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: 1.0 14TRODUCTION

By letters dated Februavy £, 1985, April 10, and June 13, 1901, the Boston |

fdison Company (the Vicensee) requested an amendment to Fecility Operating |

: License to, DFF-35 for the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station, The proposed amend.

| ment would change the Technical Specifications by 1mpos1ng a new limit of 2 GPM
incresce, average over any 24 hour period, of reactor coolant leskage into the
prime y cortainment from unidentified sources. The limiting condition for
operat on (LCO) would apply only when the reactor has been in the PUM mode for

4 nere en 24 hours, More specific operational requirvements are also oroposed |

| for t ¢« reactor covlent leaksoe detection system and the reactor rressure

| boundary leab detection system to account for the redundancy of the compunents

within subsystens, :

The KRC staff dic not complete action on the amendiment request pending the
cevelopmert of a revised staff position regarding the 1GSCC problems as provided '
in Cereric Letter (GL) &F-01, :

Boston Edison Conpany, the licensee submitted its responses to NRC Ceneric
Letter (GL) BR.01, "NEC Fosition on IGSCC in BWR Austenitic Stainless Steel
Piping" for the Pilgrim Nuclear Pover Station ty letters dated August &, 198¢,
and June 19, 1989, GL FR.0) requested licensees and construction permit

holders to resclve the [1G5CC) 1ssue for BWR piping mece of austenitic stainless
steel thet s & inches or larger in nominal diameter and contains reactor

coolent at & tenperature above 200° Fehrenheit during power operation, regardless
of Code classification, The licensee was requested to address the following:

|

| 1. Their curvent plans regarding pipe replacenent and/or other measures
taken to nitigate 1CSCC and to provide assurance of continued long term

integrity and reliability of the subject piping,

g, Their Inservice Inspection (1€1) Program as required by GL 88-01, to be
implemented st the neovt refueling outage for austenitic stainless stee)
piping, and that conforms to the staff positions on inspection schedules,

3 methods end personre’ and sample expansion,

3. P proposed Techrica) Specificetion change to include a statement, in the
| sertion cr 181, that the 181 Program for piping covered by the scope of this
Tetter will follow steff positions on schedule, methods and personnel, letter
sarg Je expansion in €L 8801 (See model BWI Stardard Technical Specifications
enclosed in GL BB-01). It ig recogrized thaet the Inservice Inspection and
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Test1n? sections regarding these welds may be removed from the Technica)
Specifications through the TS improvement program, In this case, this
reqguirement uotld remain with the 18] section when it is removed to an
alternstive do'ument.

4, Confirmation of plans to ensure tﬁat the Technical Specifications related
to leekage detection wil) be in conformance with the staff positions on |
Teeh detection included in GL BE-C1, '

6. Their plans to notify the NPC, in accordance with 10 CFR 50.65a(g), of any
fdentified flaws that do not meet the IWE-3500 criterie of Section X1 of
the Code in regard {o continued operation without evaluation of the flaw, '
or @& change found in the condition of welds previously known to be cracked,
Such notification should include evaluation of the flaw, justification for
continued operation and/or your repair plans.

2,0 EVALUATION

The Ticensec's response to Gl BE«C) has been reviewed by the staff with the .
escistance of 11s contractor, Viking Systems Internationa) (VS1). The staff

révieved Technicel Evaluation Feport (TER) VE1's evaluation of the licensee's

vespoose te GL EB0),  The steff review of the TER concurred with the eveluaticns,
conclusions, and recormencations contained in the TER with some exception:

1, The Vicensee's position to exclude from the scope of applicability of GL
BE-C1, the welds ir the portion of the RWCU piping outboard of the isolation
valves, Fs & mininun the Yicensee should prepare an ingpection plan of
the PECU piping outbuard of the dsolation velves on a sempling basis with
Justification,

2. The licensee's position on sarple expansion does not conply with the
requirements in GL B8-01,

Lo
.

The Ticensec's pusitior not to amend the Technical Specificetion (T8) to
include ar 151 stateneut as required in GL 8801,

In & supplemente) response 1o these issues dated November 1%, 1990, the licensee
soreed to perforn an inspection of 105 of the €7 non-cafety rvelated RWCU piping

we Tds during each vefueing cycle, 1 a flaw is discovered snd 1GSCC 18 deters
wined as the probable cavse, another 10% wil) be inspected. 1f an 1GSCE induced
flew s discovered in the second sample, plans will be made to replace PHCU and
non=code piping in subsequent refueling cutages, Acditionally, the licensee will
revise their sugnented inspection program to reflect the sample expansion guidance
of the gereric letter which ¢ acceptable 1o the staff, Finally, the Technical
Specificet o chenge submittel of February &, 1988, is acceptable to the staff

¢ b confommence with GL 88-01 for leahege nonitoring.

The Yicerser interin revisions to their Augmented Inspection prograr te include
stoterents of conglignce with GL BB-0) position on schedule, methods and
persci el et well a8 the cone ftnent on PRCU welds inspection and semple expant fon
is groeptable to the staff,
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The stoff hos re-eveluated the frequency of Yeakage monftorirg, After discussion
with several BWR Yicensees the staff concluded that monitoring every four hours
(reates an unnecessary advinistrative hardship on the plant operators, Therefore,
the staff takes exception to the TER recommendation and considers the licensee's
pesition to monitor unidentified leakage every eight hours acceptable,

3.0 STATE_CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Massachusi  ‘tate offic o'
we s no:1f1ed of the proposed issuence of the anendment, The State official had no
comnents,

.0 EXVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendnent chercer & requirement with respect to installation or use of &

fec ity conporent Yoceted within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20.
The NRC staff hes deterrined thet the amendnent <avolves o significent increase in the
enounts, and no significent change in the types, of any effluents that may be
released offsite, end that there ¢ no sign1f1ccnt increase in individual or cumu-
lative occupational recdfation exposure. The Comnission has previously published

¢ proposed Tincing that the snendrent invelves no significant hazards consideration
and thdre bes beer no potlic compent on such finding (50 FR 12137), Accordingly.
this cnerdrent peets the eligibility criteria for categorice) exclusion set fortt
W I CFR 81,22(¢)(8). Pursusnt to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmenta) impact state-
mert o ervironmental posessment need be prepared in connection with the fssuance
of this erendment,

£, CONCLURION

The Commissior hes concluded, based or the considerations discutsed sbove, that:
(1) trere 15 reascretle assurence that the beolth and safety of the public wil)
not be endangeved by operation ir the proposed manner, (2) such activities will

be corducted fn complisrce with the Conmission's requiations, and (3) the issuance
of thiy ererdnert w111 ret be inimical to the common defense snd security or to
the health and sefety of the public.
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