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THE TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY

AND
.

THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-346 ,

DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE
'

Amendment No. 54
License No. NPF-3

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Comission (the Commissiun) has found that:

A. The application for amendment by The Toledo Edison Company
and The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company (the licensees)

.

dated September 25, 1981, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the
Act) and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in
10 CFR Chapter I;

B. The facility will operate in confomity with the application,
the provisions of the Act, and the rules an~d regulations of
the Commission; -

C. There is reasonable assurance (1) that the activities authorized
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Comission's regulations;

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the comon
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

- E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements

-

have been satisfied.
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2. Accordingly, Facility Operating License No. NPF-3 is hereby
amended as indicated below and by chances to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in th6 atta.chment to this license

,jamendment:

Revise paragraph 2.C.(2) to read as follows:
,

' '

Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices
A and 8, as revised through Amendment No. 54, are
hereby incorporated in the license. The Toledo Edison L.

Company shall operate the facility in accordance with i

the Technical Specifications. 3

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its
' issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

J6 . Stolz, Chi

Op rating Reactors Branch #4
vision of Licensing

,

Attachment:
Changes to tne Technical p,

Specifications L

I:
Date of Issuance: February 17, 1983 '
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT N0. 54

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-3

DOCKET NO. 50-346
. .

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications
with the enclosed pages as indicated. The revised pages ar identified
by Amendment nunber and contain vertical lines indiciting the area of
change. The corresponding overleaf pages are also previded to maintain
doctanent completeness.

Page:

3/4 4-16
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REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM
. ,, !

.-

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
t
,

I

i

4.4.6.2.1 Reactor Coolant System leakages shall be denonstrated to be within
each of the above limits by:

Monitoring the containment atmosphere particulate radioactivitya.
monitor at least once per 12 hours,

b. Monitoring the containment sump inventory and discharge at leastonce per 12 hours.
*

O
Measurement of the CONTROLLED LEAaGE to the reactor coolant pump seals

c..

to the makeup system when the Reactor Coolant System pressure is 2185
+ 20 psig at least once per 31 days.,

d. Performance of a Reactor Coolant System water inventory balance at
.

least once per 72 hours during steady state operation.

4.4.6.2.2 Each Reactor Coolant System Pressure Isolation Yalve specified in
Table 3.4-2 shall be individually demonstrated OPERABLE by verifying leakage
testing (or the equivalent) to be within its limit prior to entering MODE 2:

After each refueling outage,a.

b. Whenever the plant has been in COLD SHUTDOWN for 72 hours, or more,
and if leakage testing has not been performed in the previous 9 months,

,
,

'

and
>

Prior to returnin'g the valve to service following maintenance, repairc.
or replacement work on the valve.

4.4.6.2.3 Whenever integrity of a pressure isolation valve listed
in Table 3.4-2 cannot be demonstrated, the integrity of the remaining ,

pressure isolation valve or the integrity of the remaining pressure
isolation valve in series with the motor-operated containment:

| 1solatien valve in each high pressure line having a leaking valve
| shall be determined and recorded daily. In addition, the position

,of the closed motor-operated containment isolation valve ~

1:
located in the high pressure piping shall be recorded daily.
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS +

:,

,

e. Fcilure or malfunction of one or more components which prevents-

- or could prevent, by itse]f. the fulfillment of the functional i

requirerents of system (s) used to cope with accidents analyzed
in the SAR.

Personnel error or procedural inadequacy which hrevents or could| f.

prevent, by itself, the fulfillment of the functional require-
ments of systems required to cope with accidents analyzed in
the SAR.

g. Conditions arising from natural or man-made events that, as a -

direct result of the event require plant shutdown, operation
of safety systems, or other protective measures required by
technical specifications.

,

. ,

h. Errors discovered in the transient or accident analyses or in i
the methods used for such analyses as described in the safety I

'

analysis report or in the basas for the technical specifications
'

that have or could have permitted reactor operation in a manner
less conservative than assumed in the analyses.

1. Perfor nance of structures , systems, or components that requires
remedial action or corrective measures to prevent operation
in a manner less conservative than assumed in the accident
analyses in the safety analysis report or technical specifica-
tions bases; or discovery during plant life of conditions not
specifically considered in the safety ;nalysis report or
technical specifications that require remedial action or cor-
rective measures to prevent tM existence or development of an c

unsafe candition.
,

*

*
THIRTY DAY WRITTEN REPORTS

6.9.1.9 The types of events listed below shall be the subject of written
reports to the Director of the Regional Office within thirty days of
occurrence of the event. The written report shall include, as a minimum,
a completed copy of a licensee event report form. Infomation provided
on the licensee event report form shall be supplemented, as needed, by ;

additional narrative material to provide complete explanation of the '

circumstances surrounding the event.
*

a'. Reactor protection system or engineered safety feature instru-
ment settings which are found to be less conservative than
those established by the technical specifications but which do {,

not prevent the fulfillment of the functional requirements of |

affected systems. |
-

Amendment No. A,'p; 54 !
,

' iDAVIS-1BESSE, UNIT 1 6-17

* Routine surveillance testing, instrument calibration, or preventive ;

maintenance which require system configurations as described in Section j
6.9.1.9.a and 6.9.1.9.b need not be reported except where test results
themselves reveal a degraded condition requiring corrective action. 4
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A N NISTRAT7VE CONTROLS . .

v
,

'
b. Conditiens leading to operation in a degraded mode permitted

by a limiting condition for operation or plant shutdown re-
.

'

qutred by a 11st' ting' condition for operation. j

c. Observed inadequacies in the implementation of a kintstrative
or procedural controls which threaten to cause reduction of
degree of redundancy provided in reactor protection systems *

or engineered safety feature systas.

d. Abn5rmal degradation of systems other than those specified
in 6.9.1.8.c above designed to contain radioactive material -

resultir.3 from the fission process.
I

SPECIAL REPORTS - '

6.9.2 Special reports.shall be submitted to the Director of the Office'

of Inspection and Enforcement Regional Office within the time period
specified iror each report. These reports shall be submitted covering i

the activities identified belev purruant to the requirements of the ap- i:
pitcable reference specification: :

"a. ECCS Actuatten, Specifications 3.5.2 and 3.5.3.
,

b. Inoperable Seismic Monitoring Instrumentation, Specification
3.3.3.3.-

c. Inoperable Meteorological Monitoring Instrumentatien, Specifi-
cation 3.3.3.4.

..! d. Seismic event analysis, Specification 4.3.3.3.2.
' '

..

Fire Detection Instrtssentation, Specification 3.3.3.8. k"e.

f. Fire Suppression Systens. Specifications 3.7.9.1 and 3.7.9.2..

6.10 RECORD RETENTION
~

';
'6.10.1 The following records shall be retained for at least five years:;

a. Records and logs of factitty operation covering time interval
at each power level.

" b. Records and logs of principal mainte~ ance activities, inspections,n

repair and replacement of principal items of equipment related
to nuclear safety.

,.,.

~

c. ALL REPORTABLE OCCURRENCES submitted to the Ccmaission.

O
d. Records of surveillance activities, inspections and calibrations .

required by these Technical Specffications. !

.
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