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the isclalicn vé'lves (or the isolation condenseis affects the availability
of the svstem for its ivtended heat removal function and 2ffects the syst
‘ rion cepubility in the event of @ system break, In view of the 1o
p'i; M lity P A syatem bi ¥, the ‘l‘-"'--f“;:: red ‘fdf.(_‘.' and thp "’“-wl. i
pericis invglved in valve naintenance, the specification changes resuli in

a regligible increase in risk due to failurc to isolate. A stight decrease
in risk is expected because of the increase in system availability during
routine valve maintenance.

Although the condensers and their associated piping are part of the reactor
coolant pressure boundary and the piping penetrates primary containment, the
isolation valves do not receive containment isolation signals. The proposed
four hour maximum out-of-service time, however, was chosen by the licensee
to be consistent with that permitted for containment isolation valves.

The staff has reviewed the proposed technical specification change request
and the results of the supportino analysis and conclude that the proposed
action does not involve a reduction in a margin of safety. Based on the

above, the staff finds the proposed technical specification change acceptable.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The staff has determined that the amendment does not authorize a change
in effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and
will not result in any significant environmental impact. Having made
this determination, the staff has further concluded that the amendment
involves an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of environ-
mental impact, and pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4), that an environmental
impact statement or necative declaration and environmental imnact
appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the issuance of this
amendment,

CONCLUSION

The staff has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of
the public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner;
and (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations and the issuance of this amendment will not
be inimical to the common defense and security or to the health and
safety of the public.
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