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1.0 INTRODUCTION;

.

: By letter dated January 7,1991, and supplemented by letter dated January 28, 1991, "

| Gulf States Utilities Company (GSU) (the licensee) requested an amendment to facility
Operating License No. NPF-47 for the River Bend Station, Unit 1. The proposed

j amendment would remove'the 31* day limit on in-line conductivity measurements
; of the reactor coolant system (RCS) from Technical Specification (TS)
J Surveillance Requirement 4.4.4.c. The conductivity of the RC$ is constantly
j monitored because any changes in conductivity represent an abnormal condition

in the plant. A change in conductivity means other RCS parameters, such as:

: chloride, pH, oxygen and other impurities affecting conductivity, have changed.
Monitoring, identifying any changes, and establishing chemistry limits for the,

RCS is important because it allows the materials in the reactor to be in'

! contact'with the most favorable environment to ensure stress corrosion cracking
F and other detrimental ef fects of poor chemistry do not occur. The surveillance

requirements should provide adequate assurance that concentrations in excess of
the limits will be detected in sufficient time to take corrective action.

2. 0 EVALUATION

The current TS surveillance requires continuous monitoring of the conductivity
or, when the continuous recording monitor is inoperable for up to 31 days,
otiaining an in-line conductivity measurement at least once per 4 hours or 24
hours depending on what operational mode the plant is in. The 31-day limit
has been exceeded by the River Bend Station on three occasions. This has
occurred when the RCS and Reactor Water Cleanup (RWCV) System were out of r*

'

service due to outage work being performed and when the plant was in a cold
;

shutdown condition and the monitor was inoperable, GSU submitted informational
reports dated January 28, 1988, June 26, 1989, and December 20, 1990, to
discuss the circumstances and actions taken concerning these conditions.--

L During periods of inoperability of the reactor coolant continuous conductivity
monitor, the total concentration of ionic impurities can be monitored by

,

in-line measurements at least once per 4 hours in Operational Condition 1, 2,
and.3 and 24 hours at all other times, To meet the "BWR Normal Water
Chemistry Guidelines", EPRI NP-4946-SR, October 1987, which the licensee is
committed to, the inoperable continuous conductivity monitor should be brought
back in service as soon as possible. These guidelines require a water-
chemistry program to provide management with a frequent basis for evaluating
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the plant's ability to meet the guidelines. Reactor water conductivity is one
control parameter in the guidelines that requires continuous measurement for

i all operational modes. The proposed deletion of the 31* day limit does not
" change the intent of the TS, it only changes the time restriction in the TS

surveillance. The proposed change would make the River Bend Station TS
Surveillance Requirement 4.4.4.c similar to the TS surveillance requirement of
the three other BWR 6 plants.

The staff reviewed the proposed amendment, BWR Normal Water Chemistry
Guidelines, Regulatory Guide 1.56, " Maintenance of Water Purity in Boiling
Water Reactors," Updated Safety Analysis Report Section 5.2.3.2 and the
applicable Standard Review Plan section and concluded that the removal of the
31 day limit would not af fect the ability of the plant staf f to identify major
changes in the conductivity and thereby identifying abnormal conditions in the
plant. Therefore, the proposed removal of the 31-day limit from TS Surveillance
Requirement 4.4.4.c is acceptable.

3. 0 STATE CONSULTATION

in accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Louisiana State of ficial
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comments.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
f acility component located within the restricted a, ia as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20. The NRC staff has determined that the amendment involves no significant
increase in the amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any effluents
that may be released of fsite, and that there is no significant increase in
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has
previously issued a proposed finding that the amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding
(56 FR 6875). Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR
51.22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need
be prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment.

5. 0 CONCLUSION

The Commission 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 proposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations,
and (3) the issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and secwity or to the health and safety of the public.
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