat alter The scope
veppment cartently regads
{WERABLE or subjsct to sum Ve b

i does the proposed rRange st any

Pl T e

mirment setpointsor equ Wt sdaleiy
vons. The favorabie oneintation of the
riane provides 8 margin ol selet hin
§ ’,‘»z-nxL',. v o nsssue Satn 1oy s 4"
1t Bt point is 40 . -
enciore e Chonge does aul ancive
At mdoction

The NRC staff has reviewed the
Licenses s analvsis and, hased on this
review. It appears that the three
standapds of 10 OFR 50.920c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC stal!
proposes to determine that the
amendment request 1avoives na
sipnificant hazards consideration

Loved Public Document Hoom
locution Gevernment ocuments
Department, Loulsiana State University,
Buaton Bouge. Louisiana 70800

Attorney for licensee Mark
Wetterhahn, Esq ., Winston & Strawn,
1400 L Street, NW |, Wash:ngton, [D.C
20005

NHC Project Dipscter William D
Heckner

Housten Lighting & Power Company,
City Pubfic Sesvice Board of San
Antomo, Cemtral Power and Light
Company. City of Austin, Texas, Decket
Nos 50493 amd 50-494. South Texas
Preyect, Units 1 and 2, Matagorda
County, Texas

Date of amendment request: April 28,
15994

Description of amendment request
The licensee proposes to revise
Technical Specification Surveillance
Reguirement 4.6.1. 3.0 to add an optien
which will allow the personnel airlock
pneumatic svstem leak test to be
completed in 8 hours with a pressure
drop of 8.50 psi. The technieal
specifications currently require that the
door seal pneunmtic systemn be
demanstrated operable by verilving that
the system pressure does not decay
more than 1.5 psi within 24 hours. The
change to an 8-hour test will expedite
return o power following an outage
since the test is on the cntical path for
restart following outages.

Basu for propesed no significant
hazards consideration determination
As required by 10 CFR 50.41(a), the
licensee has provided its analvsis of the
issue of ne signilicant hazards
consideration, which is prosented
t"‘!i)-.v

1. The proposed clisnge dues not velve
4 sigaificant increase in the probabiliy or
COnseguences of at anodenl previcusiy
evaiudted

The door precmatic seal sy stem pressurs
drop test is tol antered Bxcepe for providing
an opiion o utilize a reduced test duration
A vonservative acceptance coitvria of O 56 psi
w .l be assigned to the it .ongl shom
dratian test thus mamtamng the uperabiliny
f the pnewnatic saul system. | he proposed
Chanae tues nol &iter esqu paeat or

s made 10 previdis AN RPN TR

25, 1994 / Notices

2 The proposed change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
sceident from any accident previously

valuated

With a conservative acceptance ciiteria of
050 psi assigned to the optional 8 hour deor
pricumatic seal system pressure drop test the
capabiliry of the door pneumatic seal system
1o maintam 65 psig to the airiock seals. for
a mimmum of 15 days vpon a loss of
instrument air. is assured. Loss of plam
supply air is the acciden® pvaluated in the
UFSAR WUpdated Final Safety Analysis
Report| section 3.8.2.1.2 and plant
specification 20268550008, The proposed
change dows nol create the possibulity of a
new or o ferent kiod of accident frum any
previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change does not involve
a sigmificant reduction in a margin of safety

To ensure the pneumatic swal system
pressure drop test is not compromised. a
conservative aceeptance criteria of 0.50 psi
will be assigned o the 8 hour test. With the
conservative acreptance crieria the
proposed change does aot involve a
significant reduction i the macgio of satery
previousky evelusted.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it that tiie standards of
10 €FR 50 92{c) are satisfied. Therefore,
the NRC staff proposes to determine that
the request for atnendments involves no
significant hazards consideration.

Local Public Document Room
location: Wharton County Junior
College, |. M. Hoxdges Learning Center,
4911 Boling Highway, Wharton, Texas
77488

Attorney for licensee: jack R.
Newman, Esq . Newman & Holtzinger,
P.C, 1615 L Street, N W | Washington,
D.C. 20036.

NBC Project Director. Suzanae C
Black

North Atlantic Energy Service
Corparation, Docket No, 50-443.
Seabrook Stution, Unit No. 1
Hockingham, New Hampshire

Date of amendment request: January
14, 19594

Deseription of amendment request
The proposed amendment would
chunge the Technical Specifications
(T5) ta specity the cornposition of the
Station Operation Review Committee
(SORC) based on experience and
expertise vice orgarizational pesition, to
implement a Station Qualified Reviewer
Program (SQRP), to delete the
requareniect for periodic procedure
reviews, to revise the time within which
the Nuclear Safety Audit Review
Committee (NSARC) must 1ssue reports
and minutes. and to incorporate a
number of editortal changes. The
ulitorial changes would delete certain
items that are no longer apphicable,
would remove inconsistencies invalving
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e perators 10 brise the unitto ht would net ety one charging pump and one HPS) pemy .

shiutdown from outsde of the contral roomn
Aiso, the instrameits o1 C- 01 are nos used
to provide the start-op rats sipnal during
stant-up or refieling aperstons This
moposed lcense amendment does not
pnpiact the performance of sny safetv related
COI POy, Systen, of stiucture

Lhersefore, this proposcd Hoense
unendment does not involve a sigldicam
reduction in o margin of safety

The NRC staff has reviewed the
Licensee's apalysis and, based on this
teview, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CT'R 50 92{c} are
satisfied Thetefore, the NRC staff
proposes to deternminne that the
anendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration

Local Public Document Room
location: Learnang Kesource Center,
Three Rivers Commumty-Technical
College, Thames Valley Campus, 574
New London Turnpike, Norwich,
Connecticut 46360

Attorney for licensee. Gerald Garfield,
Usquire. Day, Berry & Howard, City
'lace, Hartord, Connecticat 06103~
1499,

NHC Project Director: John F Stolz.

Naortheast Nuclear Energy Campany, et
al . Docket No. 50-338, Milistone
Nutlear Power Station, Uit No. 2, New
London County, Connecticut

Uate of emendment request. Apnl 25,
10e

Description of amendment roquest.
The proposed amendment would
change the Technical Specifications
concerving four related issues: (1)
Power operated relief valve (PORVY and
Hlock valve religbility; (2] low
teim peraturg sverpraessure protecaon
(LTOP;, 1 3) boron dilution, and (4)
shitd: o sk management.
Speciioaliy, the proposed aniendment
woudd revise Techmical Specifications
143 and 149910 address the issues
spocifically raised in Generic Letter (G
W06 Technirsl Specifications 3.1.1.3,
{1 1.2.1.332%¢ 31.23,31.2.4,3.1.2.8,
1414.33.2. 1,349,358, 4113,
412441244414, 44314422
1493144932 4532and40981
wonild be revised to provide cons)steni v
with the praposed changes in GL 9006
w e related to the hoton dilitjon isige
ar shttdown risk managemend
philasophiies

{ i ant

Tasds tur propasid B
: FETer Ao

gardds poapsl e raliog

T R E——

1 Invoive a signtficant incroase in the
probability af consequonce of A ovoident
previously evaluated

U'he praoposed changes addiises the
operabiity and surveitianee requircments for
the charging pump HPSL thigh prescure
safidy imection] pumps, reacior coclan!
pumps, safety valves, PORVs. hlock vilyes
and the LTOP. boron ditution and SO
[shutdown coolingl systems These changes
wers proposed to address four main tssues
to peflict the guidance of G 90-06 with
respect 1o PORV and cold overpressurs, to
adiiress boron dilution concerns: 1o address
shutdown sk management lessons bearned
and te address recent information on enld
averpressure mitigation coneerns. Generally
the changes are more restrictive than present
reguirements and are consistent with the
rec onumendations of GL 90-06. Aiso, the
thauges provide the operator with additional
guidanece that was not previcusly available
Therefore, the changes will not impact the
probability of oceurrence or consequences of
an LTOP event. horon dilution event, loss of
shutdown cooling, or other even! mequiring
erergency core cooling which has been
previausiy anelyzed

PORV Bequirements

e proposed changes to Technical
Specification 3 4 3 have been made to he
consistent with GL 90-06. One enhancement
has heen made to the guidance cootained in
GL 906 and thal was to replace the phrase
Checanse of excessive seat leakage' with the
phruse and capabie of being manaally
tveled " Although the PORY may be
designated inopera™te. it may be able tobe
meawally opensd and closed and i this
niannar van be used 10 mitigate transients
Fue example. PORV noperatnlity may be due
1o seat leakage, instrumentation prodleins,
autematic control protiems. or other causes
that do net prevent manual use and do pot
create 4 possitality for a small break LOCA
The wording changee are meant to be mote
specilio while meeting the o5 oF ol G 90
06 The addionsl enfianceni o 10 GL G006
ing hudes Survellancs Reguinaisendt 4.4 3 1¢c
wherely Milistone Unit No. 2 prapased to
bl test the PORVE at o qualilied
libaratory under condifions representative of
Mude 3 ar 4 conditinns Wabeligve this off
sit test will fesudt 1 safer plant conditions
than 1he i1 situ test proposed i the generi
lttor The remainiog Chanpges 1o Technwal
Sl ation 3.4 3 e -'pumm the gintdanie e
contand (o 4L 006 and da not

pidivantly ipurdase the piatuhility o

et 2 oF i LEOP svomt ot she Biiite
P PR peraty as R 1
il Ot s s aretotinn. Peotection

€ Joor g e Beang, teopesed ta T bor

Nl B e aetions 21 21 YT 1419

s opoerable in Mecde 5 or 6 with the yeadctor
vessel head un with an svinlgble veat of less
than J 3 sguars inches. The remaieing pumps
will b secured. These proposesd changes ]
Hav e bevn made to engure Milistone Uit o !
¢ dowos not createan LTOP condition by the
aperatian of wo many pumps inecting Ml
theretiy ncreasing pressure i a low
tempetature condiion, Thesy proposed
mndifications ae consistent wath Fa inical
Specification 354 which has also been
modifind and will decrease the passibifity of
an LTOF condition from occuming,

The proposed change to Technical
Specification 3.4 2.1 will ensure consistency
hetween this techaical speaification and
Fechnicnl Speafication 34.9.3. The safety
valves at Millstone Unit No, 2 aie not used '
for LTOP mitigation. The PORVs, or RCS ]
[reactar coslant system| vent at Mitlstone
Unit No. 2 are waed 1o mitigate aa LTOP
condition. Safety valves ate mquised o b !
upwerable during operating cnng:tium ta
antormatically reduce system peessures. The ‘
use of the PORV, which allows munual
cantrol, for mitigation of an LTOP svent.
teducns the severity and consequenie of a
potential ov ETpiesre event by B the
operatiss more contiol

Fhe proposed changes 10 Techoical
Specification 34 9.3 provide enhignced
epemtional flexibility through the use of a
PORV or RCS vent. The APPLICABILITY
statement has boen claoged for clarifoation
purposes with no change in inent and safety
unplicabons The \CTION requircmenats for
the LTOP systom inonde a 7-day allow abile
ontage time (AT ta restore an inopudibie
LTOP « hanne! to operable statius before ot
remniedial measures would have w be ik
In addition. new Action Statement T stutes
that the prowisions of Spec ification 32 0.4 oo
not spplicabls Therfore, the uil muy s
the Mades Tor which the LCO apply, during
# sl shatdown or placement of the head oo
the reactor vessel fallowing refueling, when
an LTOP channel is inoperable. to tis
sttuation. the 2oday AOT apnbivs fur roster
the chanrne! to upt‘bj.‘l‘n‘ sttt e before othes
reenedd ra) ineasures would Bave ta b tabon
1'His 1= the anme mannor (owhich the
NCYHON v miments th-i‘\ when an 1UTOR
hannnl s detremined to be jutperabile while
e plany 1 m o Made fof whieh the £TOR

yRIGT 18 EYNNG e D npwershlo
Specifio atne 14 ¥ 4 and 1400 Bave

Pinrny oy Wil Ay reas somoer den e
wr in SRC informatian Notice regarding

P Jehnry fracimsictered pivarsme der e
Wss e reactor Vhe modbie nliors o Mo

o Yeuhrerin b sove Bt ions will ensree 90
anatitie spf el pressr e riges ey and o o il
tHiat there will he nodimerease in the
prvbab [t or ¢ onsesuens o of the 1700

o3
Homed pis theeval aphiol Samie sy st of
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e amondments s contalned in a Safaty
stion dated A;.Ax:l 29 1994
o sipnificant hazards consideration
nrments received: No
Local Pubiic Socument Room
location: Wharton County Junior
College. 1. M Hadges Leatning Conter
411 Boling Highway, Wharton, Texas

-y

4HH

lowa Flectric Light and Power Compeany
Docker No. 50-332, Duane Arpold
Frivrpy, Center, Lann County, lowa

Date of application for amendment
March 24, 1993

finef description of amendment. The
amendment revised the Technical
Specifications by improving
areanization and clartty of Sectian 3.8/
4 8 The amendment changes the testing
requirements of the operable emergeucy
diese] penerator in Section 4 5.G.1 when
the other diescl is inaperable. Also, the
testing requirements of the Emergency
Service Water pump and loop changed
when the other pump or loop is
inoperable. The amendment also makes
several editonal changes.

Date ¢f issuarce: May 12, 15994,

Effective date: May 12, 1994,

Amendment No.: 197,

Facility Operating License No. DPR-
49 Amendment revised the Techunical
Specifications.

Date of inétial notice in Federal
Register: July 21, 1993 (59 FR 38051)
The Conumission’s refated evaluation of
the amendment is contained in a Safety
Evaluation dated May 12, 1994

No sipnificant hazards consideration
comments received: No

Lecal Pablic Decument Room
location: Cedar Rapids Public Library,
500 First Strest, SE., Cedar Rapids, lowa
52401

North Atluntic Energy Service
Corporation, Docket No. 50541,
Sealvrok Staton, Unit No. 1,
Hockinghain, New Hampshre

Date of amendment request
September 13, 1993

Description of emendment request:
This amendment revises the Appendix
A Technieal Specifications relating to
certain sensor errars stated in Table 2.2-
1. Reactor Trip System lostrumentstion
Irip Setpaints. The sensor errors
specified for the Power Range, Neutron
Fiux High Setpoint (Punctiogal Uit 2.
a ) and the Power Range, Neutron Flux
Low Setpoint (Functional Uit 2. b.) are
changed to iacorporate the Nuclear
Instrmentation System cabnet percent-
iull power meter accuracy and readout
vrrar

Phate of 1ssuunce: May 9, 1994

Etinctive date. As of the date ol

cuatior, to he unplemented within 60

Livs o1 sssuang e

Amendment No. 31

Focility Operating License Ne. NPF-
&4 Ameandment revised the Techmcal
Spavificatinns

Ligte of mutinl notice in Federal
Register: October 13, 1993 (58 FR
52091}, The Cammission’s relaled
eva'uation of the ammendmeint is
contained in a Safety Evaluation dated
Mav 9, 19494

' sigruficent hazards consideration
comunents recelved: No,

Local Public Document Hoam
looation: Exeter Pubhic Library, 47 Froot
Street, Exeter, New Hampshire 03833

Power Authority of the State of New
York, Docket No. 50-286, fndran Point
Nuclear Generating Unit No. 2,
Westchester Coumty, New York

Date of application for amendment.
March 24, 1994.

Brief description of amendment. The
Technical Specifications s mendment
revised the plant staff requirement
(specified in TS Section 6.2.2.1) to
temporarity allow the Operations
Manager to have held a senior reactor
operator (SRO) license at a c;)msmu’iwd
water reactor other tham Indian Pomt 3.
This temporary allowance is in effect for
the period ending 3 years after restart
from the 1993/1994 Performance
Improvement Outage and is needed to
support management changes at the
facility in an effort to improve overall
perfonmance

Date of 1ssuanece May 3, 1904

Effective daie: As of the date of
issuamve to be implemented withm 30
days

Amendchnent No.: 147,

Facility Operati~g License No. DPR-
fi4 Amendment revised the Techoical
Specifications.

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: April 1, 1994 [59 FR 15464}
The Commission’s related evaluation of
the amendment is contained in a Safety
Fvaluation dated May 3, 1994.

No significant hazards consideration
camments received. No

Local Public Documernt Hoom
location: White Plains Public Library,
100 Martine Avenue, White Plains. New
\'v’r.'k 10610

Public Service Electric & Gas Coumpany,
Dacket Nos 50-272 and 50-311, Salem
Nuclear Generating Station, ['nit Nes 1
wid 2, Solem County, New Jersey

Date of opglicotion for aimnendments
Apnl 28, 1999, as supplemented by
lettors datea August 12, 1993, November
17, 14473, Febiruary 2, 1994, and April 7,
1944

Brivl description of amend:neals
I hese amendments inerease the spent

[ capaosties for Salem, Units o

and 2 from the current 1170 fuel
assemblies 10 1642 fuel assemblies
Also, the decay uwe for refues ug

pergtions is extended from 100 hours
ter 168 hours

Date of issuance: May 4, 1994

Effective date: May 4, 1994

Amendment Nos. 151 and 131

Factty Opemting License Nos. DPR-
70 and DPR-75. These amendments
revised the Technical $pecifications

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: March 4, 1994 (59 FR 10440)
The Commission’s related evaluation of
the amendments is contained in a Safety
Evaluation dated May 4, 1994,

No significant hazards consideration
comments received. Nov

Local Public Docurment Rooin
location: Salem Free Public Library, 112
Yest Broadway, Salem, New Jersey
uB8Q749,

Wisconsin Electric Power Corapany,
Docket Nos. 50-256 and 50-301 Point
Beach Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2,
Town of Two Creeks, Manifowec
County, Wiscansin

Date of o pplicatian jor amendments
February 26, 1093, as supplemented on
Novembey 30, 1993, and Felwuary 8,
1994,

Brief desenption of amenviments:
These amendments revise Technical
Spec i fications (TS) Section 15.3 7,
Section 15.4 6, and Table 15 4.1-2. The
revisions e thet wers
denti Bed durlng o compartsan of the
aceident analyses in the PBINP Safety
Analvas Repont (FSAR) and the
Liminng Conditions for Operatsn and
surveillance sectians of the PENP TS
The « hanges ada systemns or eguipinent
req o oed by the accident analyses.
Testing requirements for the diesel
prneritors are also revised o elimninate
the datly testing requiresaent whep one
diveel conerator is 1

Dete of issuance: May 11, 1999.

[ riccizve detes May 31, 1994,

Armendment Nos - 1498 and 152

Fuoilits Operating Lacense Nos. [WPH-
24 ond DPA-27. Amendments revised
the Toctuncal Specifications

Dete of nuhr:motir:e in Federal
Registers Aupust 18, 1993 (58 FR 43919)
The Hovember 30, 1993, and February
8, 1994, subriiital prowided additional
supplemental information that did rot
change the inttial proposed oo
sigruficant hazards consideration
et nation.

The Commisston 's related evahiation
of the amendients is contained in a
Safoty Evaluation dated May 11, 1994

No sipmficant bazards considemiting
cominents received: No.

Local Public Document Room
locotion: Josepb P. Manan Library. 1510
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