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September 2, 1994

IDENTICAL LETTERS SENT TO: (See attached 1ist of addressees)

The Honorable Joseph Lieberman, Chairman
Subcommittee 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 Janvary 4, 1983, amended Section 189 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954 to authorize the Nuclear 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

August 17, 1994, on page 42332.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BYa

William T. Russell, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure: Federal Register
Notice

cc: Senator Alan K. Simpson
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR expiration of the 30-day notice period Panel, will rule on the request and/or
REGULATORY COMMISSION However, should circumstances change  petition; and the Secretary or the

Biweekly Notice

Applications and Amendments to
Facility Operating Licenseslnvolving
No Significant Hazards Considerations

I. Background

Pursuant to Public Law 97-415, the
1.8, Nuciear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission or NRC staff] is
publishing this regular biweekly notice.
Public Law 97-415 revised section 189
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act), to require the
Commission to publish notice of any
amendments issued, o~ proposed to be
issued, under a new provision of section
189 of the Act. This provision grants the
Commission the authority 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 from any person.

This biweekly notice includes all
notices of amendments issued, or
proposed to be issued from July 25,
1994, through August 5, 1994. The last
biweekly notice was published on
August 3, 1994.

Notice Of Consideration Of Issuance Of
Amendments To Facility Operating
Licenses, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,

And Opportunity For A |1 aring

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
following amendment requests involve
no significant hazards consideration.
Under the Commission’s regulations in
10 CFR 50.92, this means that operation
of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment 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 any
accident previously evaluated: or {3)
involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. The basis for this
proposed determination for each
amendment request is shown below.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination

Narmally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the

during the notice period such that
failure 1o act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the hicense
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received before
action is taken. Should the Commission
take this action, it will publish in the
Federal Register a notice of issuance
and provide for opportunity for a
hearing after issuance. The Commission
expects that the need to take this action
wi?l occur very infrequently.

Written comments iaay be submitted
by mail to the Rules Review and
Directives Branch, Division of Freedom
of Information and Publications
Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, and should cite
the publication date and page number of
this Federal Register notice. Wrilten
comments may aiso be delivered to
Room 6D22, Two White Flint North,
11545 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.
Federal workdays. Copies of written
comments received may be examined at
the NRC Public Document Room, the
Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20555. The filing of
requests for a hearing and petitions for
leave to intervene is discussed below.

By September 16, 1994, the licensee
may file a request for a hearing with
respect to issuance of the amendment to
the subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a

etition for leave to intervene shall be
iled in accordance with the
Commission's “Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings' in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20555 and at the local
public document room for the particuiar
facility involved. If a request for a
haaring or patition for leave to intervene
is filed by the above date, the
Commission or an Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board, designated by the
Commission or by the Chairman of the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

g et AR

designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of a hearing or
an appropriate order

As required by 10 CFR 2 714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasens
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) the nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner's
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplesnent to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited 10
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be ane which, if
proven. would entitle the patitioner 10
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to al least one
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hasis accidents invelving loss of Main
Feedwater. Failure of the AFW System is not
an initiator for any previously analyzed
accident. Therefore, the proposed change
does not involyve an increase in the
probability of an accident previously
evaluated

A historical review of surveillance test
results and system performance indicates
that the AFW System is very reilable. In
addition, monthly surveiliances of the AFW
System will continue to verify proper pump
and valve operation. The AFW System
reliability and monthly surveillances provide
assurance that undetected system
degradation will not occur between 24-month
surveillances Therefore, the AFW System
will continue to perform its safety function
and there will be no significant increase in
the consequences of accidents. Therefore, the
proposed Technical Specification changes do
not increase the probability or consequences
of an accident previously evaluated.

2. Would not create the possibility of a new
or different type of accidest from any
accident previously evaluated?

This requested revision to increase the
interval for some AFW surveillances from 18’
to 24 months does not involve a significant
change in the design or operation of the
plant. No hardware is being added to the
plant as part of the proposed change. The
proposed change will not introduce any new
accident initiators. Therefore, this change
would not creste the possibility of a new or
different type of accident from any accident
previously evalusted

3. Does operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed amendment
involve a sign:ficant reduction in a margin of
sufety?

The AFW Systemn provides a margin of
safety by provading a safety-related alternate
supply of feedwater to the steam generator
for removal of decay heat and cooldown of
the Reactor Coalant System. The proposed
changes do not affect the operation or design
of the AFW Systemn. Monthly surve;liances
and historical data provide assurance that the
reduction in surveillance frequency will not”
adversely affect our ability to detect
degradation in the system. Therefors, the
propesed change does not involve a
significant reduction in 8 margin of safety

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee's analvsis and., based on this
review. it appears that the three
standards of 50 92(c) are
satisfied Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes 1o determine that the
unendments request involves no
significant hazards consideration

Local Public Docurment Room
location: Calvert County Libirary, Prince
Fraderick, Marvland 20678

Attarney far licensee Jay E. Silbert
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman. Potts and

lrowhndge, 2300 N Street. NW
Washington, DC 20037

NRC Project Direetor: Michacel L
ﬂn\ lf‘

Consolidated 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 29,
1954

Description of amendment request:
This amendment is an additional
followup to the amendment request of
May 29, 1992, published in the Federal
Register on July 8, 1992 (57FR30242],
which changed the Technical
Specifications Section 1.0, Definitions,
to accommodate a 24-month fuel cycle
and which pre the extension of
the test intervals for specific
surveillance tests. This amendment
proposes extending the surveillance
intervals to 24 months for the following
sdditional surveillance tests:(1)
Calibrate and test channels for Auxiliary
Foeedwater (AFW] initiation on steam
generator water level (low-low).(2) Test
channels for Auxiliary Feedwater
initiation on trip of main feedwater
pumps.The licensee's amendment
proposal of November 25, 1992,
requested approval for extending the
surveillance interval of the Auxiliary
Feedwater System to accommodate a 24-
month fuel cycle and the approved
change was issued in License
Amendment No. 166, Subsequently, the
licensee determined that two additional
surveillances associated with this
system had not been identified in the
November 25, 1992, request. This
amendment proposal requests approval
of the additional surveillances. The
changes requested by the licensee are in
accordance with Generic Letter 91-04,
“Changes in Technical Specification
Surveillance Intervals to Accommaodate
a 24-Month Fuel Cycle."

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
licensee has provided its analvais of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
below

The proposed change does not involyve a
significant hazards considernnion sinece

1. There is no significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident

The test results over the last four refuelings
confirmed system operability with only one
failure. This fuilure would not have impaired
the ability of the auxiliary feedwater svstem
1o perform its intended safety function. The
auxiliary feedwater system is redundant and
diverse. The faiture in the turbine driven
pump did not impact the motor driven
puimps

Based on the histonical test data, it s
concluded that no significant increase in the
probatulity or er nsequences of an arcident
would be incurred by extending the
uperating cycle due 1o an increased

urvelance imerval

2. The possibility of 8 new or different kind
of accident from any previously analyzed has
not been created.

The failure noted from the past test data
appears random in nature and would not
have defeated the redundancy in design that
exists in the AFW systern. The AFW systemn
would have been capable of performing its
intended safety function and therefore a new
or different kind of accident would not have
been created.

3. There has been no reduction in the

margin of safety.
Past historical data demonstrates that the
AFW systems would perform their safety

function for an extended operating cycle
should the surveillance period be extended
by several months.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee's analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 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: White Plains Public Library,
100 Martine Avenue, White Plains, New
York 10610.

Attorney for licensee: Brent L.
Brandenburg, Esq., 4 Irving Place, New
York, New York 10003.

NRC Project Director: Pao Tsin Kuo

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

Date of amendment request: June 16,
1994

Description of amendment request:
The proposed amendment would revise
License Condition 2 K of the license
issued August 24, 1981, to provide for
compliance with the NRC-approved fire
protection program as described in the
Updated Final Safety Analysis Report
and for making changes to the NRC-
approved fire protection program;
would delete fire protection Technical
Specification (TS) Sections 3.13 and
4.14 which contain limiting conditions
for operation and surveillance
requirements, respectively, for the high-
pressure water fire protection system,
fire protection spray systems,
penetration fire barriers, fire detection
systems, fire hose stations and hydrants,
and the cable spreading room halon
systemn; would delete Section 6.2.2 f
which contains fire brigade staffing
requirements; would delete Section
6.4.2 which contains fire arigade
training requirements; would add
Section 6.5.1 6.1 to add fire protection
program responsibilities to tﬁe Station
Nuciear Committee; would add Section
6.8.1.e to require written procedures
and administrative policies for the fire
protection program, would delete
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The existing 138 kV and 13.8 aV offcite
power reliagbility is mainteined with this
change. There is no impact on availamin of
the alternate AC system, Lhe three pec
turbines with this change. This change «
consistent with the enginal Licensing basis
that the AEC accepted for the ciesel fuel o
supply svstem

3) Does the praposed amendment iy ie
s significant reduction n the margin  f
salety?

Responss

The proposed amendment Gues Lot 1 Cve
& significant reduction in the margin of
safety The proposed amendment mainitains
the relinbility of the preferred 138 kV and
13 8 kV offsite power aud s consistent with
the original hicensing bacis for diesel fuel o1}
mmventory

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee's analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 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: White Plains Public Library,
100 Martine Avenue, White Plains, New
York 10610.

Attorney for licensee: Brent L.
Brandenburg, Esq.. 4 Irving Place, New
York, New York 10003,

NRC Project Director: Robent A. Capra

Duquesne Light Company, et al., Docket
No. 50-334, Beaver Valley Power
Station, Unit No. 1, Shippingport,
Pennsvlvania

Dote of amendment request: July 29,
19494

Description of amendment request:
The proposed amendment would revise
Technical Speaifications (TSs) 3/4.4.5
and 3/4.4 6.2 and associated bases to
allow the implementation of interim
steam generator tube plugging criteria
for the tube support elevations during
cycle 11. The allowed primary-to-
secondary operstional leakage from any
one steam generator is proposed 1o be
reduced from 500 gallons per day (gpd)
to 150 gpd. The total allowed primary-
to-secondary operational leakage from
all steam generators would be reduced
from one gallon per minute (1440 gpd)
to 450 gpd.

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

1. Does the change involve s significant
wcrease in the probability or consequences
of an sccident previously evaluated?

Testing of mode! boller specimens for free
span tubing (no tube support plate (TEP)
restraint] at room temnpersture conditions

thowis] burst pressures in excess of 5000 psi
for indications of outer diameter siress
corrosion cracking with voltage measurement
#s high #s 19 volts, Burst testing performed
on intersections pulled from EVFS [Beaver
Valley Power Station] with up to a 2 7 voit
mdication shows measured burst pressuze .n
excess of 6600 psi at room temperature. Burst
testing performed on pulled tubes from other
plants with up to 7.5 volt indications showls}
burst pressures in excess of 6300 psi at room
temperatures. Correcting for the effects of
lemperature on material properties and
minimum strength levels {as the burst testing
wis done at room temperature), tube burst
capability dgmﬁm&y excesds the salety
factor requirements of RG [Regulatory Guide]
1121, As stated earlier, tube burst criteria are
inherently satisfied during normal operating
conditions due to the proximity of the TSP.
Test data indicates that tube burst cannot
occur within the TSP, even for tubes which
have 100 percent through well electric
discharge machining (EDM) notches, 0.75
inch long, ided that the TSP 1s adjacent
to the notched area. Since tube to TSP
proximity precludes tube burst during
normal operating conditions, use of the
criteria must retain tube integrity
characteristics which maintain a margin of
safety of 1.43 times the bounding faulted
condition steam line break (SLB) pressure
differential. As previously stated, the RG
1.121 criterion requiring maintenance of e
safety factor of 1.43 times the SLB pressure
differential on tube burst is satisfied by 7/8
inch diameter tubing with bobbin coil
indications with signal amplitudes less than
8 82 volts regardless of the indicated depth
messurement. The plugging criteria (resulting
in a projected end-of-cycle [EOC) voltage)
compares favorably with the 8.62 volt
structural limit considering the extremely
slow apparent voltage growth rate of
indications at BVPS. Using the established
methodology of RG 1.121, the structural limit
is reduced by allowances for uncertainty and
growth to develop a beginning-of-cycle (BOC)
repair limit which should preclude
indications at EOC conditions which exceed
the structural limit. The non-destructive
examination (NDE) uncertainty component is
20.5 percent and is besed on the EPRI
[Electric Power Research Institute] Alternate
Repair Criteria (ARC). A bounding growth
allowance of 40 percent will be applied. This
value is conservative for BVPS Unit 1. The
BOC maximurm allowaose repair limit should
not permit the existence of EOC indications
(when the 40 percent growth &nd 205
percent uncertainty allowances are applied)
which exceed the 8.82 volt structural limit
By adaing NDE uncertainty allowances and
an allowance for crack growth to the repair
limit, the structursl limit can be validated
Therefore, the maximum aliowable BOC
repair limit (RL) based on the structural lim it
of B.82 volts can be represented by the
expresgion:

RL ¢ (0.205 X KL) 4+ (0 40 x RL.) = 8.82
volts, or the maximum sllowable BOC repair
limit can be expressed as:

RL = 8 82 volt structural limit/1 605 = 5.5
volts

1t is reasonable that this repair limit (5.5
volts) could be applisd for IPC [interim

luggmg ariterion] implementation to repa iy
1n indications greater than 1 0 or 2 0

voits independent of RPC [rotating pancake
ceil] confirmation of the indication. The
analyses were performed based on a1 0 s
2.0 volt repair limit. Duquesne Light
Company has chosen to use a steam gerw i
tube repair limit of 1.0 volt. Conservative s
an upper limit of 3.6 volts will be used 10
aesess tube integrity for those bobbin
indications which are above 1.0 volt but co
not have confirming RPC calls. This 36 vc
upper limit for non-confirmed RPC calls .«
consistent with othar recently approved (1€
programs for the twe other plants with 7 &
inch tubing that currently implement 1P( «
Since the upper bound for repair of non-
confirmed RPC is limited 10 a value far Jes
than the Hmit associaied with a full alternete
criteria, the establishment of the repair Ly 15
mlulWhhhbpndemo the
pulled tube deta base used

The conservatism of the gmwlh allowance
used 10 develop the repair limit is shown vy
the most recent BVPS eddy current data. The
average growth for all indications was
16 percent while the average voltage growth
for indications grester than 0.75 voits at BOC
was & percent. The largest overall voltage
growth in & particular steam generator wis
found in the “A" steam generator, which had
an overall average of 25 percent. Or 'y
two tubes had an lute valtage growth
which exceeded 1.0 volt for Cycle 9. The
maximum absolute vohage growth in the
1993 inspection was recorded to be 1 14
volts. Each of the last three inspections
which included 100 percent of all hot lep
tubes, showed decreasing voltage growth
trends in each successive inspection for o |
categories; overai! voltage growth, growth « |
BOC indications less than 0.75 volts, and
growth of indications greater than 0.75 volts.
The decreasing voltage growth rate trend duta
indirates thet DLC has good control of the
ODSCC louter diameter stress corrosion
cracking| occurring in the BVPS Unit 1 steam
generators and also implies that atypical
voltage growth of a few indications is
unlikely.

Relative to the oxmod leakage during
accident condition ings. il has been
previously established that & postulated main
SLB [steam line break] outside of
containment but upstream of the main steam
isolation valve (MSIV) represents the most
limiting radiological condition relative 1o the
IPC. In support of implementation of the
interim plugging criteria, it will be
determined whether the distribution of
cracking indications st the TSP intersections
at the end of Cycle 11 are [is] projected 10 be
such that primary-to-secondary leakuge
would result in site boundery doses within
a small fraction of the 10 CFR 100 guidelines
A separate calculation has determined this
allowable SLB leakage limit to be 6.6 gpm in
the faulted loop. This limit was calculated
using the Technical Specification RCS
[reactor coolant system] lodine-131 activity
level of 1.0 nicro Curles per gram dose
equivalent lodine-131 and the recommended
Indine-131 transient spiking values
consistent with NUREG-0800. The projected
SLE leakage rate calculation methodology
pre «d in Sectiun 3.3 of draft NUREG.-
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1477 will be used to calculate BOC leakage
The log-log stic probablity of leakage
cortelation will be used o astablish the SLB
lesk rate used for companson with the 6 6
2 fauited loop allowaole lunit. Due 1o the
relatively low voltage levels of indications at
BVFS and low vollage growth rates, it s
expected that the actual caloulated leakoge
vilues will be far less than this linut
Additonally, the curren! lodine-131 levels as
o May 1994 at BVPS are about 1000 times
less than the Technical Specification hmit of
1.0
Application of 1he critetia requires the
projection of posiuiated SLB leakage, based
nthe proected EOC voltage distnbution lor
e upconung cyde. Projected EOC voltage
disribulion 15 developed using the most
recent EOC eddy current results and a voliage
messurement uncenainty. Data mdicate tha
a threshold voltage of 2.8 voils would result
Cthrough wall cracks leng enough to leak
! stpam e breek conditions. Draft NUREG
1477 reguires thet al! indications to which
the 1PC are spplied mosi be included in the
rasawe projection. Tube publ results rom
another plant with 7/8 inch tubing with a
cubstantal voltage growih dala base have
shown thal tube well degradstion of greater
than 40 percent through wall was readily
detectable either by the bobbin or R proe
Uhe tube with maamum through will
penctralion of 56 percent (42 perceot
average ! had a vo'lage of 2.02 volts This
ndication also was the largest recoided
hohhin vuitage from the EOC eddy current
dite Based on the BVPS pulled tube and
indusiry pulied wibe dite supparting a low er
threshold foc SLB leakage of 2.8 voils,
anvluston of all PG intersections in the
lrakaze model 1s auite conservative. The
ODSCL ovcurning at BYPS has hustoricatly
vsulled 10 relalively low voltage levels and
has exhibited decreasing voltags growth
trends over the last tiree inspections. BVPS
rus not ideotified ODSCLE as @ conmbatar to
cperational leakage The current leakage
levels at BVPS are negligibie (less thaa 1
gpd! In order w satisfy the requirements o
draft NUREG-1477, EOC 10 eddv current data
will e used to cawilate the projecied SLB
leakage according o draft NUREG-1477
melhodoogy Leskage calouiated using Lhe
rocommended EPRI leakage correlation will
150 be provided. Duguesne Light ( DHDY
1= requesting that the NRC review and
approve the EPRI SLB leakage caiculalion
miethodology. Sulficient justification s
included 1o establish acorpratiiity of the
EPH] leakage correlation based on crieria
provided by the NRC in the Februasry 6, 1943
industry/ NRL working meeting on the
voltage based criteria
In order 10 assess the sensitivity of
application of the voitage based criteris upon
SLE leakags, the EOC 9 sddy curren! results
were used 10 calculate postulated BOC 10
leakage using both the NURKG- 1477
methodology @0 FPRI correlation assuming
thate 10w 2 | plugging lunit were
implemesied » Ue BOC 10
Results indweie SLE leakage of 0 46 gpo
and 0 044 gpan using the NUREL and EPRI
methodokogies with an assuoed probebilily
of detection (POD) of 0.6 oy a 2.0 voll repur
Himi. Since Duguesoe Light Company has

thasen to Limit the valtage based plugging
Lt ! 1.0 volt, EOC 11 SLB leakage 15
analyzed 10 be approximately 5 percent lower
than the calculoted SLB leakage with a 2 0
volt repair (umit.

Therefore, implementation of the interim
plugging criteria does not adversely afiect
stewim geoeraior tube integrity and
implementation will be shown to resultin
acceptahle dose consequences, therefore, the
proposed amendment does not resuit in &ny
inrrease in the probability or consequences
of an acaident previously evaluated

¢ Does the change create the possibiiity of
a new or different kind of accident from avy
accident previously evaluated?

Lmplementation of the proposed steamn
generator tube interim TSP plugging criterias
does not inroduce any significant changes to
the plant design basis. Use of the critenia
does not provide a mechanism which could
result i an sccident outside of the region of
the TSP slevations, no ODSCL that has been
identified at the TSP bas been detected
outside the Wickness of the TSPs. Neither a
single or multipie tube rupture event would
be expected in a steam generator in which
the plugging criteria has beer applied (during
a1l plant conditions).

Specifically, Duguesne Ligh! Company will
implement @ maxunum leakage rate limit of
150 ggd per steam generator to help preclude
the potential for excessive leakage during all
plant conditions. The technical specification
liniits oo primarv-to-sscondary leakage at
operating conditions are to be a maxunum of
430 opd for all steam generators, or, a
massmum of 150 gpd lor any one sivain
generator. The RG 1.121 eritenion for
establishing operatioual leakage rate Limits
that require plant shutdown are based upon
leak belore-break considerations to detect a
free span crack betore potential tube rupture
during faulted plant conditions. The 150 gpd
L shouid provide for leakage delection
and plant shutdown in the eveat of the
occurrence of an unexpected single crack
resulting 10 leakage that is assocusied with
the longest permissible crack length, RG
1 121 stceptance writena for establishing
operating leakage Lunits are based on jeak-
before-break «ousderstions such that plam
shutdown s cutiated o the leakage
assouiated with the longest permussible crmk
£S5 Plal‘-t?ded

The single through wall ek lengihs that
restil i tube burst at 1.43 times the steam
l.ne break pressure differeatial and 508
pressure differential alone are approximately
0.57 inch and 6.84 inch. respectively. A ak
rate of 150 gpd will provade for detection of
041 inch long crecks at nominal leak rates
#nd 062 inch ong cracks @t the lower 95
percent confidence level leak rates. Since
tube burst is precluded during normal
operation due \o the proxioity of the T5F o
thie tube and the polentia) exists for the
crevice to become uncovered d oring SLH
conditions, the leakage from the maximwn
permissibhe crack must preclude tube burst a!
518 conditions. Thus, the 150 gpd limit
provides for plant shutdown priot (o
reaciog oritical crack keogihs for SLB
conditions using the lower 985 percent
leakage data. Addionally, this leak belore
break evalwation sesumes that the eotire
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crevice ares is uncovered during blowdown.
Fartial uncovery will provide beuefit to the
burst capacity of the intersection. Analyses
huve shown that ouly @ small percentage of
the TSPs are deflected greater than the TSP
thickness during & postulated SLB

Steam generator tube Lutegrity conlinues o
be maintained through inservice inspection
and prunary-to-secondary leakage
monitoring, therefore, the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously developed is not created

3 Does the change involve a significant
reduction in 8 margio of safety?

The use of the voltage based bobbin probe
intenim TSP elevation plugging criteria s
demonstrated 10 maintain steam generator
tube integrity commensurate with the
requirements of RG 1.121. RG 1121 desuribes
# method acceptable to the NRC staff for
meeting GDCs 14, 15, 31, and 32 by reducing
the probability or the consequences of steam
genetator tube rupture This is accomplished
by determining the limiting conditions of
degradation of stearn generator tuhing as
established by inservice inspection for
which tubes with unacceptable cracking
should be removed from service. Upon
implementation of the criteria, even under
e worst case conditions, the occurrence of
ODSCL at the TSP elevations is not expected
to lead to a steam generator tube rupture
event during normal or faulted plant
conditions. The EOC distribution of crack
indications at the TSP elevations will be
confirmed 1o result in acceptable primary-to
secondary leakage during all plant conditions
wnd that radiological consequences are not
adversely impacted

In addressing the combined effects of los;
of coolant ecaident (LOCA) and safe
shutdown earthquake (55E) on the steam
penerator component (as required by GDC 0|
it has been determined that tube collapse
may occur in the steam generators at some
plants. Thia is the case as the TSP may
become deformed as 8 result oflateral loads
4t the wedge supports af the periphery of the
plate due 1w the coanbined eifects of the
LOCA rarefaction wave and SSE loadings.
Then, the resulting pressure dilferentiol on
the deformed tubes may cause same of the
tubes to collapse.

There are two issues associated with steam
generator tube coltapse. First, the collapse of
steam generator tubing reduces the RCS flow
ares through the tubes The reduction in flow
ares increases the resistance o flow of steam
from the core during 8 LOCA which, o turm.
may potentiaily increase peak clad
temperature (PCT). Second, there is a
potential that partial through wall cracks in
tubes could peogress to through well cracks
during tube deformation or collapse.

Consequently, since the leak-before-break
mothoﬁ i# applicabie to the BVPS
rencior © loop piping, the probability of
breaks in the promary loop piping is
sufficiently how that they peed mot be
considered in the structural design of the
plant. The limiting LOCA event becormes
oitheer U sccussuisior line brewk or the
presgurizes sage lioe break. LOCA Lbeds (o0
the primary pipe brosks were used 0 bound
the conditions s BVPS lor smalier breaks.
The results of the sualysis using the larger
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bresk inputs show that the LOCA loads were
found to be of insuflicient magnitude to
result in steam generstor tube collapse ar
significant deformation. The LOCA and SSE
rube collapse evaluation performed for
another plant with Series 51 ¢team generators
using bounding input conditions (large break
loadings) 18 considered applicahle to BVPS.

Addressing RG 1.83 considerations,
implementation of the bobbin probe voltage
based interim tube plugging criteria is
supplemented by: enhanced eddy current
inspection guidelines to provide consistency
in voltage normalization, a 100 percent eddy
current inspection sample size at the TSP
elevations, and RPC (nspection requirements
for the larger indications left laservice to
charscterize the principa! degradation as
opsce

As potsd previously, implementation of
tha TSP elevetion plugging criteria will
decrease the number of tubes which wust be
ret:md. The installation of seam genarstor
tube plugs reduces the RCS flow margia.
Thus, the implementation of the allermate
plugging criteria will malntain the margin of
flow that would otherwise be reduced in the
even! of incressec ube plugling.

Based on the sbove, it is conciuded that Lhe
proposed licease amendimen! request Goes
not result in a significant reduction in tmergin
wilh respect 1o plant safety as defined in the
Finel Saluty Analysis Report or any Beses of
the Technical Specihestions.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licenses s analysis and, based on this
review, it ap that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50 .92{c} are
satisfied. Therefars, the NRC stall
proposes to determine that the
amendmeant request lavolves nc
significant hazards consideration,

Local Public Document Room
location: B. F. jones Memariel Library,
663 Franklin Avenue, Aliquippa,
Pennsylvania 15001

Attornev for licensee: Gerald Charnoff,
Esquire, Jay E. Silberg, Esquire, Shaw,
Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge, 2300 N
Street, NW., Washiogton, DC 20037.

NAL Propect Director: Walter R
Butler, Uirecior

Entergy Operations, Inc., Docket Nos.
50-313, Arkansas Nuclear One, Unit 1,
Pope County, Arkansas

Date of amendment? request: June 22,
1994

Description of amendment request:
The proposed amendmenm revises
technical specifications (TSs) relited to
the emergency feedwater systern (EFW).
The proposed changes extend the
allowable outage time when one EFW
trait is inoperable from 36 hours to 72
hours and adapt other EFW sections
from the “Restructured Standard
Technical Specifications for B&W
Plants' to the Arkansas Nociear One,
Uait 1 {ANG-1} format

Bas:s for proposed no significant
hazards considerution determination:

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
below:

Criterion 1 - Does Nat Involve 8 Signilicant
lucrease (n the Probability or Consequencas
of an Accident Previously Evaluated.

The Emergency Feadwater (EFW) svstem
mitigates the consequences of any svent with
« loss of normal feecwater. This systexn is not
the inithatar of any previously analyzed
accideat, and thereiore, Changes o the
specifications applicable o the EFW sysiem
present no significant increass in the
probebility of any previously avelusted
accident,

The changes that revise the required
Actions and Allowable Dulsge Times
associated with the EFW systern have heen
evaluated for their affect on the Core
Frequency {CDF) y calculated in the
ANO-1 Probabilistic Risk Assessment (PRA)
The pew ANO-1 CDF valuss, incorporating
the propossd AOT axtension, are 4 71E-05
{for the wrhine-driven EFW pump) and
4 70E-05 (for the motordriven pump). These
values do not axceed the NRC Safety Coal of
1 OF-0D4 per renctor vear, es statex in the
Foderal Register 50FR12138, The delta CDF
sssociated with these changes (8.16E-07 for
the turbine-driven EFW pump and 3.04E-07
for the motor-driven EPW pump] have been
evaluated with to cri contained
in SECY-91-270, dated August 27, 1991, and
NUMARC 61-04, dated January 1992, and fall
with 1 the category of events of low risk
significance requiring uo compensatory
measures. This eveluation has shown the risk
associated with the proposed changes to pose
no undue risk to public health and safoty, to
be categorized as having low risk
significance. and involve po significant
incresse 0 the consequences of an sctident
previous.y evaluated,

The chanpes revising the Limiting
Condinons for Operstion result in more
restrictive controls oo the opersiility of the
maior-driven EFW pump. The previous
specification required operability of hoth
EFW pumps when the reactor was beated
above 280°F. The proposed cliange requires
the operability of the motos-driven EFW
pump whenever the unit is above the cold
shutdown condition and any steam generstor
is relied upon for hest removnl With this
churge, the motor-driven EFW pump i« now
required o be operable in & condition aw
previously specified, constitutiog an
sdditional requireraent not previously
specified This change does not involve a
significant (ncrease in the consequences of an
accdent prey ously evaluated,

The changes revising the Limiting
Conditions for Qperatios also lcorporate n
Allowable Outage Time for the turbine
driven EFW purap steam supply vaives
which was pot previously specified The
day AQT iz reasousble hased on

1 The redundant steam supply (from the
opposite stsam gensrator) 10 the turbine-
driven EFW pumyp is apembla,

2 The muar-drven EFW pump s
operahle, and

-

3. The probability of an event oorurring
that would require the inopemble stesm
Npﬁ, valve 10 actuste is relatively bow.

The changes to the surveillance
speci fications clarify the proper conditions
required Sor the opershility test of the
turbine-driven EFW pump, and revise the
requirement fur the verificstion of proper
EFW ﬁow&m valve slignment. The change
clarifying the test conditions is required 10
engure & sufficent steam supply to the
turbine-dnven EFW puop to parform the
test. During plant startup, {roin en RCS
tem perature of 280°F 1o an RCH temareture
of approximately 525°F {corresponding to a
Slealn generstor of approxunately
A30 psig) the tarbine-driven EFW pump is
Clnasifind as svailable uutil operability is
proven by successhul completion of the
surveillancs requirenent. The proposed
changes state that the EFW pumps and thelr
associnted Now paths shall be opsrable when
the RCS s above the cold shutdown
condition with any steam generstor relied
upon fur heat removal (motar-driven EFW
pump) and when RCS tem perature is grester
than or equal to 280°F (turbine-driven EFW
pump). This specification requires thet the
flow peths be properly aligned to meintain
operability and is e restrictive as the curment
TS5 €.8.1.¢. T he revisad specificstion
incorporetes 8 new requirsment to verify
operator flexibility in determining the
melhod of verification. Some that
could be considered s fulfiliing this
requirsment would include valve alignment
checks, ar a Now test verifving & level
decrease in the (' condensate storage tank
with & corresponding lewel increase in both
stenmn genersiors. These changes result in no
significant incresse in the consequences of an
accident previously svaluated.

The other proposed changes included in
this submitial, including the Bases changes,
are considersd to be administrative in aature
and have no sffect oo the consequences of an
sccident previous!y evalusted. Relocstion of
the Emergancy Feedwater (nitation and
Control (LFIC) requirements from Section 1 4
1o Section 3.5 places the requiramenta for
this instrumantstion system with the
requirements for othaer |nstrumentation
systems, resulting in greeter cansistency
throughou! the ANCG-1 TS, Informetion in the
Hases sssociated wilh the EFIC system has
heen cormmcted 1o reflect 1he sctual plani
condition and rescive a conflict with the
AN Safety Ansivsis Keport. The Bases
changes add clarifying infanmetion 1o ald the
opergtor in delerminiog the spplicebdlity of
the various EFW apecifications.

Thereiors, this change dois not involve a
signficant increase in the protability ar
consequences ol eny sccident previously
evalusted.

Crtacion 2 - Does Not Creste the Possibility
of a New ar [ flarent Kind of Accident from
sny Previously Evalusted,

The proprsed Clnges introduce no new
mode of plant operation. The EFW svstem is
not an event initistor. it functions 1o mitgaste
the consequences of any avent with & loss of
normal heecweter

Therelore, this change doss not creste the
possiblity of @ new or different kind of
wecident o soy previousty evalusted.
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could continue indefinitely, provided the
provisions of Technical Specification 3/43.2
were followed Operation with @ power
supply inoperabie for an indefinite period of
time places all the signals associated with
that sensar cabinet in the tripped condition.
This creates 8 1-out-of-4 tripped condition for
SRAS. In this condition, the single failure
required to be postulated could resultin a
faise SRAS actuation

This 48-hour action stetement is consistent
with other action statements for ESFAS such
as Action Staiement 1 of Table 3.3-3. Also,
this is consistent with the current wording of
Action Statement 4 which allows 48 hours to
restore an inoperable channel to operable
while operating with the modified 2-out-of-
4 logic.

MSI Trip Button Addition

The manual trip buttons provide a
mechanism for the control room operator to
initiate an MSI trip. The proposed Technical
Specification change will require that s plant
shutdown be initizted if either channel is cut
of service for more than 48 hours, and
establishes s mequirement for surveillance
testing every refueling outage. Including the
trip buttons in the Technical Specifications
and establishing operstion and surveillance
requirements ensures thel: operability
commensurate with their safety significance.

Based on the above, the changes 1o
Technical Specification 3/4.3 do not increase
the probability or consequence of an accident
previously evaluated

2. Create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any
previously analyzed

SRAS Logic Modification

Changing the number of channels required
to be operable from four to three is acceptable
since the original 2-out-of-4 logic will be
restored. This change only affects the number
and combinations of actuation channels !
necessary to initiate @ SRAS. There is no
change to the source or tvpes of initiators,
nor is there @ change o the automatic
response resulting from a SRAS

Note {f), which described the modified
logic, will no longer apply after the
auctioneering curcult is installed. This note is
for information only and has no associated
action or surveillance wqu.mmer.'.s
Therefoure, remova! of note (f) cannot create
a new or different kind of accident.

New Action Statement 4 restores the ability
to operate for an indefinite period of time
with ane chiannel in bypass and for a limited
period of time while two channels are out of
service The change frum the original action
statement to require that both channels be in
bypass will prevent a false SRAS in the

uniikely (and beyond design basis] event of
a LOCA with an addntional failure of 8 DC
tuis while in an LCO [limiting condition for
ooeration)

Sensor Cahinet Auchionesnag

The addition of @ Technical Specification
for the sensor catine! power supply drawers
does not rreate a potential for # new or
different kind of sccident. This new
specification impiements more restrictive
operating requiremnents for the sensor
cabinets, These are necessary to ensure that
the sensor cabinets are anergized from their
primary power supply. The new specification

does not affect the initiation of a SRAS signal
nor the type of signal produced,

The auctioneening modification does bring
two vital AC facilities together via isolation
devices. This introduces a potential for 8 new
tvpe of failure mechanism. As described in
Attachment 1, adequate isolation ensures that
a failure on one side of an isolation
transformer does not adversely degrade the
other side.

MSI Trip Button Addition

The manual trip buttons provide a
mechanism for the control room operation to
initiate an MS! trip. The Technical
Specification change will require that a plant
shutdown be initisted if either manual trip
channel is out of service for more than 48
hours, and establishes 8 requirement for
surveillance testing every refueling outage.
The trip buttons were installed during the
1992 outage. Establishing operability
requirements and surveillance frequency
cannot creste & new or different kind of
accident.

Therefore, the proposed changes do not
create the possibility of 8 new or different
kind of accident from any previously
analyzed

3. Involve & significant reduction in the
margin of safety.

The net effect of the proposed
modifications is to improve the reliability of
the ESFAS and restore the design 2-out-of-4
logic for the SRAS. The proposed
modifications improve the availability of the
ESFAS, and do not affect the vital AC
instrument panels.

The Technical Specification changes
establish controls for the used of the SRAS
with the restored logic configuration. The
combination of the auctioneering of the
power supplies, the restoration of the 2-out-
of-4 logic, and the revised Technical
Specifications restores the margin of safety
and operational flexibility originally
designed for the sensor cabinets.

Based on the above, there is no 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
lacation: Leaming Resource Center,
Three Rivers Community-Technical
College, Thames Valley Campus, 574
New Londan Turnpike, Norwich,
Connecticut 06360.

Attorney for licensee: Gerald Garfield,
Esquire, Day, Berry & Howard, City
Place, Hantford, Connecticut 06103-
3499,

NRC Froject Director: Joha F. Stolz

PECO Energy Company, Docket No. 50-
353, Limerick Generating Station, Unit
2, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania

Date of omendment request: June 30,
1994

Description of amendment request:
This amendment would remove certain
remote shutdown system control valves
and primary containment isolation
valves from Technical Specifications
Tables 3.3.7.4-1 and 3.6.3-1
respectively, as a result of eliminating
the steam condensing mode of the
Residual Heat Removal system.

Basis for pro no significant
hazards consideration determination:
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
below:

1. The proposed Technical Specifications
(TS) changes do not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences
of an accident previously evaluated.

These changes will result in
aban in place certain remote
shutdown system control valves and
removing from service and abandoning in
place certain Primary Containment Isolation
Valves (PCIVs) associated with the Residual
Heat Removal (RHR) m stearn
condensing mode, and will remove the
interface between the High Pressure Coolant
Injection (gu) and RHR mumn. therefore
changing imary containment pressure
boundary w d

The RHR system steam condensing mode
is & non-safety related function of the RHR
system; however, the pressure and structural
integrity of the associated piping and valves
are safety-related. These proposed changes
will not affect any components required to
perform the safety-related function of the
RHR or HPCI systems.

The ability of the RHR or HPCI systems to

nd 10 an accident will not be degraded.
Only valves specifically dedicated for use for
the RHR system steam condensing mode will
be abandoned in-place, or removed from the
plant. The valves’ hendswitches which are
part of the remote shutdown panel (RSP)
controls, will be phrumlly removed from the
RSP, since they will not perform any
function (i e., the associated valves will have
the electrical power removed). The flanges
and penetration caps that will become part of
the primary containment boundary will be
periodically tested for leakage as required by
TS and 10CFRS0, Appendix J. All piping and
components that will remain operable will
meet the original design requirements. The
other modes of operstion of the RHR system
fe g, Low Pressure Coolant injection {LPCI)
Shutdown (Clooling (SDC)) will not be
affected by these changes Therefore, the
proposed TS changes do not involve an
intrease in the probability or consequences
of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed TS changes do not create
the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

No new failure modes of RHR or HPCI
systems are created by the proposed TS
changes The proposed changes will have no
unpact on the existing High Energy Line
Hreak (HELB) anelysis for Limerick
Generating Station (LGS). All valves or
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i opug resovod and/or abandowed in place
e dedacuted wpec: Honlly for the KR sy stem
Sl condensing mode. and will not affect

s operabion of eay Compuesals of pipiag
reguired for other modes of operaton of the
RHE or HPCY svstems. Therefore. the
proposed TS chaages do not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
acident from any previously evaluated

L The propoesd TS chianges do ol involve
o agnficant reduct oo iy 8 margin of sakty

Ihe steamn mode % & NOO-salety
riated fanction of the REHK svslem and,
Uhgrehrs, &5 pol addressed o the TS, Thas
mode will be physically separated from the
other modes of operation of RHR aad HPCI
systems, and conseguently, will not preclude
them from performing their safety-relsted
functions The remote shutdows system
control wnlves fo be shemdoned in place sre
not heing weed presently. and the proposed
changes will ot empact the safety operation
of LGS Unit 2 The prisomry containment
penetration ceps. sedety-related pipe caps snd
1he flanges repiacing the remowved PCTVS will
b dewigned, fobricated and installed in
accordmnce with the ortgias design
reiptiremmenty 12, American Society of
Meochanicg| Pngtoeers (ASMES Botler and
Pregsure Voseel (RAPY) Code Section T,
1971 Edition with Addrnda through Winter
1971 The added penetration caps and
Canmes will be canwbie of ominmsining the
prunary conlainment pressure boun sad
solntion crpebilities that were required of
e POV and woil be tested for lenkage
perindwcaliy. w8 requitred by TS and 10 (FR
50 Apgwadix |. Addriomaily, all piping and
components thet il rermin operabtle will
et priginsd Gestgn requirements Therefore
the proposed TS chanpes do aot involve a
reductior (o margin of safety

The NRC staff bhas reviewed the
lioenses's analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the tliree
standards ef 10 CFR 50.92(c) aze
salisliod. Therekae, the NRC siall
proposes W detentoe thal the
s mendmend raguest involves no
significant harards consideration

Local Puble Document Room
[oc atvom: Pottsiown Public Library, 500
fligh Street, Pottstown, Penneyivania
13404

Attomey for liceasee ). W, Dartaun,
Sr, Bsguire, 5e. V. P. and General
Counsel, PECD Ensrgy Company, 2301
Markest Strent, P'biladeplua,
Penmsvlvarua 19101

NRC Prosect [urector: Charsles L.
tiller

Pennsylvania Power and Light
Company, Uscket Nes. 50-387 and 50-
188 Sesguetianns Steam Fhecti
Stabon, Unsts 1 and 2. Luzerae Conaty
Pennsylvamin

[hite of amendment roguests. july 19,
1594

desciiplaoa of siendmest request.
This ausendosed will chiange L
Tecinical § 3.1.5 for cach
vt for the standby liguid controd
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systern {SLUS) to remove the operability
for the SL.CS while in
Operational Candition 5 {refueling) with
any control rod withdrawa, and to
dilate the 18-manth systew surveillance
reguirement {(Surveillance Roquirement
4 15:L.3)

Hasis for penposed no significant
hazards consideration determination:
As required by 10CFR 50.91{a), the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
telow:

1 Thus proposal does ol invoive a
sigintlican! Woease o the probebility o
conseguences of m acident previausly
evaluated

The propased Tachaical Specification
change 1o delete the operabilty requisvnent
for the SLC System ia OPCON 5°*
(OPERATIONAL CONDITION 5 with aay
control rod withdnswn) does not effect the
provabilily or cossequeaces of an accdent
praviously evaluated. Design basis accident
miligation scenarios for SSES in OPCON 5 do
uot depend oo, ar require, SLC oparability:
tlmreﬂm the pmp::ld change to delete SLC

perabi iy m OPCON 5* does not affec! the
prubability or cousequences of ao accidend
previeusly evaluated,

The proposed Techeical Specificalion
change Yo delete Sarveillance Requirenand
41541 18 month SLC heater opacability
check. does not affect the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated. Ragarding the SUC beater
function. the operubility of the SLC systemn
depends on maiotining the temperature of

“\‘u 4 o e i

the sodum pentshorate solution above 70°F
te prevent the boric acid from precipiating
out of solution. SUC heater *A” is used to
maidmie tank temperature between 85 F and
45°F, thus snsuning that the boric acid
remains i solution. The operability of the
heater ‘A" i werifind through the deily
performance of Techinical Spacification
Survelldmee Recuirement 4 15 8.1, which
Checks SLC solutuon teaperature and &
control room slane. Hester 'B° functions to
rare SLC salation temparature prior i the
g of SUG chewicats - the moing of
sodin pentaborste and waler is an
endothermie (hest consuming) reaction. The
operability of hester W is verified &t the time
when chemirals are added to the SLLC tank,
Siie w preoontion for edding the chemicals
sy heatss 1 to increass tunk
e perature (o 100% . Heatee ‘B does ot
fins om0 maadain ok temperature dunog
normal operetua. Thaekooe, Uve gaeoposed
hatge does not impact Susquehano's

abibity W mandain SLC soluton wmperature
and thus does not increase the probability or
cunsequentes of an acrident previously
evalusted

& This proposal does not create the
poss ity of 0 sew o differen ! kind of
acCident or [sic] from any accident
previousty evalumed

The propowsd T echawcal Specifuaton
C e 1o dedete the opesabn Ly regu ireosend
fur the SLU Systean 1 OPCOWN 5* goes not
crnate the possitility of 2 new or different
kind of actadent gr (sicl om any accident

previously evaluated. The purpese of the SLC
Syster is to provide hackup capebility for
bringing the mactar from full power o a cold,
Aenon-free shutdown, assuming that none of
the withdrawn control rods can be nserted
This buses is consistenl with the required
cperabitity of the SLE Systam in OPCONs 1

& ¢ The pro change does not affect the
ability of SLC 10 meet Its 4 basis. No
credit is taken for SLC in 5to
mitigate the effects of reactivity transieats.
and the SLL system is not designed to
terminate an inadvertent criticality event
during vore alterutions [OPCON 5) with
vessel water level at least 22 feet above top

of vesse] Nlangs. Therefare, 2o new or
different accident scenarios are created by

the proposed change.

The proposed Technical Specification
changs to delete Survelllance Requirement
41543 18 month SLC eater operability
check, does nat create the possibility of a
new or different Kad of sceideat or [sic] from
any accident previously evatuated. The
proposed change does not affect systams,
structures, or ts [SSCs) or the
operation of these [SSCs|. The hesting and
heater contro! subsystems of the SLC system
will contioue o functieg as they were ’
designed. The proposed chaoge does not alter
the heeting Hunits or the method for
maintalining SUC salution temperature,
Therefore, the change does not
create the possibility of a uew or diflarent
kind of accident or [sic] fram any accident
previously evaluated 3. This change does oot
involve a significant reduction in & margin of
salety

The propased Technical Specification
change to delete the operability requirement
far the SLC System i OPODON 5* Dot
invalve o significant reduction in s magin of
safety. The potential for & decreass i the
margin of sefety, uader this proposed change,
would be associated with periods during
GPUON 5* when the SLC system was not
operable. Afowing the SLC system (o be
inoperable during OPCON 5* with the vessel
leval at least 22 feet shove top of vessel
flauge, represeuts no mdaction in the margin
of safety since the SLC Systen is not
desigried to terminste an inadverten!
criticality event with a grastar volume of
water in the reactor. Having the SLC system
inoperable in OPOON $* with reactor water
levels at normal operting volumes, does not
significantly reduce the margin of cafsty
because of the number of other desijg and
opermting features which act to prey i
inadvertent eniticality events. Adequate
shotdown margin 15 maintained through
design and administrative controls;
including, Shutdows Margiu Demoastration,
Technical Specification 3.1.1, defueling and
refueling procedures. and refueling
intertocks In addition, the Reactor Protection
System moaitors $or recriticality and actuates
the Comtro! Rod Scram function ifa
sipmficant rvactivity addinion is sensed.

The proposed Techmical Specificmtion
change to delete Sarveillimee Roguirameat
41547 18 month S1C heater
check, does ant invotve a significant
reduction in a mangio of safety. M:m
controls are in place, Wwdependent of the 18
momth heater opershility chedk, to ensure
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Storage Tank and traasfer capability, would
continue to provide a long term onsite fuel
o1l supply to the EDCs. Operations and
Emergency Preparedness procedures would
facilitate the transfer of fuel cil, and
procurement frum ofisite sources as &
contingency measure. Therefore, the abiiny
o provide a long term supply of fuel oil to
the EDG's is maintained. and the
change would oot result in any significant
increase iu consequences of an accident
previously evaluzted

(2] [This proposal does) not creste the
possibility of 2 new or different kind of
accident from any scrident previcusly
evaluated

The proposed change would increase the
minmuwm DFOST level required by TS, and
reclefines the fuel 01l storage and transfer
systerns’ capability based on plant specific
fuel ol consumption rate and EDG load
profiles. These changes would not resaft 11
operation tn auv configuration protibited by
the present TS, and do not introdoce the
possibility of any new type of accident

(31 |7 .us change does| not involve @
significant reduction i a margin of safety

The EDG fuel ol storage and transfer
capability would continue to support
reliabie, long term EDG operation thereby
maintainng an acceplable margin of safety
relative to the etnlity of oasite A.C. power to
suppon operation of equipment important to
salety. The proposed chauges do aot invohve
& significant reduction in mangin of safety

The NRC stalf bas 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
amendmen request involves no
significant hazards consideration

Local Public Document Room
location: Salem Free Public Library, 112
West Broadway, Salem, New Jersey
08079

Attorney for licensee: Mark §
Wetterhabn, Esquire, Winston aod
Strawn, 1400 L Street, VW
Washington, DC 20005-3502

NRC Project Director: Charles 1.
Miller

Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket
Nos. 50-259 and 50-296, Browns Ferry
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 3, Limestone
County, Alabama

Date of amendmnent raquest: March
31,1994 (TS 319)

Description of amendment reguest
The proposed amendment revises the
setpoints for instrumentation used to
isolate high energy line breaks in the
high pressure coolant injection (HPCI)
and reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC)
systems. The proposed amendment also
defines specific arcas where steam line
space temperatures are monitored,

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination:
Ac required by 10 CFR 50 91(z), the

licensee has provided its analyeis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presemed
below

1. The proposed amendmeont does not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated

The proposed changes to the HPCI and
RCIC steam line space isolation se\points do
not affect any precursor for any design ba- s
events or operational transients analyzed (o
the Browns Ferry Final Safety Acalysis
Report. Therelore, the probability of an
accident previously evaluated is not
increased

The HPCI acd RCIC steam line space bigh
temperature isolations are provided o ensure
automatic closure of each system s prunary
containment isolation valves for a HPCl or
RCIC steam line break. The isolation occurs
when a very small leak has occurred . If (he
small eak s allowad 1o continue withoui
isolation. offsite dose limits may be reached
As a result of the environmental qualification
program. the eavironmental responses of the
reactor building to bigh energy line breaks
were analyzed. TVA used computer
modeling techuiques to predict the
temperature respotise of various reactor
building zones to high energy line breaks
The results indicate that the setpoints for the
HPO and RCIC tem peratures switches should
be lowered. The lower setpoints assure the
timely initiation of a closare signal 1o 11
prunmary containment isolation valves
Therefore. assuring the maximurm allowable
temperatures are not excesded

The Fropoud change to the HPCI and RUIC
steamn lige space 1solation setpoints aze 1o the
conservative direction and provides the same
or earlier detection and solation of HPCI and
RCIC steam Loe tweaks

The proposed tip leve! settings are high
enough to ensire that spurious trips do not
occur from normal or transient system
aperation and low encugh to ensure that line
breaks are detected and isolated hefore
design conditions are exceeded. Therefore,
the proposed changes will not significantly
increase the 2onsequences of an acodent
previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment does not
create the possibility of @ new or d:fferent
kind of accident from any accident
previonsly evaluated.

The proposed change (o (he HPCI RCIC
steam line space high temperatu~e isolations
does not involve any mod:fication to plant
equipment or changes in operating
procedures. No new failure modes are
introduced. There is no eflect on the funcuen
or operation of any other plant system. No
new system interactions have been
introduced by the change, The results of a
break wn the HPCI or RCIC steam Lines remain
as before. The HPCI or RCIC steam line area
temperature switches will still detect 8 break
due to an increase in aren temperatlure and
provide an initiation signal 1o close the
system prunary containment isolation valves
10 prevent reactor coolant loss. The proposed
change will conservatively serve 10 detect
and mitigute HP(1 and RCIC line breaks more
expeditiousty

Therefore, the proposed changes do not
Crvate the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident

3. The proposed amendment does not
involve a significant reduction in a margin of
Satpty

The proposed change will not reduce the
margin of safety. The proposed change
ensure thet HPCl and RCIC steam line breaks
are isolated at the same or lower steam line
area temperatures. Computer modeling
technigues were utilized to predict the
temperature nesponse in Various areas
through which the HPCI and RCIC steam
lines pass. The revised setpoints are
established above the maximum expected
normal room temperstures to avoid spurious
actions due to lmﬁent tonditions and below
the analytical limits o ensure timely pipe
break detection and isoletion. Substantial
margin exist between the maximmum
temperature expected in each area and the
minimum actuation temperature determyined
for each teraperature switch. With the
substantial margin between maximum
temperatures for the areas and the minumum
actuation temperature of the switches. the
maximum temperatures cannot result in
actuation of the switches. The design and
function of the affected components has not
been changed. Therefore, the proposed
uhanze does not involve o significant
reductuon in 8 margin of safery

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

Local Public Document Hoom
location: Athens Public Library, South
Street, Athens, Alabama 35611

Attorney for licensee: General
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authoerity,
400 West Suzamit Hill Drive, ET 11H,
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

NRC Progect Director: Mr, Frederich, |
Hebdon

Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket No.
50-268, Jrowns Ferry Nuclear Plant,
Unit 2, Limestone County, Alabama

Date of amendment request: May 11,
1994 (TS 347T)

Description of amendment request:
The proposed amendment extends the
aliowed outage time for the Browns
Ferry Nuclear Plant (BFN) Unit 2 250
volt DC {direct current) control power
supplies from 5 10 45 days. The
amendment is a temporary revision to
the BFN Unit 2 Technical Specifications
(TS) to permit replacement of batterios
and other hardware

Basis far proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
licensee has provided its anaiysis of the
issue of no mgnificant bazards
consideration, which is presented
below:
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1. The proposad amendment does not
involve @ significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an sctident
previously eveluated.

The proposed change involves temporariiy
(one-yvear period) extending the S-dav AOT
{allowed outage time] for the 250-voit
shutdown board control power supplies 10 45
days. As such, this change does not increasse
‘he probability of any accident previously
analyzed.

The 250-volt DC Power System s required
to function to mitigate the consequences of
design basis eccidents. The loss of a single
250-vult DC shutdown boa:d contrel power
supply will result in a loss of control power
for the 480-volt and the 4160-volt shutdown
board that it serves. Loss of contrel power
results in loss of only those engineered
safeguards supplied by its respective
shutdown bosrds. Redundant safe shutdown
eguipment exists to mitigate the
consequences of design basis accidents As
discussed in Final Safety Analysis Repon
[FSAR) subsection 8.6.4.3, a singie failure of
& shutdown board control power supply is
acceptable.

Loss of a single 250-volt plant DC power
supply will not prevent Unit 2 safe
shutdown. The 250-volit plant DC power
supply system is designed so that any two
out of the three power supplies carry the
entire load needed for safe shutdown. As
discussed in FSAR subsection 8,6.4 2 a single
failure of 8 250-volt plant DC power supply
is acceptable.

At no time will control power be
unavailable to the shutdown boards during
the system upgrades. The proposed change
will only increase the time allowed 1o
operate the plant while 8 250-volt DC
shutdown board control power supply is out
of service.

The proposed TS change allows an
additional 40 days to perform system
upgrades and results in a small increase in
risk. This small increase in risk is associated
with the probability and consequences of a
250-voit plant DC power supply malfunction
while it Is supplying shutdown board control
power. The increase in risk associated witk
extending the AOT was analyzed in a
Probabilistic Sefety Assessment (PSA] and
determined to be appruximately 0.3 percent
This small increase in risk is determined to
be insignificant and well within the
uncertainty bounds of the PSA.

The proposed TS change does not change
the function of any plant structure, system or
component. The proposed change allows for
improvements to the 250-vol: DC shutdown
board control power supply system. The
improvements will increase the capability
and mliability of the system. Qualified
backup power will be utilized at all times
during system modifications. Only one
power supply will be out of service at a time
during the modifications

The small increase in risk is more than
offset by the increased capability, capacity,
and reliability of the new power supplies,
Thersiare, the power supply modifications
will result in a net overall safety benefit.

[The licensee has aiso committed lo
implement compensetory measures whils
performing the power supply modifications

These measures pravide additional
confidence that potential accident
conseguences ate not inceased |

2. The proposed amendment does nc:
create the possibility of 8 new or ¢ He-e
kind of accident from any sccident
previously evaluated.

Extending the S-day AOT for the 250 ¢
shutdown board control powes supplies to 55
days does not create the possibility of & mew
or different kind of accident, nor does 1
increase the probability that an accident w/l
ocovr. The AOT extension does not inaclve
plant modifications that could create the
possibility of & new or different kind cf
accident from any of those discussed in the
FSAR.

The 250-volt DC shutdown bease comig)
power supply modifications involve
replacement of the existing compenents with
more reliable, increased capacity equipment
having the same functions as before.

3. The proposed amendment does not
involve a significant reduction in @ mergin of
safety,

The proposed TS change involves a rick
increase of approximately 0.3 percent. TVA
{the Tennessee Valley Authority, the
licensee] considers this small increase to be
imsignificant. TVA also considers that the
small increase in risk is offset by the benefits
associated with replacing the control power
supplies with new, upgraded equipment.
Therelore, the proposed TS change does not
mvolve a significant reduction in 8 margin of
safoty

[The licensee has also committed to
implement compensatory measures while
petforming the power supply modifications.
These measures provide additional capability
1o mitigate en accident, minimizing any
effect on safety margin. |

The NRC 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 invelves no
significant hazards consideration.

Local Public Document Room
location: Athens Public Library, South
Street, Athens, Alabama 35611

Attorney for licensee: General
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authority,
400 West Summit Hill Drive, ET 11H,
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

NAC Project Director: Mr. Frederick .
Hebdon

Wisconsin Electric Power Company,
Docket Nos. 50-266 and 50-301, Point
Beach Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and
2, Town of Two Creeks, Manitowoc
County, Wisconsin

Dote of amendment request: July 18,
1964

Description of amendment request
The proposed emendment would
modify Point Beach Nuclear Plant
Technical Specification (TS) 15.3.7,
“Auxiliary Electrical Systems,” by
including an allowed outage time for
one of the four connected station battery

chargers and subsequent shutdown
requirements. The basis for Section
15.3.7 would also be revised to support
the above changes.

Basis for proposed no significont
nazords consideration determination:
A« required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
ncensee has provided its analysis of the
«sue of no significant hazards
consideration which is presented below:

In accordance with the requirements of 10
CFR 50.91(a), Wisconsin Electric Power
Company (Licensee) has evaluated the
proposed against the standards of 10
CFR 5092 and has determined that the
operation of Point Beach Nurlear Plant. Units
1 and 2, in sccordance with the proposed
amendments, does not present a significant
Lazards consideration. A proposed facility
operating license amendment does not
present a sigoificant hazards consideration i
operation of the facility in accordance with
the proposed amendment will not:

1. Create @ significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accider:
previously evaluated: or

2. Create the possibility of & new or
different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated; or

3. Will not creste e significant reduction i
a margin of safety.

The proposed amendment allows operatios
for up to two hours with one out of the four
connected station battery chargers out of
service. The 2-hour outage time is based o
Regulatory Guide 1.93 and reflects a
reasonable time to assess plant status and
either connect an operable battery charger to
the afiected DC bus or prepare (o effect an
arderly and safe shutdown of the operuting
uniif{s}. Since the batteries, chargers, and
their associated vital lostrument buses
provide sufficient redundancy 1o assure the
initiation of proper pratective actions during
degraded system conditions, operation of
PBNP in accordance with these proposed
smendments cannot create an increase in the
probubility or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated, create a new or
different kind of accident, or result in a
significant reduction in 8 margin of safety
Therefore, the proposed changes do not
present a significant hazards consideration

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 invelves no
significant hazards consideration

Local Public Dacument Room
location: Joseph P. Mann Library, 1516
Sixteenth Street, Two Rivers, Wisconsin
54241,

Attorney for licensee: Gerald Charnoff,
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Paotts, and
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW
Washington, DC 20037

NRC Project Director: John N. Hannon
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RTwor was determined from the
licensee's analysis of the first irradiation
sample removed from Unit 1. The
setpoint curve contained in Figure 3.4-
4a for the Unit 1 Low Temperature
Overpressure Protection System
{LTOPS]) is also revised to reflect the
changes in the P-T curves and to
provide a margin for uncertainties in
measuring the reactor pressure.
Additionally, the amendment updates
the removal schedule of RPV
surveillance capsules for both units in
accordance with the American Society
for Testing Materials (ASTM) Standard
ASTM E185-82. Finally, the amendment
incorporates an editorial change for Unit
2 in which some clarifying text was
added in the Table of Contents to
indicate the lifetime applicability of
Figure 3.4-4b for Unit 2.

Date of issuance: July 29, 1994

Effective date: July 29, 1994

Amendment Nos.: 53 and 53

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-
72 and NPF-77. The amendments
revised the Technical Specifications.

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: May 12. 1994 (56 FR 24747}
The Commission's related evaluation of
the amendments is contained in a Safety
Evaluation dated july 29, 1994. No
significant hazards consideration
comments received: No

Local Public Document Room
location: Wilmington Township Public
Library 201 S. Kankakee Street.
Wilmington, Illinois 60481

Commonwealth Edison Company,
Docket Nos. 50-373 and 50-374, LaSalle
County Station, Units 1 and 2, LaSalle
County, lllinois

Dete nf appiication for amendments
September 10, 1993 as supplemented
November 17, 1993

Brief description of amendments: The
amendments revise the LaSalle County
Station, Units 1 and 2 Updated Final
Safety Analysis Report Section
11.5.2.1.4 to specify that operator action
is required to trip the mechanical
vacuum pump upon receipt of a main
steam line high radiation alarm, rather
than the action of an automatic trip,
which is ourrently described in the
UFSAR. NRC approval was required
because the required operator action, an
existing condition, is contrary to that
described in the UFSAR and the NRC's
Safety Evaluation Report related to the
operation of LaSaile County station
INUREG-0519), and involved an
unreviewed safety question

Diate of issuance: fuly 26, 1994

Effective dote: July 26, 1964

Amendment Nos - 101 and 85

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-
11 and NPF-18. The amendments
revised the UFSAR.

Date of initial notive in Federal
Register: December 1, 1993 (58 FR
63403) The Commission's related
evaluation of the amendments is
contained in a Safety Evaluation dated
July 26, 1994. No significant hazards
consideration comments received: No

Local Public Document Room
location: Public Library of Illincis
Valley Community College, Rural Route
No. 1, Oglesby, lilinois 61348.

Commonwealith Edison Company,
Doecket Nos. 50-295 and 50-304, Zion
Nuclear Power Station, Units 1 and 2,
Lake County, Illinois

Date of application for amendments:
june 16, 1994

Brief description of amendments: The
amendments change specification 3/
4.10 .1 to recognize the exemption of a
single valve on each unit from Type C
testing until the next refueling outage on
each unit.

Date of issuance: August 1, 1994

Effective date: August 1, 1994

Amendment Nos.: 155 and 143

Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-
39 and DPR-48. The amendments
revised the Technical Specifications.

Date of imtial notice in Federal
Register: June 30, 1994 (59 FR 33798)
Public comments requested as to
proposed no significant hazards
constderation: yes. The notice provided
an opportunity to submit comments on
the Commission’s proposed no
significant hazards consideration
determination. No comments have been
received. The natice also provided an
opportunity to request a8 hearing by
August 1, 1994, but indicated that if the
Commission makes a final no significant
hazards consideration determination,
any such hearing would take place after
issuance of the amendment. The
Commission’s related evaluation of the
amendment and final significant
hazards consideration detesmination is
contained in a Safety Evaluation dated
August 1, 1994

Local Public Document Roorn
fncation: Waukegan Public Library, 128
N. County Street, Waukegan, llinois
BOOKS

Consolidated Edison Company of New
York, Docket No. 50-003 and Docket
No. 50-247, Indian Point Nuclear
Generating Unit Nos. 1 and 2,
Westchester County, New York

Date of application for
September 249, 1993

Brief description of amendments. The
unendments revise tho Technical

Specifications (TSs) to change the

amendments

submittal frequency of the Radioactive

Effluent Release Report from -
semiannually to annually, and change
the reporting date.

Date of issuance: july 21, 1994

Effoctive date: As of the date of
issuance to be implemented within 30
days.

Amendment Nos.- 44 and 172

Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-
5 and DPR-26: Amendments revised the
Technical 8§ tions.

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: November 24, 1993 (58 FR
62153) The Commission’s related
evaluation of the amendments is
contained in & Safety Evaluation dated
July 21, 1994. No significant hazards
consideration comments received: No

Local Public Document Room
location: White Plains Public Library,
100 Martine Avenue, White Plains, New
York 10610.

Consolidated Edison Company of New
York, Docket No. 50-247, Indian
PointNuclear Generating Unit No. 2,
Westchester County, New York

Date of application for amendment:
September 29, 1992, as supplemented
by letter dated April 1, 1994

Brief description of amendment: The
amendment revises the Technical
Specifications to remove the cycle-
specific parameter limits and to
reference a Core Operating Limits
Report containing these limits. These
changes are in accordance with the
guidance provided in Generic Letter 88-
16, “Removal of Cycle-Specific
Parameter Limits from Technical
Specifications.”

Date of issuance: July 26, 1994

Effective dite: 1. 's license
amendment is . flective as of the date of
issuance of the \'OLR by the licensee to
be implemented ny !~tor than the return
to operation following the 1995
refueling outage

Amendment No.: 173

Facility Operating License No. DFR-
26: Amendment revised the Technical
Specifications

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: November 24, 1993 (58 FR
62154) The April 1, 1994, provided
additional information that did not
change the initial determination. The
Conunission's related evaluation of the
amendment is contained in a Safety
Evaluation dated July 26, 1994 No
significant hazards consideration
comments received: No

Local Public Document Room
location: White Plains Public Library,

100 Martine Avenue, White Plains, New
York 10610 Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Docket No. 50
247, Indian PointNuclear Generating
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GPU Nuclear (nrpenlm. etal, Amendment No ; 191 oquipment when only one train is
Docket No. 50-219, Oyster Creek Focility Operating License No. DPR- affected

Nuclear Generating Statien, Ocean 50. Amendment revised the Techaical Date of issuance: July 25, 1994
County, New Jersey Specifications. 111 Date of initial notice Effective date: As ¢f the date of

Date of application for emendinent.
April 6, 1994, as supplementad june 21,
19494

Brief description of amendment. The
amendment eliminates the scram and
inain steam line isulation valve [MSIV)
closure requirements associated with
the main steam Line radiation monitors
MSLRM). The amendment alsn
eliminates the following related
automatic tsolation functions that are
associated with the MSLRM seram and
MSIV isolation: a) Main Steam Line
Condenser Drain Valves, b} Emergency
Condeaser Drain Valves, ¢) Reactor
Recirculation Loop Sample Valve, d)
Instrumental Air Valves, and e)
Condenser Pump Isolation,

Date of issuance: july 29, 1954

Effeciive dute: As of the date of
issuance to be implemented at the
restart from refueling outage 15R

Amendment No.: 169

Facility Operating License No. DPR-
16. Amendment revised the Technical
Specifications.

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: April 28, 1994 (59 FR 22008)
‘The june 21, 1994 letter provided
clurifying information that did not
change the initial proposed no
significant hazards consideration
determination. The Commission's
rielated evaluation of this amendinent is
contained in a Safetv Evaluation dated
fuly 29, 1994 No significant hazards
consideration comments received. No

Local Public Document Roomn
location; Ocean County Library,
Reference Department, 101 Washington
Street, Toms River, New Jersey 08753

GPU Nuclear Corporation, et al.,
Docket No. 50-289, 1 hree Mile Island
Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1, Dauphin
County, Pennsylvania

D‘r of application for amendient
July 17, 1943,

Brie) deseription of amendmient: The
amendment redises the plant Technical
Specifications (15s) on the Resctor
Coolant Inventary Trending System
(RCITS). The changa (s vonsistent with

NUREG-1430 entitled “Standard
Technical Speuifications for Babiook
and Wilcux Plants.” The RCITS
information will be availabie to the
uperator to enhance the operalor’s
ability to understand and manage
transients and events when needed

Date of issuance: August 1, 1994

Effective date: As of its date of
issuance, 1o be ynplemented within 30
davs of issuancs.

in Federal Register: june 8, 19494 (59 FR
23626) The Commission’s related
evaluation of the amendment is
contained i a Safety Evaluation dated
August 1. 1994 No significant hazards
consideration comments received: No

Local Public Document Hloom
focation: Government Publications
Section, State Library of Pennsylvania,
Walnut Street and Commonwealth
Avenue, Box 1601, Harrisburg,
Pennsylvania 17105,

GPU Nuclear ation, et al.,
Docket No, 50-289, Three Mile Island
Nuciear Statien, Unit Ne. 1, Dauphin
County, Pennsylvania

Date of applicetion for amendment:
February 10, 1994

Brief description of amendment: The
amendment revises the TMI-1 Technical
Specilications (TS) to revise
specification 3.7.2.¢, "Unit Electric
Power System,” to provide an option to
tosting an emergency diesel generator
{EDG) when the redundant EDG is
moperable.

Date of issuance: July 25, 1994

Elfective date: As of the date of
issuunce to be implenented within 30
days

Amendment No.; 188

Facility Operating License No. DPR-
50. Amendment revisod the Technical
Specifications.

Date of initial potice in Federal
Register: June 22, 1994 (59 FR 32230)
The Commission’s related evaluation »f
this amendineat is contained in a Safety
Evaluaion dated July 25, 1994 No
significant hazards consideration
cormments received; No,

Local Public Dacument Room
location: Government Publications
Sectian, State Library of Pennsylvania,
Walnut Street and Commonweslth
Avenue, Box 1501, Harrisbury,
Pennsylvania 17105

GPU Nuclear Corporation, el al,,
Docket No, 50.289, Three Mile Island
Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1, Dauphin
County, Pennsylvania

late ef application for amendment

March 2, 19494

Drief descnption of amendment: The
amendment revisos the plant Technical
Specilications to modify Operatiunal
Safrty Instrumentation requircinents to
specify completion time which allows
for performance of maintenance or
surveillance within @ reasonable time
and 1o be consisterdt with the allowable
outage time for other safety-related

issuance to be implomented within 30
days after 1ssuance.

Amendment No.: 189

Faciity Operating License No. DPR-
50. Amendment revised the Technical
Specifications.

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: April 13, 1994 (59 FR 17600).
The Commussion's related evaluation of
the amendment is coutained in a Safety
Evaluation dated July 25, 1994.Ne
significant hazards considerstion
comments received: No.

Local Public Documnerd Rocin
location: Government Publications
Section, State Library of Penasylvania,
Walnut Street and Commoawenith
Avenue, Box 1601, Harrisburg,
Pennsylvania 17105.

G2U Nuclear Corporation, et al.,
Docket No. 50-289, Three Mile Island
Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1, Dauphin
County, Pennsyivania

Date of application for amenduent.
March 11, 1994

Brief description of amendment: The
amendment revises the plant Technical
Specifications to specify an allowable
sutagé time for the Emergency
Feedwater Pumps during surveillance
activities. It also changes the
requirement Lo test redundant
components for operability to a
requirement to ensurc operability based
on verification of completion of
appropriate surveillance activities

te of issuance: july 25, 1994

Effective date: As of the date of
issuance to be implemented within 30
days of issuance

Amendment No : 190

Fucility Operating License No. DPR
50. Amendmunt revised the Tachnical
Specifications,

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: April 13, 1994 (59 FR
17601) The Commission’s related
evaluation of the amendment is
contained in a Safety Frvaluation datad
fuly 25, 1994 Mo sienificant hazards
consideration commaents received: No

Local Public Document Room
location Government Publications
Section, State Libeary of Penasylvania,
Walnut Street and Commonwealth
Avenue, Box 1601, Harrishurg,
Ponnuvivama 17108
Gulf States Utilities Company, Cajun
Electric Power Cooperative, and
Entersy Operations, Inc., Docket No
50-458, River Bend Station, Unit 1,
West Feliciana Parish. Lowisiana

Date of amendment request; January
14, 1994
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Evaluation dated July 28, 1994 No
significant hazards considerat.on,
comments received. No.

Local Public Document Roorm
location: Richland Public Librars 955
Northgate Street, Richland. Wathingion
99352

Washington Public Power Supypiy
System, Docket No. 50-397, Nuciear
Project No. 2, Benton County
Washington

Date of application for acmendiment-
February 17, 1994, supplemented by
letter dated May 13, 1994

Brief description ¢f amendrient: The
ame:: nent changes the Technical
Specifications (TS) 10-year hydrostatic
testing requirements. The changes (1)
add a special test exception for inservice
leak testing and hydrostatic testing, (2)
add a new minimum reactor vessel
metal pressure-temperature curve for
iess than or equal to eight effective full
power years, and (3) delete Table B 3/
4.4.6-1, "Reactor Vessel Toughness,”
from the TS bases.

Date of issuance: May 27, 1994

Effective dute: May 27, 1994

Amendment No.: 122

Facility Operating License No NPF-
21: The amendment revised the
Technica! Sjecifications.

Date of initial notice in Federal
Register: March 30, 1994 (59 FR 14902)
The Commission’s related evaluation of
the amendment is contained in a Safety
Evaluation dated May 27, 1994 No
significant hazards consideration
comments received: No.

Local Public Document Room
location: Richland Public Library, 955
Northgate Street, Richland, Washinglon
99352

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation,
Docket No. 50-305, Kewaunee

Nucleai Power Plant, Kewaunee County,
Wisconsin

Date of application for amendment
December 1, 1893

Brief d.scription of amendment: The
amendir.ent revises the Kewaunee
Nuclear Power Plant (KNPP) Technical
Specificanons (TS} by incorporating
technical and administrative changes to
TS 3.10, Control Rod and Power
Distribution Limits. The changes
eliminate specifications for fuel designs
no longer used at Kewaunee, specify
required actions 1o be taken upon
exceeding control bank insertion limits,
and revise the limits for Departure from
Nucleate Boiling (DNB) related
parameters 10 assi:re operation within
the assumptions of the Updated Safety
Analysis Report (USAR) analyses

Date of issuance- August 3, 1994

Effective date' As of the date of
issuance to be implemented within 30
days.

Amendment No . 110

Facilitv Operating License Ne DPR-
43 Amendment revised the Tectnical
Specificaticns

Date of imitial netice in Federai
Register: February 2. 1994 (59 FR 4949)
The Commission’s related evaluation of
the amendment is contained in a Safety
Evaluation dated August 3, 1964. No
significant hazards consideraticn
comments received: No,

Locai Putlic Docament Rocm
Jucation: University of Wisconsin
Library Learning Center, 2420 Nicoiet
drive, Green Bay, Wisconsin 54301,

Notice Of Issuance Of Amendments To
Facility Operating Licenses And Final
Determination Of No Significant
Hazards Consideration And
Opportunity For A Hearing (Exigent
Public Announcement Or Emergency
Circumstances)

During the period since publication of
the last biweekly notice, the
Commission has issued the following
amendments. The Commission has
determined for each of these
amendments that the application for the
amendment complies with the
standards and requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act), and the Commission’s rules
and regulations. The Commission has
made appropriate findings as required
by the Act and the Commission's rules
and reguiations in 10 CFR Chapter I,
which are set forth in the license
amendment

Because of exigent or emergency
circumstances associated with the date
the amendment was needed, there was
riot time for the Commission to publish,
for public comment before issuance, its
usual 30-day Notice of Consideration of
Issuance of Amendment, Proposed No
Significant Hazards Consideration
Determination, and Opportunity for a
Hearing

For exigent circumstances, the
Comumission has either issued a Federal
Register notice providing opportunity
for public comment or has used local
media to provide notice to the public in
the area surrounding a licensee’s facility
of the licensee’s application and of the
Commission’s proposed determination
of no significant hazards consideration.
The Commission has provided a
reasonable opportunity for the public to
comment, using its best efforts to make
available to the public means of
communication for the public to
respond guickly, and in the case of
telephone comments, the comments
have been recorded or transcribed as

appropriate and the licensee has been
informed of the public comments.

In circumstances where failure to act
in a timely way would have resulted, for
example, in derating or shutdown of a
nuclear power plant or in prevention of
either resumption of operation or of
increase in power output up to the
plant's licensed power level, the
Commission may not have had an
apportunity to provide for public
cominent on its no significant haza:ds
consideration determination. In such
case, the license amendment has been
issued without oppertunity for
comment. If there ﬁ:: been some time
for public comment but less than 30
days, the Commission may provide an
opportunity for public comment. If
comments have requested, it is so
stated. In either event, the State has
been consulted by telephone whenever
possible.

Under its regulations, the Commissicn
may issue and make an amendment
immediately effective, notwithstanding
the pendency before it of a request for
a hearing from any person, in advance
of the holding and completion of any
required hearing, where it has
determined that no significant hazards
consideration is involved.

The Commission has applied the
standards of 10 CFR 50.92 and has made
a final determination that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The basis for this
determination is contained in the
documents related 1o this action.
Accordingly, the amendments have
been issued and made effective as
indicated.

Unless otherwise indicated, the
Commission has determined that these
amendments satisfy the criteria for
categorical exclusion in accordance
with 10 CFR 51.22. Therefore, pursuant
to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental
impact statement or environmental
assessment need be prepared for these
amendments. If the Cemmission has
prepared an environmental assessment
under the special circumstances
provision in 10 CFR 51.12(b) and has
made a determination based on that
assessment, it is so indicated.

For further details with respect to the
action see (1) the application for
amendment, (2) the amendment to
Facility Operating License, and (3) the
Commussion’s related letter, Safety
Evaluation and/or Environmental
Assessment, as indicated. All of these
items are available for public inspection
at the Commission's Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20555, and
at the local public document room fu
the particular facility invelved
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