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Dccket No.: 50-483

OCT 0 51984

Mr. D. F. Schnell
Vice President - Nuclear
Union Electric Company
Post Office Box 149
St. Louis, Missouri 63166

Dear Mr. Schnell:

Subject: Federal Register Monthly Notice - Applications and Amendments
to Operating Licenses Involving No Significant Hazards
Considerations - Callaway Plant, Unit No.1

A copy of the NRC's Monthly Notice for applications and amendments to oper-
ating licenses involving no significant hazards consideration which was pub-
lished in the Federal Register on September 28, 1984, is enclosed for your

i use. One Notice for Callaway is contained in the monthly receipts. Your
amendment request, dated August 1, 1984, to modify Technical Specification
Table 3.3-1 by revising one action statement (Action 4) and adding an addi-
tional action statement (Action 12) for the source range neutron flux monitors
during shutdown conditions was prenoticed in this monthly publication.

Sincerely,

B. J. Youngblood, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 1
Division of Licensing

Enclosure: As stated

cc: See next page
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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
amendments 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)

6
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. The Commission will not
normally make a final determination
unless it receives a request for a
hearing.

38UCLEAft flEGULAT0ftY Comments should be addressed to theenaanaseennes
Secretary of the Commission. U.S.

Appucellone end Amendments to Nuclear Regulatory Commisison.
Operating uoeneesinvolving peo Washington.D.C.20555. Attention:
Signincent Homerges Conehtoratione. Docketing and Service Branch.
Reenthly plotice By October 29.1984, the licensee may

file a request for a hearing with respect
L Background to issuance of the amendment to the

Pursuant to Public Law (Pub. L) 97- subject facility operating license and
415. the Nuclear Regulatory Commission any person whose interest may be
(the Commission)is publishing its affected by this proceeding and who
regular monthly notice. Pub. L 97-415 wishes to participate as a party in the
revised section 180 of the Atomic Energy proceeding must file a written petition
Act of 1954. as amended [the Act), to for leave to intervene. Requests for a

|
require the Commission to publish hearing and petitions for leave to,

notice of any amendments issued. or intervene shall be filed in accordance
(

} proposed to be issued. under a new with the Commission's " Rules of
' provision of section 180 of the Act.This Practice for Domestic Licensing

provision grants the Commission the Proceedings"in 10 CFR Part 2. If a
authority to issue and make immediately request for a hearing or petition for
effective any amendment to an leave to intervene is filed by the above
operating license upon a determination date the Commission or an Atomic
by the Commission that such Safety and Licensing Board, designated
amendment involves no significant by the Commission or by the Chairman
hazards consideration, notwithstanding of the Atomic Safety and Licensing

, *

the pendency before the Commission of Board Panel. will rule on the request
a request for a hearing from any person. and/or petition and the Secretary or the

This monthly notice includes all designated Atomic safety and Licensing
amendments issued. or proposed to be Board will issue a notice of hearing'or8

issued. since the date of publication of an appropriate order.
the last monthly notice which was As required by to CFR 2.714. a
published on August 22.1984 (49 FR petitjon for leave to intervene shall set
33333) through September 17.1964. forth with particularity the laterest of

he petitioner in the proceeding. and
NOTICE OF CONSIDERATION OF hew that interest may be affected by the
ISSUANCEOF AMENDMENTTO results f the proceeding.The petition
FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE AND should specifically explain the reasons
PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT wtw , intervention should be permitted
HAZARDS CONSIDERATION with particular reference to the
DETERMINATION AND fW"8 act rs:(1)The nature of theOPPORTCNITY FOR HEARING petitwner.a right under the Act to be

The Commission has made a proposed made a party to the proceeding: (2) the
determin.uion that the following nature and event of the petitioner's

|
|

|

. _ _ _
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property, finaacial, or other interest in expiration of the 30-day notice period. Arkansas Power and I.ight Company,
the proceeding; and (3) the possible provided that its final determination is Docket No. 56-313. Arkansas Nuclear
effect of any order which may be that the amendment involves no One. Unit No.1, Pope County, Arkansas
entered in the proceeding on the significant hazards consideration. The Date of amendment request Augustpetitioner s interest.The petition should final determination will consider all
also identify the specific aspect (s) of the public and State comments received *

subject matter of the proceeding as to before action is taken. Should the DesenWion of amendmenaquest
.

The amendment would revise the| which petitioner wishes to intervene. Commission take this action,it will,

Technical Specifications (TSs) for Steam
| Any person who has filed a petition for publish a notice ofissuance and provide Generator Sarveillance to (1) provideleave to intervene or who has been I r pportunity for a hearing after clarity. (2) modify the designation ofadmitted as a party may amend the issuance.The Commission expects that those areas identified as special areas inpetition without request'ngleave of thet .

the need to take this action will occur! Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the the steam generator whero
first prehearing conference scheduled in very infrequendy. mperfections have been previously
the proceeding. but such an amended A request for a hearing or a petition found and (3) allow the sleeving of ten
petition must satisfy the specificity for lease to intervene must be filed with steam generator tubes as part of a
requirements described above. the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. demonstration program. Only the;

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to Nuclear Regulatory Commission, portion of the proposed amendmenti

the first prehearing conderence Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: dealing with (3) above is considered in
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner Docket'ag and Service Branch, or may this notice. Portions (1) and (2) above
shall file a supplement to the petiiton to be delivered to the Commission's Public will be considered in a separate notice.
Intervene which must include a list of Document Room,1717 H Street, N.W., Specifically the portion of the
the contentions which are so ight to be Washington, D.C., by the above date. proposed amendment considered in this
litigataed in the matter, and the bases Where petitions are filed during the last notice would add a new footnote to
for each contention set forth with ten (10) days of the notice period, it is Table 4.18-2 to allot- for sleeving of ten
reasonable specificity. Contentions shall requested that the petitioner promptly so defective tubes during the ANO-1 sixth
be limited to matters within the scope of inform the Commission by a toll-free refueling as part of a demonstration
the amendment under consideration. A telephone call to Western Union at (800) program. Currently the TSs allow repairpetitioner who fails to file such a
supplement which satisfies these 325-6000 (in Missouri (800) 342-6700). of dtfective steam generators by

The Western Union operator should be plugging defective tubes. In the

oi ton i ot e tted > given Datagram Identification Number proposed change, the licensee intends to

participate as a party. 3737 and the following message repair up to ten (10) selective steam

Those permitted to intervene become addressed to (Branch Chief): petitioner's generator tubes by installing sleeves
parties to the proceeding, subject to any name and telephone number; date (sensitized Inconel alloy 600) inside the

limitations in the order granting leave to petition was mailed; plant name; and riginal tubes to bridge the degraded

intervene, and have the opportunity to p'iblication date and page number of areas, thus permitting the tubes to
remain in service.The sleeves would beparticipate fully in the conduct of the this Federal Register notice. A copy of

hearing, including the opportunity to the petition should also be sent to the 7n s o$e s eeves o provid a leakpresent evidence and cross-examine Executive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear
proof boundary and structuralintegritywitnesses. Regulatory Commission. Washington. of the sleeves.The method to be used is

C. 55, and to the anomey for the

determination on the issue of no
-

s milar to that which has been employedCo m ssi n will ake a i al
at utilities in large scale projects since

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave the 1930's. The licensae has indicatedsignificant hazards consideration. The
t intervene, amended petitions. that the tube sleeves have beenfinal determination will serve to decide

when the hearing is held. - '"P.plemental petitions and/or requests qualified for use in degraded Once
if the final dete mination is that the f r nearm, g will not be entertamed Through Steam Generator (OTSG) tubes

,

amendment request invcives no absent a determination by the by a series of tests and analysis and
significant iszards consideration the Commission, the presiding officer or the that the sleeves are strong enough,
Commission may issue the amendment Atomic Safety and Licensing Board sufficiently leak free and corrosion
and make it immediately effective, designated to rule on the petition and/or resistant to be used as a permanent-

notwithstanding the request for a reque t. that the petitioner has made a remedy to keep the degraded tubes in
hearing. Any hearing held would take substantial showing of good cause for service. Aleo, the licensee has indicated
place after issuance of the amendment. the granting of a late petition and/or that up to 5000 sleeves could be

If the final determination is that tne request. That determination will be installed in each steam generator with*

amendment involves a significant based upon a balancing of the factors minimal effect upon plant operation. The
hazards consideration, any hearing held specified in to CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i}-(v) and effect of installing ten s'eeves as
would take place before the issuance of 2.714(d). proposed by the licensee would be
any amendment. For further details with respect to this insignificant. Further, the proposed

Normally, the Commission will not act on, see the application for change does not involve a significant
issue the amendment until the n m aSe pdaW m

amendment which is available for publicexpiration of the 30-day notice period. nse9unce9 an a c p*shnspection at the Commission's Public evaluated or a significant reduction in aHowever, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that failure Document Room.1717 H Street, NW.- margin of safety.The NRC staff agrees
to act in a timely way would result, for Washington, D.C., and at the local w th the preliminary results provided in
example,in derating or shuidown of the public document room for the particular the licensee's application.
facility, the Commission may issue the facility involved. Bo:ds forproposedno sigmficant
license amendment before the hozanis considerotwn determination:

..
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The Commission iias provided guidance The first sample inspection during change to the technical specifications:
concerning the application of the - each inservice inspection * * * shall for example. a change to achieve
standards in to CFR 50.92 by providing include: consistency throughout the TSs. Since
certain examples (48 FR 14870). None of 1.* * * this portion of the proposed change
tha examples, relating to whether 2. At least 50% of the tubes inspected more clearly describes what was
significant hazards considerations are shall be in those areas where experience intended. the Commission's staff
likely or unlikely, appear to be directly has indicated potential problems. proposes to determine that this portion
applicable to this amendment.The The following phrase would be added: of the application does not involve a -

Commission, however, proposes to "except where specific groups are significant hazards consideration.
determine that the application does not inspected per Specification 4.18.3.a.3." For the proposed change di.; cussed in
involve a significant hazards The proposed change does not change

above. the three factors discussed in
consideration because the proposed the mient of the TS but rather makes it

,

to CFR 50.92 are discossed as follows:clear that if the licensee chooses themethod of repairing the degraded tubes The current TS implies that special
will restore their original capabilities p y sp c gas cia g oup groups include the fulllength of the
and prov,de a level of safety in
operation commensurate with that area), then that 8roup does not need to tubes in the groups. The existence ofi

special groups in the TS it the result of
anticipated of the facility had it not fnsexperienced the need to repair steam tion and, more p cifica 1. would data from the operation of ANO-1 and,

not be considerd in the 50% of the first therefore, at the licensee's option, would
generators. Under the Cammission s
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means random inspection (Specificaion be fully inspected.Since the

4.18.3 a'2)' implementation of the current TS. more
that operation,of the facility in
accordance with the proposed 2. Change Specification 4.18.3.a.2 operating data has been collected at

amendment would not (1) mvolve a
which defines the groups that may, at ANO-1 and it indicates that

sigmficant increase in the probability or the licensee's option, be excluded from imperfections in the current defined,

consequences of an accident previously the first random inspection if the group special groups are more likely in certain
is fully inspected.The change would portions of the tubing (i.e., over the

n r iffe n kin f a cid t fro r def ne the group as " potential problem tube's length). Therefore, the licensee
areas to the portion of tubes (i.e over proposes to provide 100% inspection ofany accident previously evaluated: or (3)

involve a significant reduction in a the tubes height) where imperfections the potential problem areas of the
have previously been found in contrast current defined special groups.margin of sagety. to the current TS which implies that the Accordingly, the results of an inspectionLocalPublic Document Room group include the complete length of the of the proposed defined specialgroupsLocation:Tomlinson Library. Arkansas tubes in the group. would yield results equivalent to theTech Um,versity.Russelhille Arkansas 3. Delete Specification 4.18.3.a.3.(2) inspection results of the current defined72801. which defines a special group that the special groups. In addition, the portionAttorneyforlicensee: Nicholas S. licensee may, at the licensee's option, of tubes of the current defined special

Reynolds. Bishop. Liberman, Cook. fully inspect and = not be part of the groups which would not be ir spected
Purcell & Reynolds.1200 Seventeenth first random int, G n.This group under the proposed definition of the
Street. N.W., Suite 700. Washington. DC consists of those tubes which are special groups would be included in the
20030. supported in the 15 support plate by inspection of the first random inspection

NRC Bmnch Chief: John F. Stolz. drilled holes rather than broached holes.
, sample. Therefore, the proposed change

'

pec$alg w uld rat (1) increase the probability orArkancas Power and IJght Company- whlc ef nes p a the c nsequences f an accident previouslyDocket No. 50-313. Arkansas Nuclear licensee may, at the licensee's option, evaluated. (2) create the possibility of aOne. Unit No. l. Pope County Arkansas fully inspect and.thus not be a part of new r different kind of accident from
Dato of amendment request: August the first random mcpection. This group

13.1984. consists of those portions of tubes any previously evaluated, or (3) involve

Description of amendment request; where previous imperfections have been a significant reduction a margin of

The amendment would revise the f und and is bounded by a large wedge sdety. Therefore, the Commission's

Technical Specifications (TSs) for Steam (c nsisting of % of the tube bundle)
staff proposes to determine that this,

ngmatmg at the center of the bundle portion of the application does not
Generator Surveillance to (1) provide

""d g t n either side of the involve a significant hazards -

clarity. (2) modify the designation of consideration.nethose areas identified as special areas m,
the steam generator where 5. Correct a typographical error in With regard to (3) above, due to the

Note 2 of Table 4.18-2. Reference to fact that this proposed amendment to
imperfections have been previot. sly ,

Specification 4.18.3.a.4 should be the TSs merely eliminates an option that
found and (3) allow the sleeving of ten . 4.18.3.a.3;' the licensee would exercise without
steam generator tubes as part of a Basis forproposedno significant limitation, the proposed change would

; demonstration program. Only the hczards consideration determination: not (1) increase the probability or
! portions of the proposed amendment The Commission has provded guidance consequences of an accident previouslysteah,ng with (1) and (2) above are concerning the application of the evaluated. (2) create the possibility of a

conside red in this notice. Portion (3) standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by providing nnv or different kind of accident fromdealmgmith the sleeving of the steam
certain examples (48 FR 14870) of any previously evaluated, or (3) involvegenerator tubes will be considered m a amendments that are considered not a significant reduction of a margin of

Separate notice, likdy to involve significant hazards safety. Therefore, the Commission's
Specifically, the portions of the considerations. staff proposes to determine that this

propcsed amendment considered in this The proposed change discussed in (1) portion of the application does notnotice would; above is most like example (i) which involve a significant hazards
1. Clarify Specification 4.18.3.a.2. constitutes a purely administrative consideration.
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The proposed ch,:nge discussed in (4) every la months. and (5) the exercise of Specifications for PWRs," to ensure
above is most like example (ii) which the Powt r Operated Relief Valve compliance with to CFR 50, Appendi> 1.
constitutes an added limitation. (PORV) a t the end of each refueling The revision proposes the additional
restriction or control not presently pcriod. requirement of contm, uous momtoring of

,

included in the TS. The proposed special Basis fceproposedno significant the waste gas to the waste ga; decay
group is quite a large group to be fully hazards censideration determination: tanks by redundant waste gas
inspected and would constitute a much The Commission has provided guidance anahzers. These analyzers will detect
larger surseillance of tubes if the concerning the application of the the formation of a potentiaily flammable

*

licensee chooses the option of fully standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by prosidmg mixture of hydrogen and oxygen in the
inspecting this group. Therefore. the certain exarnples (48 FR 14870). An Waste Gas System before it becomes
Commission's staff proposes to example of actions involving no flammable. The implementation of the
oetermine that this portion of the significant hazards considerations is an proposed changes is expected to reduce.

application does not insolve a amendment involving a change that significantly the likelihood of hydrogen
significant hazar ds consideration. consututes an additionallimitation. , explosions in the radioactive waste gas

The proposed s.henge d9 cussed in (5) restriction, or control not presently systems.
above is most hke eumpte (i) which included in the Technical Specifications. Basis forproposedna significant
constitutes a purely administrative The proposed Technical Specification hazards consideration determination:
change to the technical specifications: modifications impose additional The Commission has provided guidance
for exampt , a corraction of an error, limitations, restrictions and control $ concerning the application of the
The proposed chance would correct the and, therefore, fall within this example. standards in 10 CFR M92 by providing
reference to Specification 4.18.3.a.4 in Therefore since the application for certain examples (48 FR 14870). The
Table 4.1%2. Therefore. the amendment involves proposed changes examples of actions involving no
CommissAn's staff proposes to that are similar to the examp:e for which significant hazards include changes that
deternime tnat this portion of the no significant hazards consuierations constitute additional limitations not
applicat;on does not invohe e exist, the Commission has made a presendy included m the Technical
significant hazards consideration. proposed determination that the Specifications and that rnake the license

Local Public Document Room application for amendment involves no conform to change s in the regulations.
lecution:Tombnson Library. Arkansas significant hazards considerations. S nce the proposed changes add
Tech Un% rsits. Russellvilh . Arkansas LocalPublic Document Room requirements and ensure compliance
72801. location:Tomlinson Library, Arkansas with the regulati.ms in accordance withAttorney for licensee: Nicholas S. Tech University, Russellville, Arkansas the staff positior s, the staff proposes toReynolds, Bishop. Liberman Cook. 72801,

determine that the application does notPurcell & Reynolds.1200 Seventeenth Attorneyforlicensee: Nicholas S. involve a signif cant hazardsStreet. N.W.. Suite 700, Washington. DC Reynolds Bishop. Liberman, Cook,
consideration.20036. Purcell & Reynolds,1200 Seventeenth

Arkansas Power and Light Company, '

j,c fjo ,h, gf,##"NRC Branch Chief: John F. Stolz. Street. N.W., Suite 700. Washington, DC
g, I ry A kansas

Docket No. 50-313, Arkansas Nuclear C Branch Chief: John F. Stolz.
Tech Univers ty, Russellville Arkansas
72801.

One, Unit No.1, Popo County, Arkansas Arkansas Power and Light Compacy. Attorney /brlicensee: Nicholas S.
Date of amendment request. August D ckets Nos. 50-313 and 50-368, Reynolds Bishop, Liberman, Cook.

15.1984. Arkansas Nuclear One, Units Nos.1 and Purcell & Reynolds,1200 Seventeenth
Description of amendment request: 2. Pope County, Arkansas Street, N.W., Suite 700. Washington.

The amendment would add Technical Date of amendment request: July 11. D.C. 20036.
Specification Limiting Conditions for 1984. NRCBermch Chiefs: James R. Miller,
Operation and Surveillance Description of amendment request: John F. Stolz.
Requirements to protect the reactor This submittalis a revialon to the Baltimore Gas and Electric Company,coolant systi m against an esont of request for amendments dated August Docket Nos. 50-317 and 56,318, Calvertoverpressurization durin;; low 23,1983, which was noticed in the

Cliffs Nt clear Power Plant, Unit Nos.1temperatures where the reactor sessel Monthly Federal Register Notice on
matenal toughness. i.e.. res. stance to November 22,1983 (48 FR 52805). The and 2. Calvert County, Maryland
bnttle fracture. is reduced frem tisat amendments would revise the Technical Date of application for amendment:.

which ers's at normal operating Sperifications to incorporate hydrogen / April 9 1984 and June 29,1984. *

temperature. Specifically. the proposed oxygen concentration limitations and Description of amendment request:
| arnendment would require (1) the core hydrogen / oxygen monitoring The proposed amendments would
| flood tank disc.harge valves be closed requirements in the radioactive waste change the Unit 1 and Unit 2 Technical

*

' with power removed from the valces gas systems. The proposed Technical Specifications (TS) to reflect: (1) a
daring plant cooidown. (2) the h;gh Specifications would establish limits of c.hange to the surveillance requirements
pressure injection motor. opera'ed hydrogen / oxygen concentrations in the for f,re pumps to allow an alternate test
sah es be cloud with their control Wasie Gas Surge Tank and Waste Gas met tod. (2) correction of a typographicali

circuits disal !cd when the reactor Decay Tank stah that a llammable or error in a Unit 1 fire pump surveillance
coolant temperature is less than 2M explosive mixture would not be tes.,(3) clarification end correction of a
degrees F. (3) the plant not be operated possible. This is an added limitation to typographical error concerning fire hose
in a watar schd condition with the the cur *ent Techairal Specifications. stations (41 clarification of operability
reactor coolant system pressure The application was su'omitted in rr quirements for the component cooling
boundary intact except as a llowed by response to an NFC request to w ater system. (5) clarification of valve
the emergency operatirig procedures. (4) incorporate the applicable current staff surveillance for component cooling.
surveillance of the low temperature positions, presented in NUREG-0472. sersit.e water and salt water systems.
overpressure protection alarm logic " Radiological Efflaent Technical and (6) prosision for backup
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instrumentation for the remote An additional change to Unit 1 TS 3/ operability requirements for the
shutdown. wide range neutron flux 4.7.11 has been proposed to correct a component cooling water (CCW)

instrumentation. typographical error. The word "fluch" ir: system: "At least one component cooling

These changes to the TS are in partial TS 4.7.11.1.1.d should actually be water heat exchanger shall be operating

reJponse to the applications dated April " flush."The correction of a and the remaining component cooling

9,1984 and june 29.1984.The remaining typographical error was given as an water heat exchanger may be in

issues addressed in these applications example. (i) in 48 FR 14870. of an standby." The proposed change to TS

will be addressed in future amendment which is not likely to 3.7.3.1 has been requested in order to
*

correspondence. involve sgnificant hazards ie'!ect actual operating practices
Basis forproposed no significant considerations. Accordmgly,the associated with the CCW system.

haran/s consideration determination: Commissior pioposes to determine that The CCW sys:em for each Calvert
Calvert Cliffs Units 1 and 2 TS 3/4.7*11. the change to Umt 1 TS 4.7.11.1.id Cliffs Unit consists of 3 motor dnven .

"First Suppression Systems." includes involves no sigmficant hazards pun ps. 2 heat eschangers, a head tank.
operabilit3 and surveillance considerations. and associated valves. piping.
requirements for the electric and diesel BC&E has proposed to correct a instrume.tarien, and controls. Cooling
powered fire pumps. One such typographical error m TS Table 3.7-6. water for the ECW heat exchanpers is
surveillance requirement, applicable to " Fire liose Stations." Entry number 3 in. supplied by the salt water system which
both diesel and electric powered pumps. Table 3.7-6 contains the words " . - discharges its water directly to the
requires a monthly test by operating Aux Feeder Water Pipe Rooms" which ultimat heat sink (Chesapeake Bay).
these pumps ". . . on recirculation should actually be " Aux Feedwater During normal operation. the CCW
flow." The term " recirculation" means Pump Rooms." As indicated previously, system supplies cochng water to a
the establishment of a flow path by correction of a typographical error is number of safety-related components.
which a quantity of fluid discharged unhkely to involve a significant hazards The Calvert Chifs FSAR. Section 9.5.2.
from the pump is routed back to the consideration. Accordingly, the ,,ates that. "During normal plant
suction side of the pump. BGaE has Commission proposes to dete-nine that cperation, one of the pumps and one of
proposed a change to 'IB 3/4.7.11 to the proposed change to TS Table 3.7-6. the heat exhangers are required for
delete the phrase ". . . on recirculation which involves the correction of a cooling service " The remaining CCW
flow * to allow for use of an alternate typographical error involves n heat exchanger is normally maintained
test method for the diesel and electric significant hazards considerations. In " standby" status with its discharge
powered fire pumps. BG&E has proposed a second change valve closed. In the event of a Loss of

*Ihe National Fire Codes. Vo,ume 2. to TS Table 3.7-6.This change mvolves Coolant Accident (LOCA). the CCW
Chapter 20. Section 2-6,1983 re .uires entry number 2 which describes hose system services important safety.related
each fire pump to have a circuladon station on to-10' and-15 levels of the components: however, the CCW system
relief valve.The code states that Each auxiliary buildings. Since these hose is designed so as not to supply cooling

Umts 1 and 2pump shall be provided with an stations are common to,tuated such that water immediately following a LOCA.
automatic relief valve set below the (the hose stations are si During this period, the salt water system
shutoff pressure at minimum expected equipment from both umts can be supply to the CCW heat exchangers is
suction pressure. It shall provide reached by the water spray) BG&E has isolated. After a minimum of 36 mmutes,
circulation of sufficient water to prevent proposed a clarifym, g footnote t salt watn ilow to the CCW heat

,

the pump from overheating when indicate this commonality. The TS entry, exchangers is automatically reinitiated
operatmg with no discharge., as presently worded, could be and CCW cooling begins. Existing

BG&E has proposed that these valves misinterpreted to mean that these hose emergency procedures mstruct the
be utilized to provide a flow path in lieu stations are located at both Units 1 and reactor operators to open the outlet
of a recirculation flow path. 2 and thus would represent 6 hose v Ive m, the CCW heat exchanger. A

Our review of the alternate test stations rather than the 3 hose stations time f 36 mmutes is judged to the
method, involving the establishment of a actually installed. One example given in adequate for operators to take manual
fire pump flow path via the circulation 48 FR 14870 of an amendment which is cti n in this regard,
relief valve. Indicates that it provides an not likely to involve significant hazards

The proposed change TS 3.7.3.1 serves
acceptable monthly demonstration of considerations is "(1) A purely to further document an operating mode,
fire pump operability. Since the administrative change to technical
alternate test method is acceptable, use specifications: for example, a change to involving use of a sing!e CCW heat

of this test will continue to demonstrate achieve consistency throughout the exchanger during normal operation. that .

the re4iability of the fire pumps. technical specifications, correction of an has been previously used and is
described in the FSAR. In the event ofOn April 6.1983 the NRC published error, or a change in nomenclaturey

guidance in the Federal Register (48 FR We conclude that the addition of the LOCA. starting from operation with one

14870) concerning examples of clarifying footnote to TS Tabb 3.7-4 CCW neat exchanger, a combination of *

amendments that are not likely to represents an administrative change. manual actions and automatic features

involve significant hazards Accordingly, the Commission proposes assure proper postaccident functioning

considerations. One such example (vil to determine that the proposed change of the CCW systent. For the reason,

involves changes ". . . where ce results to TS Table 3.7-6. to add a clanfying accidents which require operation of the

of the change are clearly within all footnote. involves no significant hazards CCW system for mitigation will not be
acceptable criteria with respect to the considerations. worse nor will any other new or

system or component specified in the BGAE has proposed a change to Unit 1 different kind of accident be created. In
Standard Review Plan . . .".We and 2 TS 3.7.3.1. " Component Cooling addition. since no changes have been

conclude that the proposed change to TS Water System." At the present time. TS proposed to the designed or operation of

3/4.7.11 is consistent with this example 3.7.3.1 requires that "At least two the CCW system, no safety margins will

and thus the Commission proposes to component cooling water loops shall be he reduced. Accotdingly.the

determine that this change involves no OPERABLE" The licensee has proposed Commission proposes to determine that

significant hazards considerations. that the following be added to the the proposed change to TS 3.7.3.1 which

,

!
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clarifies operability requirements for the systems from completing their safety operable under emergency conditions.
CCW system, involves no sigraficant function. would still require periodic communications can be established
hmrds considerations. surveillance. For this reason, a high betwean the AFWP rooms and the

BG&E has proposed a change to Urut I degree of assurance is maintaine that remainder of the remote shutdown
and 2 TS 4.7.3.1. 4.7.4.1. and 4.7.5.1 which these systems wilal be capable of instrumentation located at 1(2)C43.
rroviJe Surveillance Requiremerts for performmg their safety functions: The Wade Range Neutron Flux
Ine wmponent coohrg water, serse therefore, no change in the probability instrumentation is provided for
water and salt water s} stems. or consequences of accidents previously monitoring purposes and does not
respectivcly . At the present time each ccnoidered will result nor will accidents provide inputs foe automatically

*

' f +e TS contains a surveillance of a new or different kind be created. actuated equipment: therefore, the
recuiring that. "At least once per 31 Smce no design changes or changes in changes as retlected in the proposed
davs by verifying that each salve the level of eperability of these s3 stems Limitmg Conditions for Operation do not,

(mur.ual. power operated or automa nci will result herem, no cecrease m change the course or seventy of any
r,ervicing safety related equipment that margins of safety will occur. analyzed accidents nor the probability
is not locked. sealed, cr otherwise Accordingly, the Comrcission proposes of such accidents occurrini Moreover,
secured in position. is in its correct to de:*rmine that the proposed changes the usefulness of this instrumentation to
position." to TS 4.7.3.1. 4.7.4.1 and 4.7.5.1 involve provide postac::ident information has

BGaE has proposed replacing the na r. igm!: cant hazards considerations. not been degraded. The proposed
phrase "* * * Servicing safety related BGsE has requested a change to Unit change thus would not decrease any
equipment * * *" with the phrase 1 and 2 'IS 3/4.3.3.5. " Remote Shutdown margm of safety. Since this change** * * in the flow path * * *" This Instrumentation." to allow the use of involves only monitoring and provides
proposed change would clearly identify altlernate wide range neutron flux no input for automatic actua' ion of
the class of valves which require instrumentation. BGAE has installed safety equipment or functions, themonthly verification. new remote shutdown panels in the Unit change will not create the possibility of

Systems such a the component colling I and 2 switch gear rooms (1C43 and an accident not previously evaluated.water, service water, and salt water 2C43.) The remote shutdown panels had On these bases. the staff proposes tosystems contain a considerable number been located in the Unit 1 and 2 determine that the proposed change toof valves. Not all of these valves have auxihary feedwater pump (AFWP) TS 3/4.3.3.5 for the remote shutdownthe same safety significance r.nd thus rooms. The use of the new wide range instrumentation does not involveneed be subjected to the same type or neutron flux instrusaentation, 8 gnificant hazards considerations.frecuency of surveillance. One class of incorporated into the new remote
LocalPublic Document Roomvalves performs functions which are shutdown panels, was approved by

very minor from a safety standpoint. changes to TS 3/4.3.3.5 issued on June 6. location: Calvert County Library. Prince
Frederick MarylandThese functions include: drains. vents. 1984 (Umt 2. Amer'dment No. 75) and

and mstrument isolation (root) valves. November 17.1*3 (Unit 1. Amendment
Attorneyforlicensee: George F.

Mispositioning of these valves would No. 88).
Trowbridge. Esq., Shaw. Pittman. Potts

either be obvious during routine On March 19.1984, the new Unit 1 and Trowbridge.1800 M Street. N.W.,
operation (i.e. a closed instrument root wide range neutron flux mstrumentation Washington D.C.20036.
valve would cause the associated began showing evidence of possible NRCBranch Chief) James R. Miller.
instrument to be inoperable) or perform impending failure and was subsequently Tkston Edison Company, Docket No. 50-
fanctions which are minor with regard declared inoperable. On April 19.1984 293. P!! grim Nuclear Power Station.
to the completion of the safety function the NRC issued a change to TS 3/4.3.3.5 Plymouth, Massachusetts
of the system.These types of valves are (Unit 1. Amendment No.91) to allow the
typically quite numerous and monthly use of the wide sange neutron flux Date of amendment request: August 9*
surveillance, with regard to position. is instrumentation, sulllocated in the Unit 1984.

unnecessary. 1 AFWP room, until such time as the Description of amendment mquest:
, ,

At the present time Unit 1 and 2 TS new instrumentatioa could be repaired. The proposed amendment would replace
4.5.2 requires the following monthly test DGaE subsegluently requested. by the carbon dioxide (CO.) systern ,
of va!ves in the emergency core cooling application dated J me 29,1984. 4 Technical Spec:fications with similar
system (ECCS): " Verifying that each change to the Unit 1 and 2 TS specifications for a llalon fire
salve (manual, power operated or 3/4.3.3.5 to allow use of the wide range suppression system recently installed in
automatic) in the flow path that is not neutron flux instrumentation. located m the cable spreading room. References to.

locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in the Unit 1 and 2 AFWP rooms. at any the CO, system relative to switchgear
position. is in its correct position." time when the wide range neutron flux rooms at the 23-foot and 37-foot

The above wording appropriaiety mstrumentation at the new remote elevations would be deleted since the
excludes valves outside the flow path shutdown panels becomes inoperable. CO, hose stations at those locations-

(Salves with minor safety significance) The wide range neutron flux have been replaced by water hose
from this routine surveillance. BGAE has instrumentation located in the AFWP stations.
proposed adopting this same rooms has been shown by prior service Basis forproposed no significant
surveillance requirement for the to be rehable equipment. During the hazards conside:ution determination:
component cooling water, service water, period when they would be required. The licensee states in its application
and salt water cooling systems (TS when the primary wide range neutron that a Italon system has been installed
4.7.3.1. 4.7.4.1. and 4.7.5.1); thus, the flux instrunantation flocated at 1C41 to replace the "CO, system which was
valse surveillance requiternents of these and 2C43) are inoperable, the used as the mam source of fire
systems would be consistent with mstrumentation in the AFWP would be suppression in the cable spreading room
similar requirements for the ECCS. required to undergo routine surveillance. (CSR) until it failed a dump test on
Moreover unsecured valves in the main in addition. in the event that the wide October 24.1931. Since that time, the
flow paths of these systems, whose range neutron flum instrumentation in CSR has been monitored by fire watch
misposition would prevent these the AFWP rooms are required to be patrol." On January 18.1982, the
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licensee informed the NRC that the CO. providing certain examples (48 FR the licensee's submittalindicates that
discharge test referred to above, made 14870). One of the examples (vi) of this is the case. Accordingly, the
the CSR so cold that electrical actions involving no significant hazards Commission proposes to determine that
equipment in the room might not operate considerations relates to a change which this change does not involve a
correctly. llalon would not have that may reduce in some way a safety significant hazards consideration.
effect since it woukt not make the room margin but where the results of the LocalPublic Document Room
cold and it does not adversely affect change are clearly within all acceptable /ocation: White Plains Public Library,
electrical equipment in other ways. criteria with respect to the system of 100 Martine Avenue, White Plains, New

'

NRC has previously esaluated flalon component specified in the standard York 10610.
systems and has found that they provide resicw plan.The La Salle Technical Attorneyfor heensee: Thomas 1
fire suppression capability at least Specifications for operability of plant Farrelly, Esq.,4 Irving Place, New York,
equivalent to that of CO. systems. monitors woui l be changed to reflect New York 10003. -

Furthermore, the licensee states that the operability restrictions according to NRCBranch Chief: Steven A. Varga.
IIalon system in the Pilgrim CSR was Generic Letter 83-36.
successfully tested on May 3,1984,in Therefora, since the application for Consolidated Edison Company of New

accordance with standard test criteria amendments involves proposed charges York, Docket No. 50-247, Indian Point

prescribed by the National Fire that are similar to an example for which Nuclear Generating Unit 2, Westchester
Protection Association. On this basis, no significant hazards consideration County, New York
the NRC staff concluded that operation esists, the staff has made a proposed Date of amendments request; june 29.
of the Pilgrim Station in accordance with determination that the application for 3934,
the proposed amendment would not (1) amendme .ts involves no significant Description of amendments request;
involve a significant increase in the hazards consideration. An amendment'to the Technical
probabihty or consequences of an Loca/Public Cocument Room Specifications to modify the defmition of
accident previously evaluated. (2) create location: Public Library of Ilhnu.s Valley the term " Operable" as it applies to the
the possibility of an accident of a type Community College, Rural Route No.1, single-failure criterion for safety
different from any evaluated previously. Oglesby, Illinois,61348. systems: certain editorial and format

,

or (3) myolve a significant reduction in a Attorney for bceusee: Isham, Lincoln changes would also be necessary.The
margin of safety.Therefore, the staff has and Burke, Suite MO,1120 Connecticut proposed change was ;;*iated in
made a proposed determination that this Avenue N.W., Washmgton, D.C. 20036. responee to an NRC request to revise the
opplication for amendment involves no NRCBranch Chief: A. Schwencer. definition consistent with guidance
significant hazards consideration * Consolidated Edison Company of New issued by NRC.The proposed
f[I[g"g York, Docket Nos. 50-003 and 50-247 amendment conforms to the NRCb

y o th P 11 ibr ry, North Indian Point Nuclear Generating Units 1 request and provides for a revised
Street, Plymouth, Massachusetts 02300. and 2. Westchester County, New York definition that is more restrictive m thatAttorney forlicensee: W. S. Stowe,
Esq., Boston Edison Company,800 Date of amendments request: June 20, it extends the definition to mclude

Boylston Street,36th Floor Boston. 19M. systems that are associated with the

Massachusetts 02199. Description of amendments request system in question.This amendment

NRC Bmnch Chief: Domenic B. By NRC Generic Letter 83-43 to all request supercedes the licensee's prior

Vassallo. licensees model Technical request dated February 14,1984.
Specifications were forwarded which Basis forproposedno significant

Commonwealth Edison Company, showed the revisions to reporting hazards consideration determination:
Docket Nos. 50-373 and 50-374, La Salle requirements as necesettated by Section The Commission has provided guidance
County Stat,on, Units 1 and 2. La Salle 50.72 and 50.73 of Title 10 of the Code of concerning the application of thei

County, Ilhnois Federal Regulations. Section 50.72 standards for determining whether a!

i Date of amendment request July 25, revises the immediate notification significant hazards consideration exists
1984. requirements for operating nuclear by providing certain examples (43 FR

: Descngt/on of amendment request power plants. Section 50.73 provides for 14870).The examples of actions
[ The proposed amendments te, Operating a revised Licensee Event Report System. involving no significant hazards
| Licenses NPF-11 and NPF-18 would By letter dated June 20,19M the consideration include actiops which are

I
revise the La Salle, Units 1 and 2 Consolidated Edison Company purely administrative changes to the

' Technical Spec;fications to somewhat submitted proposed license amendments Technical Specifications, and changes ,

reduce limits on monitors in accordance for NRC review and approval which that constitute an additional limitation.
|

with guidance in Generic Letter No. 83-- reflects changes to reporting restriction, or control net presently
| 36, "NUREG-0737 Technical requirements. included in the Technical Specifications.

| Specifications." The action statements Bcsis forproposedno significant The changes proposed in the -

| for the accident monitoring hazards consideration determination: application for amendment are
j instnamentation for (1) Drywell The Commission has provided guidance encompassed by these examples in that:

Hydroge n Concentratian Monitor. (2) concerning the application of these (1) the guidance provided by NRC and!

Primary Containment Cross Gamma standards by providing certain proposed in the amendment for the
Radiation, and (3) Noble Gas Monitors examples (48 FR 14870). One of the revised definition of the term
are modified as provided Generic Letter examples (ii) of actions not likely to " Operable"is more restrictive in that
aba6. insolve a significant hazards the operabdity of systems associated

Basis forproposed na sigmficant consideration is a change to make the with the system must also now be
hazards considemtien determination: licr.nses conform to changes in the considered; and (2) the resulting format
The Commission has piosided guidance regulations where the change results in and editorial changes are purely
concerning the applic.ation of st.edards very minor changes to facihty administrative changes.Therefore, since
for a no significant huards operations clearly in keeping with the the application for amendment involves
consideration determination by regulations. The NRC initial review of proposed changes that are similar to the

,

I
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example for which no significant Another example (i) of actions not Currently, the TS require a PRC
hazards consideration exists, the staff likely to involve a significant hazards meeting to approve documents which
has made a proposed determination that consideration relates to purely are reviewed by the PRC.The proposed
the application involves no significant administrative changes to the Technical change would allow PRC review and
hazards consideration. Specifications. The proposed changes (1) approval of documents by document

Loca/Public Document Room affect only the procedure by which the routing. A meeting would still be
location: White Plains Public Library, PRC approves documents (a change required for review and approval of
100 Martine Avenue, White Plains, New from approval by meeting to approval issues related to reportable events and
York,10010. by document routing) and (2) still changes to limiting safety system'

Attorneyforlicensee: Thomas J. require PRC approval of the same types settings and limiting conditions for
Farrelly, Esq.,4 Irving Place. New York. of documents.ne proposed changes operation. Also, for the approval by
New York 10003. also limit the document routing approval routing of procedures, tests,,

NRCBmnch Chief: Steven A.Varga. method to issues not related to experiments TS changes, and safety
reportable events and issues not system modifications additional controls s

Consumers Power Company, Docket No. involving changes to limiting safety would be instituted to ensure proper
50-155. Big Rock Point Plant Charlevoix system settings or limiting conditions for consideration of these issues by the
County, Michigan operation. Approval by routing of PR"

Date of amendment request: July 30. yocedures, teets, experiments, TS Basisforpwposedno significant
19M and August 6,1984. changes, and safety system hazards considemtion determination:

Description of amendment request modifications would be subject to The Commission has provided guidance

The amendment would (1) make the special controls to assure proper conceming the application of the,

reporting requirements in the "l echnical consideration of these issues. standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by providing
Specifications (TS) consistent with to Therefore, since the changes make the certain examples (48 FR 14870, April 6
CFR 50.72 and 50.73 and (2) allow Plant license conform to changes in the 1983). One of the examples (vii) of

]
Review Committee (PRC) review and regulations and do not affect plant actions not likely to involve a significant
approval of documents by document operations or are purely administrative, hazards consideration relates to
routing. The changes to the reporting the staff proposes to determine that the changes to make a license conform to
requirements were proposed in response proposed changes would not involve a changes in the regulations, where the
to Generic Letter No. 83-43, " Reporting significant hazards consideration license change results in very minor
Requirements of 10 CFR Part 50, determination in that they: (1) do not changes to facility operations clearly in
Sections 50.72 and 50.73, and Standard involve a significant increase in the keeping with the reguistions.ne
Technical Specifications," dated probability or consequences of a proposed changes to confonn to 10 CFR
December 19,1983. previously evaluated accident; (2) do not 50.72 and 50.73 affect only reporting

Currently, the TS require a PRC create the possibility of a new or requirements and do not affect facility -
meeting to approve documents which ' different kind of accident from any operations.
are reviewed by the PRC.The proposed accident previously evaluated: and (3) Another example (1) of actions not
change would allow PRC review and do not involve a significant reduction in likely to involve a significant hazards
approval of documents by document a margin of safety, consideration relates to purely
routing. A meeting would still be LocalPublic Document Room administrative changes to the Technical
required for review and approval of location: Charlevoix Public Library,107 Specifications. %e proposed changes (1)
issues related to reportable events and Clinton Street, Charlevoix, Michigan affect on'y the procedure by which the
changes to limiting safety system 49720. PRC approves documents (a change
settings and limiting conditions for Attorneyforlicensee:Judd L Bacon, from approval by meeting to approval
operation. Also 'for the approval by Esquire, Consumers Power Company, by document routing) and (2) still
routing of procedures, tests. 212 West Michigan Avenue, Jacksun, require PRC approval of the same types
experiments. TS changes, and safety Michigan 49201. of documents.The proposed changes
system modifications additional controls NRCBmnch Chief- Walter A. also limit the document routing approval
would be instituted to ensure proper Paulson, Acting Chief. method to issues not related to
consideration of these issues by the reportable events and issues not

Consumers Power Company, Docket No. inv Iving changes to limiting safety
. . 50-255, Palisades Plant Van BurenBosisforproposedno signifi system settings or limiting conditions for

hazards consideration determm; cant County, Michigan
.

ation: operation. Approval by routing of
The Commission has provided guidance Date of amendment request: July 30, procedures, tests, experiments.TS
concerning the application of the 1984 and August 6,1984. changes, and safety system
standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by providing Description of amendment request; modifications would be subject to.

certain examples (48 FR 14870. April 6. The amendment would (1) make the special controls to assure proper
1983). One of the examples (vii) of reporting requirements in the Technical consideration of these issues.
actions not likely to involve a significant Specifications (TS) consistent with 10 Therefore, since the changes make the
hazards consideration relates to CFR 50.72 and 50.73 and (2) allow Plant license conform to changes in the
changes to make a license conform to Review Committee (PRC) review and regulations and do not affect plant
changes in the regulations, where the approval of documents by document operations or are purely administrative,
license change results in very minor routing.The changes to the reporting the staff proposes to determine that the
changes to facility operations clearly in requirements were proposed in response proposed changes would not involve a
keeping with the regulations.The to Generic Letter No. 83-43, '' Reporting significant hazards consideration
proposed changes to conform to 10 CFR Requirements of 10 CFR Part 50, determination in that they: (1) do not
50.72 and 50.73 affect only reporting Sections 50.72 and 50.73, and Standard involve a significant increase in the
requirements and do not affect facility Technical Specifications " dated probability or consequences of a
operations. December 19,1983. previously evaluated accident: (2) do not

1
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1

create the possibility of a new or different kind of accislent, and will not NRC Brunch chief: Steven A. Varga.

different kind of accident from any involve a significant decrease in a safety Duquesne Light Company, Docket No.
,

margin. Tnerefore, the Commission 50-334, Beaver Valley Power Station,accident previously evaluated; and (3)
o not mvolve a sigmficant reduction in proposes to determme that there is n Unit No.1, Shippingport, Pennsylvania

a margin of safety. significant hazards consideration
localPublic Document Room involved in this amendment request. Date of amendment request: June 28.

location: Kalamazoo Public Library. 315 LocalPublic Document Room 1984.

South Rose Street, Kalamazoo. hiichigan location: Oconee County Library,501 Descriptim of amendment request: *

49007. West Southbroad Street, Walhalla. This is an application for an amendment
Attorney forlicensee:Judd L Bacon, South Carolina. to Operating License DPR-66. revising a

Esquire. Consumers Power Company. Attorneyforlicensee:J. Michael number of Tab!es in the Technical
212 West hitchigan Avenue. Jackson. hicGarry. !!!. Bishop. Liberman. Cook. Specifications as fo!!ows: .

Michigan 49201. Purcell and Reynolds,12tM 17th Street. (1) Table 4.3-13 would be revised to
NCR Branch Chief: Walter A. N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20036. indicate that the Noble Gas Activity

Paulson. Acting Chief. NRC Branch Chief: John F. Stolz. Monitor and Radiation Monitor provide
control room alarm communication only:

Duke Power Company Dockets Nos. 50- Duquesne Light Company. Docket No. ,

269,50-270 and 50-287. Oconee Nuclear 50-334, Seaver Valley Power Station, they do not initiate any automatic
actuation, as is currently and

Station Units Nos. l.2 and 3, Oconee Unit No.1, Shippingport, Pennsylvania
County, South Carolina Date of amendment mquest- [peci ca s.

Date of amendment request: June 26. November 3.1983, as revised July 31' (2) Table 3.4-4 would be revised to
'*

escription of amendment request: escription of amendment request: t e f nct ona g Negat y Stearn
The amendments would authorize This is an application for and Pressure Rate to be 50+ 5 seconds.This
changes to the Techmcal Specifications amendment to Operating License DPR- time constant is currently not specified
(TSs) by delineating the need for 66, ehminating Appendix B in its in the specifications.
administrative controls to limit the entirety. All Technical Specifications in (3) Table 3.3-3,3.3-4,3.3-5 and 4.3-2
working hours for station staff Appendix B refer to non-radiological w uld te revised to add the list of
performing safety-related functions. The requirements such as soil sampling, signals tlat initiate the start of the
proposed changes to the Oconee TSs are areial infra-red photography, etc. The Auxiliary Feulwater Systems.These
in response to a lune 12.1984. NRC purpose of such required surveillance is signals are currently not included in the
letter regarding Duke's December 28. to determine if operation of the unit Specifications.
1982, response to Generic Letter 82-Itl. would adversely affect the environment.

Basis forproposed no signife,' con,t
The licensee states that the proposed The licensee believes that sufficient hazards considemtion determmation:
revision to TS 6.4.3 is in accordance surveillance has been performed to The Commission has provided guidance
with Generic Letter 82-16. enable him to conclude that the concerning the application of these

Basisforpmposedno significant environment has not been adversely
standards by providing certa,m

hazards consideration determination: affected,and therefore proposes to
Duke Power Company's submittal of eliminate all such requirements from the examples (48 FR 14870). One of these.

Example (ii), involving no significant
June 26,1984, included a discussion of license. hazards considerations is "A change
the proposed action with respect to the Basis forproposedno significant that constitutes an additionallimitation,
no significant hazards consideration hazards consideration determination: restriction, or control not presently
standards. The Technical Specifications in included in the technical specifications:

The Commission has provided, at 48 Appendix B are not involved with Unit 1 for example, a more stringent
FR 14870. guidance concerning the hardware or operation. Thus elimination survei!!ance requirement." Items (2) and
application of these standards by of these specifications does not increaae
providing certain examples. The the probability of occurance or the (3) above match the example and the

proposed amendment of the TSs consequence of an accident. In addition. staff, therefore, proposes to characterize

delineating the need for administratise no accident or malfunction of a different
them as involving no significant hazards
consideration.controls to limit the working hours for type from any previously analyzed The Commission also provided

station staff has been determined to be would be created by the proposed
a change that constitutes additional amendment. Since Appendix B Example (i) which is "A purely ,

limitations and controls not presently specifications are not concerned with administrative change to technical

included in the TSs. Example (ii) of the safety, and do not impose any operating specifications for example. * * *

types of amendments considered not restriction, their elimination would not correction of an error * * * " Item (1)
above matches the example and the .

likely to involve significant hazards reduce any margin of safety.
considerations is applicable to this Therefore, on this basis, the staff staff, therefore, also proposes to

characterize it as involving no
amendment request. This specific proposes to characterize the licensee's
example involves amendment gests requested change as involving no significant hazards consideration.

LocalPublic Document Roomthat are considered to be a che ge that significant hazards consideration.
constitutes an additionallimitation. Locc/Public Document Room location: B. F. Jones Memorial Library.

restriction, or control not presently location: B.F. knes Memorial Library, 663 Franklin Avenue. Aliquippa,

included la the TSs. The Commission's 663 Franklin Avenue, Aliquippa, Pennsylvania 15001.

staff has determined, based on the Pennsylvania 15001. Attorneyfor/icensee: Gerald

above consideration, that the revision Attorneyforlicensee: Gerald Charnoff. Esquire, Jay E. Silberg,

does not involve a significant increase Charnoff Esquire, Jay E. Silberg, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman. Potts, and

in the probability or consequences of Esquire. Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and Trowbridge.1800 M Street, N.W.,

accidents previously considered. nor Trowbridge,1800 M Street. N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036.

create ti.a posribility of a new or Washington, D.C. 20036 NMC Branch Chief: Steven A. Varga.

I
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Florida Power and Light Company, et al. does sers e to mitigate the consequences in that it intohes relief from an
Docket No. 50-389, St. Lucie Plant Unit of a potential release to the public operating restriction that was imposed
No. 2. St. Lucie County, Florida fo!!owing a Loss of Coolant Accident prior to licensing because justification

Date of amendment request: August (LOCAL. In the evaluation of these for the relief requested in this
isolation valves, they were assumed to amendment. based on plant operating31 1984'

Description of amendment request; he open when a LOCA occurred.'Ihese experience. did not exist at that time.

The proposed amendment would make valm are designed to close within 5 Based on the above. the staff proposes

changes in the technical specifications Isolat. s f the start of a Contamment
to determme that the proposed change**' "d.

of St. Lucie Plant. Unit No. 2. to allow ion Actuation Signal.This meets does not involve a sigmficant hazards
NRC Branch Technical Position CSB 6-4. consideration.continuous operation of the 8-inch

containment purge supply and exhaust Further. this system has been designed I,ocalPublic Document Room
t acc mm date a single failure. In the location: Indian River Junior College*

isolation valves. At present, the esent f an accident, offsite doses will Library. 3209 Virginia Avenue. Forttechnical specifications allow the 8-inch
n t exceed the limits specified in to CFR Pierce. Florida 33450.containment purge supply and exhaust
Part 100.isolation valves to be open for less than Attorneyfor licensee: Harold F. Re,s,i

or equal to 1000 hours per calendar year. Standard 2. Create the Possibility of a Esq., Newman and Holtzinger P.C 1615
As identified in the bases for the New or Different Kind of Accidentfrom L Street. N.W., Washington. D.C. 20036.
Technical Specifications. use of the 8- Any Accident PreviouslyEvaluated NRCBranch Chief: lames R. Miller.
inch purge valves during plant The proposed Technical Specification Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe
operations is allowed since,in the event will allow the 8-inch purge valves to Power Corporation, Municipal Electric
of a LOCA or steam line break, these remain open continuously. Extending Authority of Georgia. City of Dalton,
valves will cicae and, therefore, the site the number of allowable purge hours 'per Georgia, Docket No. 50-366. Edwin I.
boundary dose guidelines of to CFR Part year does not involve any evolution that ~ Hatch Nuclear Plant, Unit No. 2, Appling
100 would not be exceeded in the event is not currently performed thus dces not County, Georgia
of an accident during purgin8 lead to the possibility of a new or Date of amendmenmquest:operations. different kind of accident from any December 21,1983, as supplementedThe licensee requests that the previously evaluated.
restriction that allows the 8-inch April 16,1984, and May 2.1984.
containment purge valves to be open Standard 3. Involve a Significant Description of amendment request:
only for less than or equal to 1000 hours Reductionin a AfaiN n ofSafety The amendment would modify thei

per year be deleted, thus allowing The Continuous Containment / Technical Specification Limiting
continuous operation of the system. Hydrogen Purge System has been Conditions for Operation (LCO) to

Basisforproposedno significant designed for continuous operation. In increase the number of movable
hazards consideration determination: the event of a LOCA, with a failure of a detectors in the Traveling incore Probe
Under the provisions of 10 CFR 50.92 the single 8-inch purge valve, the remaining (TIP) system that are required to be
Commission may make a final valves will close within 5 seconds, operable from three to four.
determination pursuant to the Offsite doses due to a LOCA and one 8 . The amendment would also modify
procedures in 50.91, that a proposed inch purge valve failure will not exceed the Technical Specification Action
amendment to an operating license for a 10 CFR Part 100 limits. Extending the Statement for this LCO to allow
facility licensed under 50.21(b) or 50.22 number of allowable purge hours per operation of the TIP system with one or
or for a testing facility involves no year does not place the plant in a more inoperable detectors. It would
aignificant hazards considerations,if different configuration than that which allow the functioning portions of the TIP
operation of the facility in accordance is currently utilized routinely.Therefore, system to be used for monitoring and
with a proposed amendmert would not: continuous operation of the 8-inch purge calibration purposes for 31 effective fall

1. Involve a significant increase in the system does not involve a significant power days following the last
probability or consequences of an reduction in a margin of safety. normalization of the detectors.The
accident previously evaluated; or: The Commission has also provided current Technical Specification does not

2. Create the possibility of a new or guidance concerning the application of allow the TIP system to be used if all
different kind of accident from any these standards by providing examples required detectors (currently three)
accident previously evaluated; or: of amendments considered hkely, and cannot be normalized.The purpose of

3. Involve a significant reduction in a not likely, to involve a significant this change is to increase the accurcy of
margin of safety. hazards consideration. These were monitoring of core parameters by the

A discussion of these standards as published in the Federal Register on local power range monitors (LPRMs)
they relate to this amendment follows: April G 1983 (48 FR 14870). One of the when portions of the TIP system are

examples f a tions involving no inoperable.Standard L Involve a Significant signific nt hazards consider tlan ( v) Bas:s forproposed no significantIncreasein the Probability or relates to a relief granted upon hazards constderation determmation:Consequences of an Accider demonstration of acceptable operation The Commission has providdd guidance
_

.g g
from an operating restriction that was for the application of the enteria in 10

The proposed Technica! Specification impesed because acceptable operation CFR 50.92 by providing examples of
v.ill allow continuous operation of the 8 w as nat yet demonstrated.This assumes amendments that are considered not
inch containment purge system.This that the operatine restriction and the likely to involve a significant hazards
represents an increase in operating tirne entrria to he appHed to a request for consideration (48 FR 14870). One such
from 1000 hours to 8700 hours per 3 ear. relief hase been established in a prior example is (ii). a change that constitutes
Continuous operatien of this systern will review and that it is justified in a an additional limitation. restriction or
not increase the probabuty .,f an satisfactory way that the criteria bar.- control not presently included in the
accident since this system connot m been met. This proposed arr er.dment is Technical Specifications. The increase
itself cause an accident. This system consafered to be similar to cumple (ivl in the number of movable detectors
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r quired to be operable is similar to this Trowbridge,1800 M Street, N.W., will be limited to a maximum height of 6
extmple. Washington, D.C. 20038. inches above the top plate. In addition, a

Ths Commission has also provided NRCBmnch Chief: John F. Stolz. "GO, NO-GO" gauge will be used to
ensure se cask is at de comet @stindards for determining whether a GPU Nuclear Corporation, Docket No. prior to movement.significant hazards consideration exists 50-219, Oyster Creek Nuclear The Commission has provided

e-

(10 CFR 50.92(c]). A proposed Generating Station, Ocean County, New guidance conceming the application ofsmendment to an operating license for a I''8'Yfacility involves no significant hazards standards for a no significant hazards
3

consideration if operation of the facility Date of omem ment request: August consideration determination by *

in accordance with the proposed 28,1984. providing certain examples (April 6,
am:ndment would not:(1) Involve a Description of amendment request.- 1983,48 FR 14870). One of the examples'

significant increase in the probability or The proposed amendment requests (iv) of action not likely to involve a .

consequences of an accident previously approval of a Techmcal Specification significant hazards consideration relates
t.viluated; or (2) create the possibility of Change to section 5.3.1.E to remove the to a relief granted upon demonstfation
a new or different kind of accident from weight limitation of the spent fuel of acceptable operation from an
any r.ccident previously evaluated; or (3) shipping cask. .. operating restriction that was imposed
involve a significant reduction in a B0818 forPNPosegno significanf because acceptable operation was not

hazards consMemtion determination:margin of safety yet demonstrated. This assumes that the
On Oder 14,1983, a M. htM operating restriction and the criteria toThe current Technical Specfication Court, Westem District of New York,

allows plant operation to continue for up be applied to a request for relief have
issued a Partial Settlement Agreement been established in a prior review andto 31 effective full power days with less and Order which requires GPU Nuclear that it is justified in a satisfactory waythin three TIP detectors operable. l.PRhi Corporation (GPUN) to return 224 spent that the criteria have been met.Thedrift during plant operation tends to be fu assemblies from the Nuclear

in c nonconservative direction (dine to changes proposed in the application for
Semce Center in West VaHey, New amendment are encompassed by thisburnup of fissionable materialin the Y rk to Oyster Creek Accordingly,in example and the requested action fulfillsionization chambers). Thus, the current

Technical Specification, in effect, ['[*[bli s the requirements set forth in the SERPU is co tr ctin for the supporting Amendment 22 of the Oysterprzvents conservative corrections to the f TN fu I sh
LPRM readings from being made during [ks each hav ng a Creek license. On this basis, the staff

11 load i t of
the ptriod (up to 31 effective full power 40.5 tons.The use of these casks would proposes to determine ,that the perwsed
days) m which the plant is allowed to reduce the number of shipments from amendment Mes no s#,can

hazards considerations.optrite with less than three operable West Valley to 32 instead of the 114
TIP detectors. LocaNic Documenhinrequired if the NLI % cask were utilized.

The modified Technical Specification On March 30,1977, the NRC issued location: 101 Washington Street. Toms
will a.llow corrections to the LPRM Amendment No. 22 to the Oyster Creek River, New Jersey 08753.
readings for those LPRM strings that can Technical Specifications (TS). This Attorneyforlicensee: G.F.
be reached by the remaining operable amendment addressed the increased Trowbridge, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman,
TIP detectors when less than four spent fuel pool storage capacity and the Potts and Trowbridge,1800 M Street,
dete:: tors are operable.This will allow requirements that go with it. One of N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036.
updating and more conservative these requirements had to do with NRCBranch Chief: Walter A.
monitoring of the core parameters and limiting the weight of a spent fuel Paulson, Acting Chief.
cdjustment of Average Power Range shipping cask, which could be raised GPU Nuclear Corporation, et al DocketMonitor setpomts. It thereby provides over the top plate of the cask drop No. 56-2es, nrne Mile Island Nuclearfor raore conservative operation with protection system (CDPS), to a Station, Unit No.1, Dauphin County,respect to core thermallimits. maximum weight of 30 tons. Although PennsylvaniaWhile under certam conditions the the analysis for the CDPS had been
modification will make it possible, when performed by GPUN using a 100-ton Date of amendment request: February
using a manual calculation to determine cask, and had been found acceptable by 17.1984-
parameters, to operate at a higher power the NRC as discussed in the March 30, Description of amendment request:
level than is currently allowed with less 1977 SER of Amendment 22 the NRC Wis amendment request supersedes the
than three TIP detectors operable. the imposed the 30-ton limitation until the request dated June 8,1981, which was .

opeating guidelines that the plant details of the means used to limit the published in the Federal Register on July
follows for usage of the manual height to which the cask can be raised 21,1983 (48 FR 33383).The proposed
calculation are designed to prevent use over the operating deck have been amendment includes the recommended
of ths calculation in a nonconservative submitted by GPUN and approved by Technical Specification (TS) changes of *

manner. the NRC staff. our Generic Letter 84-13.
On the basis of the above, the The proposed amendment change The proposed amendment would

Commission has determined that the request would remove the so-ton provide operability requirements and
reqursted modification meets the three limitation so that GPUN can utilize the surveillance requirements for snubbers.
criteria and therefore has made a TN-9 shipping casks. GPUN is The operability requirements would
proposed determination that the developing and will use specit.c require an inoperable snubber to be

j amendment application does not involve procedures for handling the TN-9 casks. restored to operable within 72 hours or

|
a significant hazards consideration. To ensure that the cask will not be the associated system would be

; LocalPublic Document Room raised more than 6 inches above the top declared inoperable and the required
| location; Appling County Public labrary, plate of the CDPS, limit switches on the action for the inoperable system would
! 301 City IIall Drive, Baxley. Ceorgia. crane will be set to limit the crane's be initiated.The surveillance

Attorneyforlicensee: G.F. upward travel to a level such that the requirements would include: visual
Trowbridge, Shaw. Pittman, Potts end bottom surface of the cask base plate inspections, refueling outage
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inspections, visual inspection 1983). One of the examples (vi) of actian coolant. accident / emergency core
acceptance criteria, functional tests, not likely to invclve a significant cooling system (LOCA/ECCS)
functional test criteria, functir,nal test hazards consideration is a change which calculations.
failure a nalysis, functional testing of either rnay result in some increase to the Basis forproposedno sigmficont
repaired or replaced snubbers. and probability or consequences of a hazards consideration determinution:
snubbers seal replacement program. previously. analyzed accident or may The new LOCA/ECCS calculations base

Basis forproposed vo significant reduce in nome wav a tafety marpm. but been performed with adjustments to
hazards consideration determination: where the reults of the change are FLECitT based heat transfer.

The Commission has provided examples t.!early wnhin all acceptable crite ia correlations to account for the difference
(48 FR 14870) of the type cf amendments with respect to the system er cornponcnt in axial power distribution between that
not likely to involve a significant specified in the Standard Review Plan. used in the Unit 2. Cycle 5 unalysis and
hazards consideration. One example of 1 he first proposed change to revise the that used in the FLECitT tests where the-

this type lii)is a change that constuutes bumup dependent core physi.:s correlations were first developed. The
an additional hmitation. restriction or paramacrs for Exxon fuelleft in Umt 1 adjustments in the heat transfer
contro! not presently included in the is directly related to this example. correlation will make the resulting
Technical Specifications. The propo. sed Westh:ghouse fuel is repl$cing the LOCA/ECCS calculations more
change regarding operability Exson fwlin Unit 1 and fue io the representative of the D.C. Cook. Unit 2.
requirements falls into this category in epproved power increar :. highly core configuration and do not otherwise
that a time limitation (72 hours) would enriched Westinghouse (uel with ' change the previous analyses or findings
be placed on the restorati i of extended burnap the Exxon fuel in the safety evaluation report
inoperable snubbers.'If the inoperable rema ning in the core will also be supporting the Cycle 5 operation. As
snubbers are not restored to an operable exposed to higher burnups. The such. operation with the revised F. and
condition within the proposed time proposed changes and effects on the fuel Fa a. a will not involve a significant
hmitation, then the licensee would be and pl.nt opertion to a cocnt for th;s incrvase in the probability or
required to declare the associated higher burnup is based an analyses and cor. sequences cf an accident previously
sysbm inoperable which would result in methods used previously and found evaluated; or create the possibility of a
a plant shutdown. Simila:ly, the acceptable.The results of the change new nr different kind of accident from
surveillance requiremems imnose are clearly within all acceptable criteri9 any accident previously evaluated; or
additional restrictions rei ded to with respect to the fuel design and involve a significant reduction in a
mandatory periodic testing of the operational capability. margin of safety.Therefore, the
snubber assemblies to assure The secon3 prooosed change to the Commission has madc a proposed
operability. Such restrictions do not heat flux hot chaar el factor Fo. is also determination that the amendment
currently exist in the TSs. There' ore, the like this example in tha, the licensee request involves no significant hazardsCommission proposes to determine that proposes to incorporate the BART consideration.the proposed a.nendment does not corr.puter code ant. lysis in the currentiy Loco /Public Document Room

, .

involve a sygmhcant hazards approved large break analysis The locction: Maude Reston Palenskeconsideration. Commission has previous {j reviewed
LocalPublic Dccument Room the use of the BART code m this fashion Memorial I.ibrary. 500 Market Street. St..

location: Covernraent Publicctions and has faund it acceptabla und the ,Ioseph, Michigan 49085.

Section. State library of Penm,ylvania, results clearly within all acceptance Attorneyforlicensee: Cerald
Education Building. Commonwealth snd cnteria. On the basis of the above, the Charnoff. Esquire. Shaw, Pittman. Pot ts
Walnut Strects, liarrisburg. Commission proposes to conclude that and Trnwbridge,1800 M Street, N.W.,
Pennsylvania 17t20. the proposed char.ges described above Washington, D.C. 20036.

A trarney for Licens-ce Sha w. Pittman, invulve a no significant hazards NRC Branch Chie'. Steven A. Varga.
Potts & Trowbridge,1800 M Street, consideration. Iowa Electric Light and Power Company,
N.W., Washir:gton. D.C. 200% Loco /Public Document Rocm Docket No. 50-331. Duane Arnold

NRC Brosch Chief: John F Stolz. location:Maude Reston Palenske Energy Center,Ilna County, Iowa
Memorial rary,500 Marke: Street. St.Indiana and Michigan Electric Compeny,

Docket No. 50-315. Donald C. Cook I Sep - igan 49085. Date of amendment request: August

Nuc; ear Pg2nt. Un;i No.1. Berrien Attorneyfor hcensee: Gerald ' -

Charnoff. Esquire. Sha w, Pittman. Pott, Description of amendment request-
nty, San and Trowbridge.1000 M Street. N.W., t he proposed amendment would correct

Date of amendment request: Auxast Washington. D.C. 20rtA. an error in the instrument setpoint
23.1984. supported by Exxon Nuclear , NRCBronch Chief: Steven A. Varga. dealing with the bypass of the direct
letters dated August 22 and 23.1984, scram signals, at low reactor power, on

Description of amudment request. Indianna and %chigan Electrit: turbine stop valve or turbine control
*

The proposed amerdmmt would chsage Company. Descket No. 33-316. Donald C- valve closure generated during turbine
the Techniev. Specifical;ons to revise Cook Nuclear Plant Unit No. 2. Berrica trip or generator load rejection event,
the burnup depudent core physics County, Michigan respectively.
parameters for Faxon fuelleft in Urnt 1 Date of amendment twquest: August The licensee states that during a
and to increase the heat flux hot channd 28,1984. sup,)orted by Exxon Nucieur review of the engineering designs
factor. F,. for Westmghouse fuel in Unit letters dated July 7,1984 anr1 Augus' 7, related to the Duane Arnold Energy
1. 1984. Center (DAEC) power uprate program, a

Basis forproposed no significant Description of anndment request: discrepancy in a pressure instrument
horards considert tio9 determination: The proposed amendment would revise setpoint was discovered. The instrument
'Iha Commission has provided guidance the Technical Sperification values of the setpoint was set at a turbine first stage
concerning the application ot the total heat flux hot channel factor. F 7 pressure corresponding to 30% of the
standards in to CFR 50.92 by providing and the nuclear enthalpy rise hot turbine power,instead of 30% of the core
certain examples (48 FR 14870. Aril 6. channel factor as s result of new loss-of power as shown in the Final Safety

--
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Analysis Report. Since 30% of the ll.F.1.2-todine Particulate Sampling additional limitations, restrictions, or
turbine power corresponds to il.F.1.3-Containment High.Rango controls not presently included in the
approximately 35% of the core power. hionitor Cooper Nuclear Station (CNS) Technical
the instrument was erroneously sct in a 11 F.1.4-Containment Pressure Monitor Specifications. Therefore, the proposed
non conservat,ve manner.The licensee, 11 F.1.5--Containment Water f.es el changes are similar to the Commission'si

therefore. required a rhange in the htonitor example (ii) above. Also, as noted, the
Technical Specifications to correct the By letter dated july 18.1984. the proposed revision represents a more
value of the turbine first stage setpomt I censee submitted a revision to the stringent limitation than that originally ,

pressure to correspond to 30% of the February 29,1984 application to change noticed in 49 FR 21831. Therefore, the
core powerinstead of 30% of turhine the following two areas of the Technical proposed revision does not change our
power. Specifications relatise to the abose Tht! originally proposed determination that

Basis forproposedno sigmficant Action Plan items: the requested change will not involve -

hazards considwtion determmation: (1) The action statements for significant hazards considerations.
The Commission has provided guidance inoperable channels of the Containment (2) The licensee proposes to revise the
for the application of the standards for

Pressure I.fonitor (Item 11 F.1.4) and original Technical Specifications
determining whetSer a s,gmficant Containment Water Level htonitor (Item amendment application to deletei

hazards consideration exists by IL F.1.5) are revised to be more stringent requirements and references to the
providing certam examples (48 FR than the action statements proposed in Drywell Level instrumentation.

gnif ant hazaIds co s the February 29,1984 application. Technical Specification changes to add"

(2) Requirements and references to the Drywell Levelinstrumentation werer on
include "(i) a purely administrative Drywell Level Instrumentation, erroneously proposed by the February
change to Technical Specifications: for err ne usly proposed in the February 29,1984 submittal, along with prnposed
example, a change to achieve 29,1984 application in response to Tht! changes to include Suppression
consistency throughout the Technical Action plan item !!.F.1.5, are celeted. Chamber / Torus Water Level
Spei.ifications, correction of an error. or in addition, the July 18,1984 letter instruinentation,in response to Thil,
a change in nomenclature.The proposed pmposed a change to the Technical Action Plan item ILF.1.5. Because this
change is intended to correct un error in Specifications that was not addressed in Tht! Action Plan Item only addresses
an instrument setpoint and is the February 29,1984 application and Suppression Chamber / Torus Water
encompassed by the cited Commission was not noticed in 49 FR 21831. In Level instrumentation. Drywell Level

I
$eref' ore, since the apphcation for preparing the Technical Specifications Instrumentation need not be included in

ainendment invohes a proposed change f r items (1) and (2) above, the licensee the Technical Specifications. Therefore,
n ted that the identification number and this correction does not change our

similar to an example for which no
significant hazards consideration exists, range f a Suppression Chamber / Torus proposed determination in 49 FR 21811

the staff has made a proposed Water Temperature instrument were that the requested change will not

determination that the apphcation incorrectly identified. The third item for involve significant hazards

involves no significant hazards which a Technical Specification revision considerations.

consideration. is proposed by the licensee's July 18. (3) The licensee proposes to change

Loca/ Public Document Room 1984 letter is a correction to the the Technical Specifications to correct

location: Cedar Rapids Public Library. Suppression Chamber / Torus Water the identification number and range of a

426 Third Avenue, S E., Cedar Rapids. Temperature instrument designation. Suppression Chamber / Torus Water

towa 52401. Basis forproposed no significant Temperature instrument. The correction

A ttorney for licensee: lack Newman, hazards consideration determination: is an administrative change similar to

Esquire, liarold F. Reis, Esquire. The Commission has provided guidance the Commission's example (i).

Newman and floitzinger,1025 for the application of the standards in 10 Therefore, we propose to determine that
Connecticut Avenue. N.W., Washington. CFR 50.92 by providing certain examples the requested change will not involve
D.C. 20038. (48 FR 14870) of actions likely to involve significant hazards considerations.

Vassallo.
~

no significant hazards considerations. Loco /Public Document RoomNRC Branch Chief: Domenic B.
One of the exan'ples relates to:"(i) a location: Auburn Public Library,118
pure y administrative change to 15th Street. Auburn, Nebraska 68305.

Nebraska Public Power District, Docket Technical Specifications: for example, a Attorney forlicensee: Mr. G.D.
No. 50-298, Cooper Nuclear Station. change to achieve consistency Watson, Nebraska Public Power
Nemaha County, Nebraska throughout the Technical Specifications. District, Post Office Box 499. Columbus.

Date of amendment request February correction of an error, or a change in Nebraska 68601.
29.1984 as supplemented by submittal nomenclature." Ancther example (ii) of NRCBmnch Chief Domenic B.
dated July 18,1984. actions involving no significant hazards Vassallo. *

Descriptian ofomendment request: consideration is a change that Niagara Mohawk Power Corporat.mn.
The original amendment request of conetitutes an additionallimitation. Docket No. 50-330, Nine Mile Point
February 29.1984 was initiall notked rrstriction, or control not presently Nur. lear Station, Unit No.1. Oswego3

on May 23.1984 (49 FR 218311 inr.luded in the Technical Specifications. Countt, New York.e
original request, in part, cham ed the (1) The proposed sevision to tha

> Technical Specifications to impkment Ter hnical Specifications relative to TMi Date of amendn.ent request; July 11.
the following TMI Action Piaril' ems sat hiian pla i items !!.F.14. Containment 1984.
forth in NUREG-0737, "Clariffi ation of twoure Momtor, and ILF.1.5. Description of amerid: rent request:
TMI Action Plan Requirements" and as Centainment Water Lese! Manitor. The proposed amendment would modify
requested by the staff's Generic Letter impose more stringent action statements the definition section. the limiting
83-36: for inoperable equipment than originally conditions for operations, survei!!ance
ll.B.3--Post Accident Samphng proposed by the February 29.1384 requirements and bases section of the
II.F.1.1-Noble Gas Monitor app'ication. These revisions constitute Technical Specifications with regard to
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the reactor coolant leakage limits. More hazw!I donsiderations. nerefr.re. arm - instrumentation that initiates the diesel i

Ispecifically, initiation of inspection and operu sen of Nine Mile point Unii No. t ;n - generators. The proposed changes
corrective actions are required when accothnce with the propose <f a Aendrr.e.-d provided in the August 3.1984 submittal
identified leakage increaees at a rate of [[ ",', 8" i * jy are in response to telephone corferences |V0IV' *

y or cons er of May 17. July 23. and July 30,1984.two gallons per minute wnn a twenty- - vident previously eva'uat2d. |2) create the
four hour period or less: the frequency of possilety of a new or different kind of Basis forpmposedno sigmficant
reactor coolant leakage checks is accided from any accident preivously hazards considemtion determinotion:
increased; and operability and evainted. or (3) invo!.c :5ficane The Commission has provided guidance.

surveillance requirements are imposed reduction in a margin oi safety %* concerning the determination of
on the leakage detection sy.tems. determination is based or the following significant hazards by providing certain

Basisforproposedno significant anahsis. examples (48 FR 14870) of amendments'

',n ;ates cenaidered not likely to involveThe r p sed amen 1hazards considemtion determmation:-

,,, nt , ,, 9
The Commission has prodded guidance improve the overall perf.mance of Nine Mile significant hazards consideration. One
concernmg determination of sigr}ificant Point. Unit No.1 and construction ed of the examples (ii). relates to a change
hazards by providing certain examples operation of Nine Mile Point. Unit No. 2. ne that constitutes an additionallimitation.
(48 FR 14870) of amendments considered positions of Executive Director of Nuclear restriction, or control not presently
not likely to involve signif' cant hazards Operation and Director of Quality Assurwe included in the Technical Specifications:
corsideration.One of the examples were created to utilize the skills of Messrs. B. f9r example a more stringent
relates to a change which is (ii) an G. Hooten and J.A. Perry to accomplish this ' surveillance requirement.The proposed

8 ' f' 8 " " '
d h^spadditional limitation, restriction, or 88

i y by h oa of Di e or . Technical Specification amendment
control not pres,ently included in the these posinons posses, tha authority of imposes more stringent controls on the
Techmcal Specifications. The proposed officers of the corporatioe. diesel generator initiation logic. This is
change imposes additional more The proposed amendment. therefore. accomplished by increased sarveillance
restrictive requirements on the reactor involves no significant heards consideration. and operational requirements.This
coolant leakage limits. Therefore, the This proposed determination is supported by proposed determination is similar to
change is rimilar to example (ii) the fact that the requested action corresponds example (ii)in that the changee
described above with example (i) of the Sholly Rule pub 8ished g g

V V 8ap a in strat en e n c
am nd en volve cha simila o the Technical Specifications. Speci cations.
examples for which a no si nificant Therefore, since the application forh
hazards consideration exists, the staff The staff has reviewed the licensee's amendment involves changes similar to

,,

has made a proposed determination that significant hazards consideration a no a ni cant
the application for amendment involves detenninations and based on this review { amps,ds 9 . ,

no significant han rds considerations. concurs that the proposed change is has made a proposed determination that
LocalPublic Document Room admmistrative in nature since the

location: State Univesity College at function and independence of the the application for amendment involves

Oswego.Penfield Library-Documents. previous organization appears to be n significant hazards consideration.

Oswego. New York 13126. maintained.The staff has made a Local,Public Document location: State
Attorneyforlicensee: Troy B. Conner. proposed determination that the University Colle8e at Oswego. Penfield

Jr Esquire. Conner & Wetterhahn. Suite application for amendment involves no 1.ibrary-Documents. Oswego. New
York 13128.1050.1747 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W. significant hazards consideration.

Washington. D.C. 2000G. LocalPublic Document Room Attorney for h,censee: Troy B. Conner.

NRCBmach Chief: Domenic B. location State University College at Jr Esquire. Conner & }Vetterhahn. Suite
Vassallo. Oswego. Penfield Library-Documents. 1050,1747 Pennsylvama Avenue N.W..

A to eyf r cens roy B. Conner. R nc Ch omenic B.*'
.

*

,t N Ni M1 o Jr.. Esquire. Conner & Wetterhahn. Suite assa o.
Nuclear Station. Unit No.1. Oswego

1050.1747 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W., Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation.County. New York Washington. D.C. 20006. Docket No. 50-220. Nine Mile Poiat
Date of amendment request: July 19. NRC Branch Chief: Domenic B. Nuclear Station. Unit No.1. Oswego

V ** II - County New York
escription of amendment request:'

The proposed amendment changen the Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation. Date of amendment request: August 7
Docket No. 50-220. Nine Mile Point ggg4,l Technical Specifications to reflect a

| management organization change in Nuclear Station. Unit No.1. Oswego Description of amendment request:
which the Senior Vice President. County New York The proposed amendment would change
Nuclear Operations' function is assumed Date of amendment request: August 3. section 6.0. Administrative Controls of
by the Executive Director of Nuclear 1981. superseding in part the request of the Technical Specifications relating to
Operations and the Vice Prew .nt cf April 13.1984. Safety Review and Audit Board (SRAB)
Quality Assurance's function N asumed Description of amendment request: audits of actions taken to correct
by the Director of Qvahty Assurance. This submittal supersedes in part the deficiencies occurring in facility

Basisforproposedno significant request fr.r amendment dated April 13. equipment, structures systems or
hazards considemtion determinati(m: 1984 which was noticed in the Monthly methods of operation that affect nuclear
The licensee has presented its Federal Register Notice on June 20.1984 safety. In particular, the word "all" is .

determinatio i of significant hazards (49 FE 23365).This request for Technical being deleted as a modifier to " actions." |'considerations as follows: Specification (TS) chanFas is to Basis forproposed no significant
The proposed Tect/tical Spet!!n,w incorporate limiting conditions for hazards consideration determination;

amendment regarding management operation, action statement and The proposed Technical Specification
reorganization involves no significant surveillance requirements for the change to section 6.5 Review and Audit
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of the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 hazards consideration determination by significant hazards consideration. One
Administrative Controls involves a providing certain examples (48 FR of the examples,(iv),is a change which
reduction in the required scope of 14870). either may result in some increase to the
review by SRAD of results of actions One of these examples (ii),is a change probability or consequences of a
taken to correct deficiencies in facility that constitutes an additionallimitation. previously-analyzed accident or may
equipment or methods of operation.The restriction, or control not presently reduce in some way a safety margin, but
change proposed by the licensee is included in the Technical Specifications: where the results of the change are
identicalin scope to that found in the for example, a more stringent clearly within all acceptable criteria .

Administrative Controls section of BWR surveillance requirement. The proposed with respect to the system or component
Standard Technical Specifications, amendment matches this example in specified in the Standard Review Plan:
NUREG-0123, Rev. 3, endorsed by that the only changes are additional for example, a change resulting from the
Chapter 16 (NUREG-0800) of the restrictions, imposed by NUREG-0737, application of a small refinement of a
Standard Review Plan. Further, not presently included in the Technical previously used calculational model or
significant events and their respective Specifications. design model
corrective actions are reported to the Therefore, the staff has made a This example is applicable to the first
NRC by Licensee Event Reports, proposed determination that the item in the proposed amendment which
Therefore, the operation of the plant in application for amendment involves no adds Technical Specification
accordance with the proposed significant hazards consideration. requirements pertaining to the new
amendment will not (1) involve a LocalPublic Document Room intertie line in that the change may
significant increase in the probability or location: Environmental Conservation reduce in some way a safety margin
consequences of an accident previously Library, Minneapolis Public Library. 300 with respect to LOCA analyses or
evaluated. (2) create the possibility of a Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis, Minnesota. suppression poolloading.ne new
new or different kind of accident from Attorneyforlicensee: Gerald intertie line has been analyzed by the t
any accident previously evaluated, or (3) Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman. Potts and licensee to determine any possible
involve a significant reduction in a Trowbridge,1800 M Street, N.W., adverse effects resulting from its
margin of safety.Therefore, the staff has Washington, D.C. 20036. presence, including effects on LOCA
made a proposed determination that the NRCBranch Chief: Domenic B. analyses and containment suppression
application for amendment involves no Vassallo. poolloadings. Adverse effects have
sigm,ficant hazards consideration. Northern States Power Company, been found negligible compared to the

LocalPublic Document Room Docket No. 50-263, Monticello Nuclear positive benefits from reducing the
location: State Umversity College at Generating Plant, Wright County, potential for water hammer. %e resultsOswego, Penfield Library-Documents, Minnesota of the change are clearly within all

A tot e f r cen roy B. Conner, Date of application for amendment; acceptable criteria for the system or

Jr., Esquire, Conner & Wetterhahn, Suite May 29,1984 and August 16,19M. c mponent as specified in the Standard

1050,1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Description of amendment request: Review Plan, Section 15.65. "LOCA

Washington, D.C. 20006. The proposed aniendment would modify Resulting from Spectrum of Postulated

Vassallo.
-

the Technical Specifications as follows: Piping Breaks Within the Reactor
,NRCBranch Chiep Domenic B.

1. A new intertie line has been Coolant Pressure Boundary" and Section
installed at the Monticello plant 6.2.1.1.C. " Pressure-Suppression Type

Northern States Power Company, between the Residual Heat Removal DWR Containments."
Docket No. 50-263, Monticello Nuclear

(RHR) suction line and RIIR return line Another example provided by the
Grneratmg Plant, Wright County, for the purpose of reducing the potential Commission (i),is a purely
Minnesota

. for water hammer.nere are three administrative change to Technical
'

Date of application for amendment motor-operated valves in the new line. Specifications: for example, a change to
April 3,1984, as revised August 17,1984. The proposed change adds limiting achieve consistency throu8 out theh

Description of amendment request: conditions for operation (LCOs) and Technical Specifications, correction of
The August 17,1984 submittal replaces surveillance requirements for the new an error, er a change in nomenclature.
the request for amendment dated April valves. This example is applicable to the
3,1984 which was noticed in the 2. A recirculation system cross-tie line second item in the proposed amendment
Monthly Federal Register Notice on May has been removed from the Monticello because the change deletes, from the
23,1984 (49 FR 21833). The proposed plant during the current pipe Technical Specifications, restrictions
amendment would modify the Technical replacement outage. The cross-tie line is pertaining to the operation of a line
Specifications to add a number of valved closed during reactor operation. which has now been physically
specifications by the Commission in and its use during reactor operation is removed.
NUREG-0737 following the Three Mile prohibited by Technical Specifications. Therefore, since all of the changes are
Island accident and following certain Because 'he cross. tie line has now been encompassed by examples of changes
system changes made at the Monticello physically removed, the proposed which the Commission has determined
site.The proposed changes to the change deletes, from the Technical are not likely to pose a significant
Technical Specifications provide Specifications, limiting conditions for hazards consideration, the staff
Limiting Conditions of Operation and cperation prohibiting the use of the proposes to determine that the
Surveillance Requirements for post. cross-tie line during reactor operation. amendment does not involve a
accident sampling equipment and Basis forproposedno significant significant hazards consideration.
control room habitability equipment. hazards consideration determination: LocalPublic Document Room

Basis forproposedno significant The Commission has provided guidance location: Environmental Conserva tion
hazards considemtion determination concerning the determination of Library, Minneapolis Public Library,300

| The Commission has provided guidance significant hazards by providing certain Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis, Minnesota.
concerning the application of the examples (48 FR 14870) of amendments Attorneyforlicensee: Cerald

I standards for making a no significant considered not likely to involve Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and
I
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Trowbridge,1800 M Street N.W hybrid design hafnium control rod The materials evaluation, which
Washington. D.C. 20036. assemblies. These assemblies will be includes the chemical, phys, cal.i

NRC Hmnch Chief: Domenic B. used to replace standard control rod mechanical and irradiation properties,
Vassallo. assemblies during the current Monticello indicates that data and expenence

Northern States Power Company, refueling outage demonstrate acceptable corrosion
The other change proposed in the resistance in high temperature waterDocket No. 50-263, Monticello Nuclear

August 17,1964 application is being and steam exists for hafnium in BWRGxner ting Plant, Wright County,
Minnesota handled by separate action. control rods. The physical properties

The changes made to section 5.2 of the expected to be germane to control
Date of applicationfor amendment: Monticello TSs reflect the use of hybrid applications indicate acceptable

July 27,1984. design hafnium control rod assemblies performance in the BWR environment.
Description of amendment request to replace existing control rod The mechanical evaluation indicates,

The proposed amendment would assemblies.The Hybrid i Control Rod that the thermal expansion and
provide a higher limiting setpoint for (HICR) Assembly has been designed by irradiation growth of hafnium will not
degraded grid voltage protection than General Electric (GE) to be used as interfere with handle and velocity
now exists in the Technical . direct replacement for the present limiter.
Specifications, and would specify time contro! rod assemblies. The original A nuclear evaluation indicates thatdelay and deviations from the setpoint control rods contained only boron the HICR will have no significant impact
for the degraded voltage trip and reset carbide, B.C, as the absorbing material. on core and fuel operation when used as
functions which are presently The new assembly design use B.C a replacement for the current B.Cunspecified. absorber cubes and three solid hafnium control rod assemblies. ExperimentsBasisforproposedno significant rods in the outside edge of each wing. provide critical benchmarks forhazards considemtion determination: This new design will lengthen control calculations and illustrate a minimumThe Commission has provided guidance rod lifetime. Impact on local power and fluxconcerning the determination of "Ihe description of these control rods distributions with all hafnium rods. Ansignificant hazards by providing certain was submitted to the NRC by General even smaller impact is expected forexamples (48 FR 1470) of amendments Electric in topical report NEDE-22290. HICR which is a mixture of hafnium andconsidered not likely to mvolve Based on the staff's evaluation of the B.C. Therefore, the HICR can be usedsignificant hazards consideration. One information provided in (a) NEDFe22290,
of the examples [ii)is a change that (b) a meetmg with GE representatives, w thout change in the current lattics

constitutes an additional limitation. and (c) responses to NRC staff physics treatmer.t of control rod

restriction. or control not presently questions, the staff concluded that there assemblies and current design

includtd in the Technical Specifica,tions. is reasonable assurance that the
procedures

A higher degraded voltage setpomt is substitution of Type I HICRs for other
more restrictive, and specification of the approved GE control blades will not that the maximum temperature of the

permissiby time delay and dev,ation result m unacceptable hazards to the new rods is not significantly differenti
from setpomt for the trip and reset pubhc and should, in fact, result in from the currently used control rod

assemblies.functional provide limitations which do improved control blade performance
not presently exist in the Technical and a positive contribution to reactor An accident evaluation shows that the
Specifications. safety. Therefore, NEDE-22290, as HICR weight and envelope are identical

Therefore, since the application for amended to incorporate this safety to the current assemblies.The ,
amendment involves proposed changes evaluation,is approved as a referenced mechamcal and nuclear properties of
that are similar to the examples for document for the GE Type I HICR by the HICR do not differ from the current
which no significant hazards NRC letter dated August 22,1983. asse,mblies in any measures that might
consideration exists, the Commission Basis forproposed no significant be sigmficant during normal or accident
ha made a pioposed determination that hazards considemtion determination: conditions. The HICR is, except for
the application for amendment involves The Commission has provided mmor differences, mechanically
no significant hazards consideration. standards for determining whether a identical to the BWR assemblies for

Loca/ Public Document Room significant hazards consideration exists which many reactor years of safe
lorction: Environmental Conser ation (to CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed operating experience are available.
IArary. Minneapohs Public Library. 300 amendment to an operating license for a Accordingly the mechanical safety
Nuliet Mall. Minneapolis, Minnesota. facihty involves no significant hazards analysis for the HICR is enveloped by

A trarney for licensee Gerald consideration if operation of the facility the mechanical safety analyses for the
Charnoff. Esq., Shaw. Pittman. Potts and in accordance with the proposed current assemblies.
Trowbridge 1600 M Street. N.W.. amendment would not (1) involve a The reactor core response for the
Washington. D.C. 20036. significant increase in the probability or HICR design has been evaluated against

NRC Branch Chief Domenic. It consequences of an accident previously the current control rod design for
Va sso!!n evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of comparison with linear heat generation,

a new r different kind of accident from minimum entical power ratio andNorthern States Power Company
Do< ket No. 50-263. Monticello Nuclear any accident previously evaluated; or (3) maximum average planer heat

int he a significant reduction in a generation limits.The HICR we,ght andiGenerating Plant, u right County *
Ennes ta rrargin of safety. rod worth are the same as the current

The staff has reviewed the proposed control rod design, therefore th cram
Dole of apphratic for rurcendment- amendment and the related topical speed and scram reactivity are the same

At:ust 17.1984. report The licensee concludes that the and the above limits are not affected by
Description of ameerdment request proposed amendment does not involve a the change.

The creposed amendment would revise r.ignificant hazards consideration and Based on the above, the staff has '

ecan 5 2 of the Technical based on the following discussion the determined that: (1) the probability or I

FrecWcations (TSsl to reflect the use of staff concurs with this conclusion. occurrence or the consequences of an

e
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accident would not be increased above approval of the low low setpoint logic (nitrogen inerted) to prevent
those analyzed in the Final Safety modification was issued by the NRC to combustiUe gas mixtures due to
Analysis Report (FSAR) because the the licensee by letter dated March 19, hydrogen generation following
weight and envelope of the IIICR are 1984. postulated loss-of-coolant accidents
identical to those of the currently used The proposed amendment also (LOCAs).The reduced oxygen limit is in
assemblies. and the nuclear and reduces the Limiting Condition of accord with Northeast Nuclear Energy
mechanical properties of the filCR do Operation for the maximum suppression Company's (NNECO's) calculations that
not differ from currently used pool water volume, so that the water show an inerted containment with less
assemblies in a significant way:(2) the volume is consistent with the analysis then four (4) percent oxygen during
possibility of an accident different from supporting the Mark I containment normal plant operation will not support
thow analyzed in the FSAR would not modification program. combustion of hydrogen formed in the
result from these changes because,in Basis forproposedno significant post LOCA recovery period considering

*

addition to the above, these systems hczards considerction determination: water radiolysis, metal / water reactions
would not be operated in a manner new The Commission has provided guidance and other potential sources of oxygen.
or different from that described in the concerning the determination of Basisforproposedno significant
FSAR; and (3) the margin of safety as significant hazards by providing certain hazards consideration determination:
analyzed in Technical Specifications examples (48 FR 14870) of amendments The Commission has provided guidance
would not be reduced because the considered not likely to involve concerning the application of standards
proposed amendment involves no significant hazards consideration. One for a no significant hazards
significant relaxatiorrof the criteria used of the examples (ii), relates to change consideration determination by
to establish safety limits, no significant that constitutes an additional limitation, providing certain examples (April 8.
relaxation of the bases forlimiting restriction, or control not presently 1983. 48 FR 14870). One of the examples
safety system settings, and no included in the Technical Specifications. (ii) of actions not likely to involve a
significant relaxation in limiting The present Monticello Technical significant hazards consideration relates
conditions for operation.Therefore, the Specifications do not contain Limiting to a change that constitutes an
staff finds that operation of the facility Conditions of Operation and additional limitation, restriction, or
in accordance with the proposed Surveillance Requirements for the low control not presently included in the
amendment would not:(1) involve a low setpomt logic modification. Also the Technical Specifications. 'nie change
significant increase in the probability or present Monticello Technical proposed by the licensee involves a new
consequences of an accident previously Specifications contain a less restrictive more restrictive requirement for
evaluated:(2) create the possibility of a value for the maxirnum suppression pool containment oxygen concentration and
new or different kind of accident; or (3) water volume. satisfies the four (4) percent oxygen
mvolve a significant reduction in a Therefore, since this change is more concentration operating limit

.

margin of safety, restrictive than the current Technica! requ rement of NRC Generic Letter 84-
Therefore, for the reasons discussed Specification limit, the change is similar 09 dated May 8,1984. Thus, the proposal

,

above, the staff has made a proposed to example (ii).The staff proposes t is encompassed within example (ii)
determination that the application for determine that the proposed change since the requested action would result
amendment involves no significant does not involve a sigmficant hazards in additional limitation. On this basis
hazards consideration. consideration since it is similar to the the staff proposes to determute that the

LocalPublic Document Room , examples of actions involving n - requested action would involve a no
location: Environmental Conservation sigmficant hazards consideratien cited significant hazards consideration

,

Library, Minneapolis Public Library,300 by the Commission. determination.
Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis, Minnesota. Loca/Public Document Room LocalPublic Document Room

Attorneyforlicensee: Gerald location: Environmutal Conservation location: Waterford Public Library, Rope
Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman. Potts and Library, Minneapolis Public Library,300 Ferry Road, Route 156. Waterford,
Trowbridge,1800 M Street. N.W., Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis, Minnesota.

Connecticut 06385.
Washington. D.C. 20036. Attorney forlicensee: Gerald

NRC Branch Chief: Domenic B. Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and Attorneyforlicensee: Gerald Garfield.

Vassallo. Trowbridge,1800 M Street, N.W., Esquire, Day, Berry. a floward,
Counselors et Law, City Place,llartford.

Washington, D.C. 20036.Northem States Power Company,
NRC Branch Chief:Domenic B.

Connecticut 06103-3499.
Docket No. 50-263, Monticello Nuclear

vassallo* NRCBronch Chief Walter A.
Generating Plant, Wright County, Paulson, Acting Chief.
Minnesota Northeast Nuclear Energy Company,

Docket No. 50-245, Millstone Nuclear Pennsylvania Power & Light Company,
Date of application for amendment: Generating Station, Unit No.1, New Docket Nos. 5047 and 50-388,

be
es rip on of amendmentrequest: London County, Connecticut Susquehanna Steam Electric Station,

n s 1 and 2, Luzeme Gudy,
The proposed amendment would modify Date of amendment request: July 17. hnn@ania
the Technical Specifications to add 1984.

Date of amendment request: May 3.Limiting Conditions of Opervion and Description to amendment request:
.1984.Surveillance Requirements for the low The Technical Specification change

Iow setpoint logic modification. The low proposed by the amendment request Description of amendment request-

low setpoint logic modification is would modify the Appendix A Technical The proposed amendment would:(1)
designed to ensure a minimum water leg Specifications to lower the primary allow for contractor personnel who have

clearing time between any safety relief containment oxygen concentration from been awarded a temporary 180-day

valve (SRV) closure and subsequent five (5) percent to four (4) percent. The clearance and have requested a PP&IcC

actuation to minimize thrust loads as change would farther limit the amount full clearance to be granted an extension

part of the generic Mark I containment of oxygen in the containment drywell of the temporary clearance when

modification program.The review and and wetwell to assure sufficient inerting unforeseeable and lengthy delays in the

!



.

l
1

Federal Register / Vol. 49, No.190 / Friday, September 28, 1984 / Notices 38407.

background investigation are association and observation of the Portland General Electric Company,
encountered. or when the time employee's behavior. Docket No.5N44, Trojan Nuclear
necessary to complete the work project The scope of PP&L's background Plant, Columbia County Oregon
is beyond the projected completion date; investigation includes most aspects of a Date of amendment request: Januaryand (2) provide the Director-Corporate clearance candidate's life including 28,1983. as supplemented and amendedSecunty a reasonable degree of checks into credit history, character hfarch 2/,1984.These requestsflexibility during the clearance process references, employment and supersede an earlier application for

unemployment and locallaw amendment dated March 15,1979.certain mi. o info ation has n t been enf rcement agencies records.
, . Description of amendment request:received, as otherwise required.

Occasionally, due to a backlog m.similar The amendment would make changes toBasisforproposedno significant
hazards considemtion determination: requests for information, some agencies the Radiological Effluent Technical
PP&L's screening program for do n t respond in a prompt fashion.In Specifications that bring them in to
contractors is only to grant unescorted this situation, all other components of compliance with Appendix I of 10 CFR
access for a limited duration-180 days. the background investigation are usually Part 50. It would provide new Technical
Due to the transient nature of work completed with favorable results: Specification sections defining limiting
performed by contractors, frequently however, the clearance, in such conditions for operation and
workers are initially processed for a instances, cannot be awarded until all surveillance requirements for
temporary clearance and are information is available for review. radioactive liquid and gaseous effluent
subsequently laid off prior to the This unduly punishes an otherwise monitoring: concentration, dose and
expiration of their 180-day limitation acceptable candidate for failings beyond treatment of liquid, gaseous and solid
under temporary clearance provisions. his control. Also,it should be noted that wastes: total dose; radiological
In many. cases only several weeks later, the information requested from a non, environmental monitoring that consists
the same workers may be rehired to responsive agency has usually been of a monitoring program, land use
perform another function; however, their verified indirectly through other sources census, and an interlaboratory
temporary clearance is nearing such as references. In most instances, a c mparison program.The change would
expiration or has recently expired. As a complete picture of the individual's also incorporate into the Techmcal
result, these workers must be escorted character, reliability and Specifications the bases that support the
in order to gain entrance to the trustworthiness has already been peration and surveillance
protected area. established. In such cases PP&L would requirements. In addition, some changes

be mah in ahmpageThe implementation of the interim actively pursue attempts to acquire the c ntrols, specifically deahng with the
w

PP&IcC clearance would allow these information even when previous process control program and the offsitepreviously cleared personnel to return to
8"8"P 88'8 8" '8d. dose calculation manual.work in an expeditious manner without

the need for escorting. This option would provide PP&L with Basisforproposedno significant
In addition, unforeseeable and ptimum flexibility during the clearance hazards consideration determination:

uncontrolled delays in the conduct of process and would yield a more cost- .The Commission had provided guidance
the background investigation occur from effective worker-responsive program concerning the application of these
time to time. The interim PP&IcC without diminishing program goals and standards by providing certain
clearance would bridge the gap between intent. examples (48 FR 14870). One of the
the expiration of the temporary and the Therefore, since the application for examples of actions not likely to involve
completion of the full contractor amendment involves a proposed change a significant hazards consideration
clearance in such instances. which meets the standards for relates to changes that constitute

The proposed interim PP&I C concluding that the operation of the additional restrictions or controls not
clearance would not simply be an facility in accordance with the proposed presently included in the technical
extension of the temporary clearance amendment would not, involve a specifications.
because (1) a prerequisite will be that a significant increase in the probability or The Commission,in a revision to
full PPaleC clearance must be in consequences of an accident previously Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50, required
progress (in many cases the full evaluated; or create the possibility of a licensees to improve and modify their
clearance is submitted): (2) all case new or different kind of accident from radiological effluent systems in a
infonnation available at the time of the any accident previously evaluated; or manner than would keep releases of
request for the interim clearance will be involve a significant reduction in a radioactive material to unrestricted
considered in the decision to grant an margin of safety, the Commission areas during normal operation as low as
interim PP&IeC clearance:(3) proposes to determine that the proposed is reasonably achievable. In complying
psychological evaluations are required change involves no significant hazards with this requirement it became,

for all interim clearances (which may consideration. necessary to add additional restrictions
not be the case for temporary and c ntrols to the TechnicalLocalPublic Document Roomclearances):(4) the immediate Specifications to assure compliance.
supervisor for each individual location:Osterhout Free Library, This caused the proposed addition of
requesting an interim clearance must Reference Department,71 South Technical Specifications described
submit a completed questionnaire which Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, above.The staff proposes to determine
addresses alcohol / drug usage, credit. Pennsylvama 18701. that the application does not involve a
mental or nervous problems, reliability Attorneyforlicensee: Jay Silberg, significant hazards consideration since
and trustworthiness; and (5) the Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts.and the change constitutes additional
supervisor must provide a statement of Trowbridge,1800 M Street. N.W., restrictions and controls that are not
opinion as to whether or not he Washington, DC 20036. currently included in the Technical
recommends the employee for NRCBranch Chief: A.Schwencer. Specifications in order to meet the
unescorted access based upon his Commission mandated "as low as is

__
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reasonable achievable" effluent Basisfo proposednosignificant i 50.73 provides for a revised Licensee
objectives. hazards consideration determination: Event Report System and replaces all

LocalPublic Document Room By letter dated December 20,1983, the existing requirements for licensees to
location: Multnomah County Library, licensee requested changes to the Ginna report " Reportable Occurrences" as
801 S.W.10th Avenue Portland Oregon. Technical Specifications (TSl to permit defined in individual plant Technical

Attorneyforlicensee:J.W. Durham, the use of the Westinghouse Optimized Specifications.
Senior Vice President. Portland General Fuel Assembly (WOFA). Included in the Basisforproposedno significant
El ctric Company 121 S.W. Salmon proposed TS revision were new hazards consideration determination:
Street. Portland. Oregon 972R definitions of the nuclear hot channel The Commission has provided certain

NRCBranch Chief: James R. Miller. factors which were applicable to the use examples (48 FR 14870) of actions likely
of the WOFA at Ginna.The licensee did to involve no significant hazardsPublic Service Co.of Colorado, Docket

No. 50-267. Fort St. Vrain Nuclear n t request removal of the old hot considerations.One of the examples
channel factor definitions and they were relates to a change to make a license *

Generating Station, Platteville, Colorado
not deleted with the approval for the use conform to changes in the regulations,

Date of amendment request: August of WOFA which was granted by the where the license change results in very23,1984. staff on May 1,1984. Since the new minor changes to facility operationsDescription of amendment request factors are included in the TS and a" clearly in keeping with the regulations.
,

The proposed change to the Technical governing. the old factor definitions are The amendment involved here is similarSpecifications adds a surveillance inoperative and should be removed in in that it changes the reportingrequirement for steam generator tube the interest of clarity, requirements contained in Technicalexaminations and evaluations following The Commission has provided Specifications to be in accordance witha tube leak.The proposed change was guidance concerning the application of new regulation 10 CFR 50.73.requested by the NRC to formalize the the standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by Accordingly, the Commission proposescommitment to perform these providing certam examples (48 FR 14870, to determine that this change does not
exammations and evaluations as stated April 6.1983). One of the examples (i) of involve a significant hazardsin our June 22,1984 letter. Prior to the actions not likely to involve a sigmficant c nsideration.issuance of this proposal. a hazards consideration is a purely

Loca/Public Document Roomtypographicht error will require administrative change to technical
correction and the Basis will require specifications: for example, a change to Location: Fairfield County Library,
elaboration to be more meaningful. achieve consistency throughout the Garden and Washington Streets,

Basis forproposed no significant - technical specifications, correction of an Winnsboro, South Carolina 29810.
hazards consideration determination: error or a change in nomenclature. The Attorneyforlicensee:Randolph R.
The Commission has provided guidance staff proposes that the proposed Mahan, P.O. Box 764, Columbja South
concerning the application of these changas are administrative in nature Carolina 29218.
standards by providing certain and fall within example (i). Therefore. NRCBranch Chief: Elinor G.
examples (48 FR 14870). The examples the staff proposes to determine that the Adensam.
of actions that are considered not likely request involves no significant hazards
to involve significant hazards consideration,in that:(1)it does not South Carolina Electric & Gas Company,
considerations include a change that involve a significant increase in the South Carolina Public Service Authority,
constitutes an additional limitation, probability or consequences of an Docket No. 50-395, Virgil C. Summer
restriction, or control not presently accident previously evaluated (2) create Nuclear Station, Unit 1, Fairfield County,
included in the Technical Specifications: the possibility of a new or different kind South Carolina
for example, a more stnagent of accident from any accident previously Date of amendment request July 19.
surveillance requirement. evaluated; or (3) involve a'significant 1984.

Since the proposed change involves reduction in a margin of safety.
the addition of a new surveillance LocalPublic Document Room Description of amendment request:

The amendment would revise Technicalrequirement, the above example applies location: Rochester Public Library,115 .

and the staff proposes to determine that South Avenue. Rochester, New York Spe]. ation y, nq e, 9 a y e ucationalthis action does not involve a sigmficant 14004.
hazards consideration. Attorneyforlicensee:ltarry II. requirements of candidates for Senior

LocalPublic Document Room Voight, Esquire LeBoeuf. Lamb. Leiby Reactor Operator's (SRO) Licenses. The
revision consists of a reference tolocation: Greeley Public Library, Cav and MacRae,1333 New Ilampshire
NUREG-0737 Clarification of TM1Complex Building, Greeley, Colorado. Avenue, N.W., Suite 1100, Washington,

Attorneyforlicensee Bryant D.C.20036. Action Plan Requirement, section
O'Donnell, Public Service Company of NRCBranch Chief Walter A. I.A.2.1, and NUREG-1021. " Operator
Colorado. P.O. Box 840 Denver, Paulson. Licensing Examiner Standards," ES-

i ranch Chief Eric II. Johnson.
S uth Carolina Electric & Gas Company, B is forproposedno significant
South Carohna Public Service Authority, hazards consideration determination:

Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation, Docket No. 50-395, Virgil C. Summer The current Technical Specification 6.3Docket No. 50-244, R.E. Ginna Nuclear Nuclear Station, Unit 1, Fairfield County * requirement for SROs is that they shall
Power Plant, Wayne County, New York South Carolina meet or exceed the minimum

Date of amendment request: July 17, Dafe of amendment request: February qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for
19R 22.1984 comparable positions and the

Description of amendment request: Description of amendment request: supplemental requirements specified in
The proposed amendment would delete The amendment would change the Sections A and C of Enclosure 1 of the
information Dertaining to the definition Technical Specification reporting March 28,1980, letter to all licensees.
of hot channel factors which is no longer requirements to be in accordance with The amendment would add the
relevant. new regulation 10 CFR 50.73. The new following: "as clarified in NUREG-0737,
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section 1.A.2.1, and NUREG-1021. ES- typographical error in Technical automatically isolated. The FSAR
109D. Specification Table 3.3-7 is simdar to analysis indicates that adequate

The Commission has provided certain this example. Ilowever, the request to protection for the control room
,

examples (48 FR 14870) of actions likely move the triaxial peak accelerograph operators will be provided if the toxic
to involve no significant hazards does not match any of the examples. gas concentration in the control room
considerations. The request involved in The staff has reviewed the licensee's during the first two (2) minutes after the
this case does not match any of those request for the above amendment and detector responds is less than the
examples. Ilowever, the staff has has determined that should this request protective action limit for toxic gas
reviewed the licensee's request for the be implemented, it will not (1) involve a concentration.The proposed change
above amendment and has determined significant increase in the probability or would make the following revisions to
that should this request be implemented, consequences of an accident previously Table 3.3-4:
It will not (1) involve a significant evaluated because the accelerograph (1) The allowable values for chlorine.

increase in the probability or will still be available to determine if a concentration would be increased from
consequences of an accident previously seismic event exceeding the operating less than or equal to 6.2 ppm to less than
evaluated because the referenced basis earthquake (QBE) occurs, which or equal to 15.0 ppm. With an allowable
documents are NRC aproved requires plant shufaown by 10 CFR 100, value for chlorine limited to less than or
recommendations for SRO Appendix A. Also,it will not (2) create equal to 15.0 ppm the high chlorine trip
qualifications, or (2) create the the possibility of a new or different kind value would be increased from less thanpossibility of a new or different kind of of accident from any accident previously or equal to 6.0 ppm to less than or equal
tccident from any accident previously evaluated because the accelerograph to 14.3 ppm.
evaluated because the plant design is function of recording seismic events is (2) The allowable values for ammonianot changed, or (3) involve a significant not being changed and it will not (3) concentration would be increased fromreduction in a margin of safety because in olve a significant reduction in a less than or equal to 44.7 ppm to less
the referenced documents are NRC margin of safety because the new than or equal to 100 ppm. With anapproved recommendations for SRO location is en analyzed location away allowable value for ammonia limited to

'

qualifications. Accordingly,the from restraints which produces - less than or equal to 100 ppaa, the highCommission proposes to determine that relatively large accelerations under OBE ammonia trip value would be :acreasedthis change does not involve a conditions. Accordingly. the from less than or equal to 42.4 ppm tosignificant hazards consideration. Commission proposes to determine that less than or equal to 07 ppm.Loca/Public Document Room this change does not involve a
(3) The allowable values for butane /location: Fairfield County 1.ibrary, significant hazards consideration.

Garden and Washington Streets. Loca/Public Document Room propane concentration would be
Wmnsboro, South Carolina 29180. Locatwn: Fairfield County 1.ibrary, increased from less than or equal to 89.3

Attorneyfor Fcensee: Randolph R. Garden and Washington Streets, ppm to less than or equal to 200 ppm.
Mahan, P.O. Box 764, Columbia, South Winnsboro, South Carolina 29180. With an allowable value for butane /
Carolina 29180. Attorneyforlicensee: Randolph R. propane limited to less than or equal to

2 ppm g jp ne .NRCBmnch Chief Elinor G. Mahan, P.O. Box 764, Columbia, South
A ensam. Carolina 29180. ew , f e,,

South Carolina Electric & Gas Company, NRCBmnch Chief: Elinor G. or equal to 84.8 ppm to less than or
Adensam. p

South Carolina Public Service Authority, g g g
Docket No. 50-395, Virgil C. Summer Southern California Edison Company, et dioxide concentration would be deleted
Nuclear Station, Unit 1, Fairfield County, al Docket Nos. 50-361 and 50-362, San (the present value is less than or equalSouth Carolina Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, to 4275.0 ppm). Therefore the high

Date of amendment request: July 24. Units 2 and 3 San Diego County, carbon dioxide trip value would also be
1984. California deleted (the present value is less than or

Description of amendment request: Date of amendment request: April 6, equal to 4061.3 ppm).
The amendment would revise Technical 1984 April 27,1984 and September 11, Basis forproposedno significant
Specification Table 3.3-7, " Seismic

1984 (reference PCN 135). hazards considemtion determination:Monitori1g Instrumentation " and Description of amendment request: The Commission has provided guidance
Technical Specification Table 4.3-4 Technical Specification 3/4.3.2 requires concerning the application of the
" Seismic Monitoring Instrumentation that the Engincered Safety Features standards for determining whether a
Requirements" to allow an installed Actuation System (ESFAS) significant hazard consideration exists
triaxial peak accelerograph to be moved instrumentation channels be operable, by providing certain examples (48 FR
to an accumulator safety injection line and defines a number of functional tests 14870) of amendments that arefrom the pressurizer surge line. A and response time tests that must be considered not likely to involve
typographical error would also be periodically conducted in order to significant hazards considerations.,

corrected in Technical Specification assure operability. Table 3.3-4 of this Example (vi) relates to a change which
'

Table 3.3-7. Technical Specification defines the may result in some increase in the
Basis forproposedno significant ESFAS instrumentation trip values for probability or consequences of a

hozords considemtion determination: the Toxic Gas isolation System (TGIS). previously analyzed accident or may'lbe Commission has provided certain The TGIS is actuated by greater than redace in some way a safety margin, but
enmples (48 FR 14370) of actions likely allowable concentration of toxic gas where the results of the change areto involve no significant hazards (i.e., chlorine, ammonia, butane / clearly within all acceptance criteria
considerations. One of the examples propane, or carbon dioxide) in the with respect to the system or componentrelates to a purely administrative normal control room air supply duct. specified in the Standard Review Plan
change to Technical Specifications such Upon receipt of a TGIS signal, the (SRP).The proposed change is similar to

i es correction of an error in Technical control room heating, ventilation, and this example in that the proposedSpecifications.The correction of the air conditioning (HVAC) system is allowable toxic gas concentrations,
i
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while larger than those presently used. determination that the amendment conformance with NUREG-0737. The
nevertheless meet the requirements of request involves no significant hazards additional accident monitoring

Section 6.4 of the Standard Review Plan consideration. Under the Commission's instrumentation provides continuous I

by ensuring that during the first two (2) regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means indication in the control room of ;

minutes after the detector responds, the that operation of the facility in containment conditions during the
control room will not exceed the accordance with the proposed course of an accident. Instruments are
protective action limit for toxic gas amendment would not (1) involve a also installed to provide an indication of
concentration. significant increase in the probability or inadequate core cooling. The reactor

Specifically, the license has recently consequences of an accident previously coolant system will permit the venting of
revised the flow modelin the previously evaluated: or (2) create the possibility of noncondensible gases from the top of
used method for calculating toxic gas a new or different kind of accident from the reactor vessel, in the unlikely event
concentration in the control room. an accident previously evaluated: or (3) an excessive amount of gases
Analysis using the revised model has involve a significant reduction in a accumulate in this part of the reactor
shown that the revised TGIS allowable margin of safety for the following collant system. During normal
values and trip setpoints will still reasons: operations noncondensible gases are
provide the plant operators with the 1. Valves 74-77 and 74-78 will be removed through the pressurizer vessel,
required two (2) minutes of warning time ^ replaced by permanent pipe cap. Valves thereby eliminating the accumulation of
before the protective action limit for are subject to leakage and failure-to- gases in the reactor coolarit system.
toxic gas concentrat, ion in the control close; however, since a welded in pipe Also, the licensee requested changes in
room is exces.ded. cap is not, there will be no significant the requirements for diesel generator

In the case of item (4), above, the increase in the probability or surveillance testing to conform with the
licensees andy:::: shows that even w,th consequences of an accident previously NRC July 25,1983, letter to "All lloidersi
no control room isolation, the maximum evaluated. of Operating Licenses."This change
control room concentration of carbon 2.The capped-off piping will not be deletes a specific diesel surveillance
dioxide at any time is 11,000 ppm. Since physically or functionally connected t requirement since it was not consistent

,

the two (2) minute protective action limit any other system, component, or w th NRC General Design Criteria No.
for carbon dioxide is 50.000 ppm, this equipment in a manner which could 17. (2) On September 17,1982, the

,

monitor can be deleted from the create a new different kind of accident.
8'

Technical Specifications and the plant Because of the cep, the piping is dead. 0],;nment a er g air empe at re for
will still meet the to:.ic gas criteria of ended to flow.

. . Unit 1 be lowered from 110*F to 105*F in
the SRP. Therefore, based,on the above 3. The piping penetration will continue the upper compartment and raised from
considerations, the Commission to be testable and subject to Appendix J. 120*F to 125,F in the lower
proposes to determine that these Type B leakage tests. Therefore, there c mpartment. nese values are
changes do not involve a significant will be no significant reduction in the

consistent with the current loss-of-
hazards consideration. margin of safety. lant analysis for the Sequoyahc

LocalPublic Document Room On the above basis, the starff has
containments. %:s revision is identicallocatioat San Clemente Library,242 made a proposed determination that the to the change recently made for Unit 2

Avenida Del Mar, San Clemente, application involves no significant
(Amendment No. 25). (3) On DecemberCalifornia 92672. hazards consideration. 10,1981, the licensee requested changes

Attorney forlicensee: Charles R. LocalPublic Document Room
Kocher, Esq., Southern California Edison location: Athens Public Library, South

to the surveillance requirements for fire
,

hose testing for Units 1 & 2. The revision
Company,2244 Walnut Grove Avenue, and Forrest, Athens, Alabama 35611.
P.O. Box 800, Rosemead, California Attorney for licensee: H. S. Sanger, Jr., was made on Unit 1 (Amendment No.

91770 and Orrick, lierrington & Sutcliffe, Esquire, General Counsel Tennessee 13) but inadvertently omitted for Unit 2.
Fire hose hydrostatic testing is to be

Attn.: David R, Pigott, Esq.,600 Valley Authority.400 Commerce ,

Montgomery Street, San Francisco, Avenue, E 11B 33C, Knoxville, conducted at a pressure of150 psig.
Instead of 300 psig, or at least 50 psig

California 94111. Tennessee 37902.
NRC Branch Chief: Geroge W. NRC Branch Chief: Domenic B.

above maximum fire main operating

Knighton. Vassal'o. pressure, whichever is greater. (4) On
December 29,1983, the licensee

Tennesee Valley Authority. Docket No. Tennesee Valley Authority, Docket Nos. requested an extension for Unit 2 of the
50-296, Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant Unit 50-327 and 50-J28, Sequoyah Nuclear visualinspection requirements of certain
3 Limestone County, Alabama Plant, Units 1 and 2 flamilton County, protective fuses instead of destructive

Date of amendment request: May 10, testing of fuses until NRC completes aTemiessee,

1984. Date of amendment request (1) review of this matter on a generic basis.

Description of amendment request: January 25,1984 (2) September 17,1982 This request was previously granted on ,

The amendment would delete (3) December 10,1981 (4) December 29, Unit 1 (Amendment No. 34). (5) On June
operability and test requirements for 1983 (5) june 13,1984 (6) May 25,1984 (7) 13,1984, the licensee proposed changing

valves 74-77 and 74-78 which previously April 20,1984. the isolation signal to the phase B signal

served as primary containment is& tion Descriptiott of amendment request:(1) rather than phase A for certain radiation
valves for the residual heat remosal On January 25, %B4, the licensee monitors in containment in order to
(RIIR) head spray piping located at requested changes to the Technical eliminate conflicting Technical

containment penetration X-17. Tl'e Specifications for Units 1 & 2 to Specification requirements when a
amendment would also change the name incorporate operating conditions and containment isolation signal occurs.

of containment penetration X-17 from surveillance requirements for newly Phase A signal occurs at 1.54 psig

"RIIR head spray line" to " blank." installed instrumentation and the containment pressure and certain valves

Basis forproposed no signific ant reactor coolant vent system. Plant and systems are isolated. Phase B signal

hazards consideration determinativ.r modifications were made to comply with occurs at 2.81 psig containment pressure
The Commission has made a proposed the operating license conditions and and full contamment isolation occurs.
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(6) On May 25,1984, the licensee 'I1ie Toledo Edison Company and The increase in the probability or
proposed changes in the Technical Cleveland Electric illuminating consequence of on accident previously
Specification requirements on the time Company, Docket No. 50-346, Davis- evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
period for performing the pressure decay Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No.1, a new or different kind of accident from
test for containment air leck door seals. Ottawa County Ohio any accident previously evaluated: or (3)

involve a significant reduction in aThe method for meeting the surveillance Date ofopplicationforamendment:
test requirements would be changed to " November 21,1983 (Item 1 only safety margin.

Therefore, the Commission proposedquicker but more accurate measuremen: supplementalinformation on May 2.

to determine that the proposedof the integrity of the air door seals. (7) 3934,
amendment does not involve aOn April 20,1984, the licensee proposed Description of amendment request:

changes to the Technical Specifications The proposed amendment considers significant hazards consideration.
LocalPublic Document Roomto make the reporting requirements for only item t of the application for'

licensee event reports in accorcance amendment 'Ilie proposed amendment location: University of Toledo 1.ibrary,
with the NRC letter of December 19, would change the Technical Documents Department,2801 Bancroft

1968- Specifications to permit the removal of Avenue. Toledo, Ohio 43606.

Basis forproposedno significant power to the operators of valves DH-11 AttorneyforLicensee: Gerald

hazards consideration determination: and DH-12 while the plant is operating Charnoff Esq., Shaw, Pittman. Potts,

The Commission has provided guidance in Modes 1,2 or 3. These valves are in and Trowbridge,1800 M Street, N.W.,

concerning the application of these series in the decay heat removal system Washington, D.C. 20036.

stunards by providing certain examples suction line from the reactor coolant NRCBranch Chief: John F. Stolr.
(48 FR 14870). One of the examples of system and serve as pressure isolation The Toledo Edison Company and The
actions likely to involve no significant valves at the high presure/ low pressure Cleveland Electric 111uminating .

hazards consideration relates to a interface. Interlocks are installed to Company Docket No. 50-346, Davis-
I

change which either may result in some close valves DH-11 and DH-12, if open. Besse Nur. lear Power Station, Unit No.1,
increase to the propability or if reactor coolant pressure exceeds a Ottawa County, Ohio
consequences of previously-analyzed predetermmed trip level.The
accident or may reduce in some way a requirement for the valve interlock la to Date of amendment request: February

safety margin, but where the results of protect against the possibility of 28,1984.

the change are clearly within all overpressurizing the Decay Heat Description of amendment request:

acceptable criteria with respect to the Removal System while it is in use and The proposed amendment would delete

system or component specifiedin the the reactor vessel head is in place. from the tabulation of post-accident

Standard Review Plan.The proposed The proposed amendment is to monitoring instrumentation the

changes (1-6) involved here are similar remove the requirement to have the requheraent for at least one operable

to this example in that there is some interlock on DH-11 and/or DH-12 channel of instrumentation to provide

increase to the probability or operable if the valves are closed and 480 Containment Air Recirculating Fan
consequences of previously analyzed VAC power to the valve operator is status. The associated Surveillance

accident, but the results of the change disconnected. Requirement would also be deleted.

are within acceptable criteria. A second Basis for proposed no significant Basis for proposed no signif' cant

example provided in the Federal hazards consideration determination: hazarda consideration determination:

Register is a purely administrativ, The Safety Evaluation Report issued by Amendment No. 68, dated January 20,

change to the Technical Specifications. the Commiss;on (September 23,1983) 1984, deleted Technical Spscification

The proposed change (No.7) involved supporting the decision to permit restart Section 3.6.4.2 which required two
of the Davis.Besse Nuclear Power independent containment' recirculation

here is similar in that reporting
requirements would be made to be Station identified the potential for a fire systems to be operable. With the

in the control room to disable the requirement for these systems to be
consistent with NRC general guidance in
this area. A third example is a change pressure interlock and open valves DH- operable deleted, all other operability

that constitutes an additionallimitation, 11 and DH-12. lf this were to occur a and surveillance requirements
I ss-of-coolant accident outside of associated with them should have been

restriction or control not presently
included in the technical specifications. containment could result. By removal of deleted also. Amendment No. 66 failed

Parts for the proposed change (No.1) operator power when the valves are to delete the post-accident monitoring
cl sed and the reactor coolant system requirement in Tables 3.3-10 and 4.3-10.

| which add requirements involved here is
similar to the example. Accordingly, the pressure is above the interlock trip The Commission has provided

Commission has made an initial
setting, the potential for inadvertent examples (48 FR 14870) of amendments
pening of the valves due to a control considered not likely to involve a

determination that the above changes do r m fire is removed. significant hazards consideration. One
not involve a significant hazards The function of the valve interlock is example is a purely administrative
considration to close valves DH-11 and DH-12 if they change to the technical specifications

Loc.a/Public Document Room are open. If power is removed, disabling such as a change to achieve consistency
location: Chattanooga. Hamilton County automatic valve actuation, when the throughout the technical specifications
Dicentennial Library,1001 Broad Street, valve is closed the interlock is not or to correct an error.The proposed
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37401. required since the valves are already in amendment fits this example.Therefore,

Attorneyforlicensee: Herbert S. a closed position.The valves could be the Commission proposes to determine
Sanger, Jr., Esquire, General Counsel, opened locally by manual manipulation that the application does not invovie a
Tennessee Valley Authority,400 of the valve hand wheel.This is not significant hazards consideration.
Commerce Avenue.E11B33 Knoxville, likely, nowever, because the valves are LocalPublic Document Room
Tennessee 37902. inaccessible when the plant is operating. location: University of Toledo Library,

NRC Branch Chief: Elinor G. Therefore, the proposed amendment Documents Department. 2301 Bancroft
-

Adensam. would not:(1) involve a significant Avenue. Toledo, Ohio 43606.

_ _
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AttorneyforLicensee Gerald burnup fuel rod in the batch. No modifications identified by the licensee.
Charnoff, Osq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts, departure from nucleate boiling ratio the NRC, or cther regulatory agencies.
end Trowbridge.1300 M Street. N.W., (DNBR) reduction due to fuel rod The license condition would require the
Wrshincton, D.C. 20038. bowing has been considered for Cycle 5. licensee to periodically update the

NRCBmnch Chief: John F. Stolz. A topical report, which as been schedule to maintain it current and to
reviewed and approved by the NRC, has provide reports as specified in the

The Toledo Edison Company and The concluded that the rod bow penalty is approved plan.The license condition,
insignificant and is offset by other which would be effective for a two. year

rnpany, o o 56, Davls, effects, period only but subject to renewal upon .

Besse Nuclear Power Station. Unit No.1' The changes requested result from a application, also provides a framework
Ottwa County, No core reloading. No fuel assemblies differ for changing pmject schedules when

Date of amendment request: July 20. significantly from those found necessary.
1984. acceptable to the NRC for a previous Basis forproposedno significant

*

Description of amendment request: core at this facility and there have been hazards considemtion determination:
The amendment would permit operation no significant changes to the accep;ance The Commission has provided guidance
of the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power criteria and analytical methods used to concerning the application of the
Station for Cycle 5.The design cycle demonstrate conformance with standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by providing
length would be 390 effective full power regulations. certain examples (48 FR 14870). One of
days (EFPD). The amendment would The Commission has provided the examples (ii) of actions not likely to
revise the Appendix A Technical guidance concerning the application of involve a significant hazards
Specifications to account for changes in the standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by consideration relates to changes that
power peaking and control rod worths providing certain examples (48 FR constitute additional restrictions or
and would consist of revised Reactor 14870). One of the examples (Example controls not presently included in the
Protection System trip setpomts, (iii)) of actions involving no significant Technical Specifications.
regulating rod group insertion limits, hazards considerations relates to reload The incorporation of a license
axial power shaping rod msertion limits. amendments involving no fuel condition requiring the ese of a plan to
axial power imbalance limits, and assemblies significantly different from provide for scheduling plant
contro,1 rod group assignments. those found previously acceptable to the modifications and to provide a

Basis ofproposedno significant NRC for a previous core at the facility in framework for making necessary
hazards consideration: The Cycle 5 core question.This assumes that no schedule alterations is a change that
design would require the loading of 64 significant changes are made to the constitutes an additional control notnew fuel assemblies and the remsertion acceptance criteria for the Technical presently included in the operatingof one fuel assembly previously Specifications, that the analytical license for the facility.Therefore, thedischarged from an earber refueling. The methods used to demonstrate
cycle design lifetime is 390 EFPD conformance with the Technical ptoposed license condition mat,ches

example (ii) of the Commission sresulting in an extension of the nominal Specifications and regulations are not examples of amendments that areoperating cycle to 18 months from the significantly changed, and that NRC has c naidered not likely to involve a12-month nominal cycle which previously found such methods
characterized the previous core designs. acceptable. signmcant hazards casgah &

the basis, the Commisssion a staffTo control the increased core As shown in the above discussion, the
proposes to determine that thereactivity required for the longer cycle, proposed amendment is similar to this application involves no significantburnable poison rod assemblies (DPRAs) example: therefore, the Commission
hazards considerations.will be located in each of the 64 new proposes to determine that the proposed

1.m/Public Document Roomfuel assemblies. The new fuel amendment does not involve a I cation:Umversity of Toledo 1.ibrary,assemblies (Mark B-5 design) will be significant hazards consideration.
identical in mechanical design to the 1.ocalPublic Document Room Documents Department. 2801 Bancroft

Avenue. Toledo, Ohio 43006.other fuel assemblies (Mark B-4 design) location: University of Toledo Library,
except for a redesigned upper end fitting Documents Department. 2801 Bancroft Attorneyfor/icensee: Gerald
which avoids the need.for a BPRA hold- Avenue. Toledo, Ohio 43606. Charnoff Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts,
down mechanism. Attorneyforliceasee: Gerald and Trowbridge,1800 M Street. N.W,.

The only significant changes in the Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts, Washington, D.C. 20036.
Cycle 5 design from Cycle 4 are the and Trowbridge,1800 M Street, N.W., NRCBranch Chief: John F. Stolz.
increase m cycle life to 390 EFPD and Washington. D.C. 20030. The Toledo Edison Company and The
the accompanying BPRAs to provide NRC Branch Chief John F. Stolz. Cleveland Electric Illuminating

The Toledo Edison Company and The Company, Docket No. 50-346, Davis.5 des gn all s f r w thdra of e
Axial Power Shaping Rods (APSRs) to Cleveland Electric Illuminating Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No.1,

permit power coastdown near the end of Company, Docket No. 50-346 Davis.
Ottawa County, Ohio

Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No.1, Date of amendment request: Augustthe cycle. APSR withdrawal 2nd power
coastdown has been utilized for Ouawa Canty, Ohio 27,1984, Item 1 only.
previous cycles. Date of amendment reguest: August 4. Description of amendment request:

There have been no significant 1984. The proposed amendment would modify
changes to the analytical methods used Description of amendment request Technical Specification Table 4.4-5 by
and previously accepted for Cycle 4 to The amendment would add a condition deleting specific irradiation surveillance
demonstrate conformance with to the hcense that would require the capsule locations and by revising the
acceptance criteria and NRC licensee to follow the approved plan for capsule renoval schedule.The
regulations. Previous fuel cycle integrated scheduling of plant amendment also would change
evaluations included a rod how penalty improvements and modifications. This Surveillance requirement 4.4.9.1.2 to
for each fuel batch based on the highest includes improvements and clarify that the surveillance specimens

;

i
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are representative of the Davis-Besse Attorneyforlicensee: Gerald 50.92 by providing certain examples (48

reactor vessel materials and would Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman Potts. FR 14870). For the addition of Action 12,
,

change Basis Section 3/4.4.9 to delete and Trowbridge,1800 M Street, N.W., the request is simd, ar to the example of a

redundant informa. ion relating to the Wa shington, D.C. 20036. change that r astitutes an additional
general guidelines for the capsule NRCBranch Chief: John F. Stolz. limitation, r striction, or control not
removal schedule. The proposed Union Electric Company, Docket 50-483, fp,s

e
c ation The change t Act on 4 isamendment is in response to Item 1 of Callaway Plant, Unit No.1, Callaway simila to the ex mp o an

the Licensee's application. Item 2 will be County, Missourt
the subject of a separate notice. 8,

Basis forproposedno significant Date of amendment request: August '* speciilcations for correction of an error.

nazanis considemtion determination: 1984-
.

In this case, the Technical Specifications

The withdrawal schedule in the Description of amendment request are not consistent with the plant design
%e purpose of the proposed and would not allow plant startup.'

proposed araendment was developed in amendment request is to modify LocalPublic Document Roomaccordance with the 1982 edition of Technical Specification Table 3.3-1 by locations: Fulton City Library,709ASTM E 185 and provides a better revising one action statement (Action 4, Market Street Fulton, Missouri 65251defined removal secheule for the and adding an additional acion and the Olin 1.ibrary of Washingtonsurveillance capsules based on
statement (Action 12) for the source University, Skinker and I.indel1accumulated neutron fluence rather than range neutron flux monitors uring Boulevards, St. Louis, Missouri 63130.

,

on the basis of refueling cycle.Thus, any shutdown conditions. The source range Attorneyforlicentee: Geraldchange in the nominal cyc' time will m nit rs pr vide in part, protection r Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts &not greatly influence the a boron dilution accident durm, Modes
characterization of reactor vessel Trowbridge,1800 M Street, NW.,2,3,4 and 5. nese monitors in ate,
material condition as a function of Washington. D.C. 20036.

" h n 10
accumulated neutron fluence. The "jn .a w tch v of t e suctig (9, NRCBranch Chief: B.J. Youngblood.
ongmal removal schedule was the charging pumps from the Volume Wisconsin Electric Power Company,
developed in accordance with the 1973 Control Tank (VCT) to the Refueling Docket Nos. 50-206 and 5Mel, Point
edition of ASTM E 185. Appendix 11 to Water Storage Tank (RWST). The Beach Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos.1 and 2,
to CFR 50 provides for the use cf ASTM addition of Action 12 specifies Town of Two Creeks, ManitowocE 185-82 in the maten,al surveillance

appropriate compensatory ac' ions. County, Wisconsin
*

th p ant in a safe cond i n'. Date of amendmenuepse Mmaryhe eletion of specific locations in m nt
The revision to Action 4 provides for a 29 as modified June 7,1984.the reactor vessel for the surveillance

capsules permits the use of a revised limited time, a block of both flux Description of amendment request
capsule management program which doubling channels in order to perform a The proposed amendments would revise
would decrease the time required for reactor startup. Initial criticality is not an earher submittal which provided
capsule handling and eliminate the need achievable without this change. This limiting conditions for operation and
for all but one dummy capsule. Thus, situation occurred through an oversight surveillance requirements for new
personnel radiation exposure is reduced because the Callaway Plant is the first systems installed in accordance with
and less radioactive waste is genertted. to receive an operating license with the NUREG-0737.TMI Action Plan.
The revised capsule management Westinghouse Baron Dilution Mitigation Specifically, a correction was made to
program will not reduce the System. During development of the the sample calibration gas hydrogen
effectiveness of the reactor vessel Callaway Technical Specifications, concentrations for surveillance of the
material surveillance program- greater consideration was given to hydrogen gas monitor. The calibration

The Commission has provided assuring that the system fulfilled its frequency is also revised to show that
guidance concerning the application of intended safety function than was given electronic calibration is done each
'the standards of to CFR 50.92 by to possible operational limitations. refueling interval and the gas calibration
prosiding certain examples (48 FR Recent surveillances of the system have is done quarterly (the previous submittal
14870). None of these examples are identified that the technical listed the calibration frequency as once
applicable to the proposed amendment. specifications do not allow both per refueling interval).
The proposed amendment relates only channels to be blocked as designed to The revised submittal also corrects
to a materials surveillance program and permit a planned reactor startup. errors in the previous submittal

*
does not involve any change in the Basis forproposedno significant concerning the Reactor Coolant Gas
facility or its operation. Furthermore. hazards considemtion determination: Vent System limiting conditions for
neither the quantity nor the quality of The licensee, in his letter of August 1, operation and provides clarification
the information obtained from the 1984, stated that the proposed change regarding actual system operation.
survC. 4 "rogram is reduced. The does not involve a significant increase Notice of Consideration ofIssuance of
change alm is within all acceptable in the probability or consequences of an Amendments and Proposed No
criteria with respect to the program accident or other adverse condition over Sigificant flazards Determination
specified in the Standard Review Plan. previous evaluations; nor create the relating to the licensee's February 29
The proposed amendment, therefore, possibility of a new or different kind of 1984 submittal was published in the
meets the requirements specified in to accident or condition over previous Federal Register (49 FR 25350 at 25381).
CFR 50.92(c) for an amendment which evaluations; nor involve a significant Basis forproposedno significant
does not involve a significant hazards reduction in a margin of safety. Based hazards consideration determination
consideration. on the foregoing. the requested The Commission has provided guidance

localfublic Document Room amendment does not present a concerning the application of these
location: University of Toledo Library, significant hazard. The Commission has standards by providing certain
Documents Department,2801 Dancroft prrovided guidance concerning the examples (48 FR 14870). One of the
Avenue. Toledo, Ohio 43006. application of the Standards in 10 CFR examples of actions likely to involve no
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significant hazards considerations is the core, the power distribution operations clearly in keeping with the
example (i) purely administrative perturbations resulting from the shallow regulations." The requested amendment
changes to the technical specifications, rod, insertion are very small. FQ(Z) is matches the example and the staff.
for example, a change to achieve expected to increase in the bottom of the therefore, proposes to determine that the
consistency throu8 out the technical core by less than 1%: and the axial offset amendment does not involve ah
specifications, correction of aa error or a is expected to be more negative by less significant hazards consideration.
change in nomenclature. The licensee's than 1%. Sufficient peaking factors and Loca1Public Document Room
submittal corrects errors in the DNB margin are available to location: University of Wisconsin .

surveillance of tl e hydrogen monitor accommodate this small perturbation in Library Learning Center,2420 Nicolet
and clarifies the system operation and power distribution.The minimal Drive, Green Bay, Wisconsin 54301.
corresponding limiting conditions for reduction in shutdown margin for an Attorneyforlicensee: Steven E.

-operation for the reactor coolant gas insertion of 3 steps can be easily Keane, Esquire, Foley and Lardner,777vents systems from an earber submittal. accommodated by the substantial East Esconsin Avenue M1waukee.Therefore, the staff finds that these excess shutdown margin.The impact on Wisconsin 53202.changes are administrative in nature other key safety parameters is NRCBranch Chlef: Steven A. Varga.and proposes to determine that the negligible.
proposed amendments involve no As discussed above, the proposed PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED NOTICES
significant hazards considerations. change has a minimal effect on the OF CONSIDERATION OF ISSUANCELocalPublic Document Rnom power distributions and related safety OF AMENDMENTS TO OPERATINGfocat n. h . fann blic Library. parameters for Point Beach Units 1 and LICENSES AND PROPOSED NO

2: however, the evaluated results are SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS
'

W well within the parameters outlined in CONSIDERATION DETERMINATIONtto yforlicensee: Gerald the Technical Specifications and do not AND OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARINGCharnoff. Es9., Shaw, Pittman. Potts a invalidate the conclusions of the current
Trowbridge,1800 M Street NW., cycle reload safety evaluations for Units The following notices were previously

' 1 and 2.Therefore, while the proposed published as separate individual
R mn'c he James R. Miller. change may reduce a safety margin, the notices. 'Ihe notice content was the

Wisconsin Electric Power Company, results of the change are clearly within same as above.They were published as
Docket Nos. 50-266 and 50-301, Point all acceptable criteria. Accordingly, the individual notices because time did not
Beach Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos.1 and 2, staff proposes to determine that the allow the Commission to wait for this
Town of Two Creeks, Manitowoc proposed amendments do not involve a regular monthly notice.They are
County, Wisconsin significant hazards consideration. repeated here because the monthly

Date of amendment request: lune 8. LocalPublic Document Room notice lists all amendmen:s proposed to
1984. location: Joseph P. Mann Public Library, be issued involving no significant

Description of amendment request: 1516 Sixteeneth Street Two Rivers. hazards consideration.
The proposed amendments would revise Wisconsin. For details, see the individual notice
Technical Specification 15.3.10 for Point Attorneyfor h.censee: Gerald in the Federal Register on the day and
Deach Units 1 and 2 to redefine the Charnoff. Esq., Shaw. Pittman. Potts a page c:ted. This notice does not extend
" fully withdrawn" term for control rods Trowbridge.1800 M Street N.E the notice period of the original notice.
as equal to or greater than 225 steps. Washington, D.C. 20038.
Previously " fully withdrawn" was equal NRCBmnch Chief: James R. Miller. Duke Power Company, et al Docket

No. 50-413 Catawba Nuclear Station,to 228, steps. Wisconsin Public Service Corporation,
Basis forproposedno sigm. .ficant Docket No. 50-305, Kewaunee Nuclear Unit 1. York County, South Carolina

'' ' ' " Power Plant, Kewaunee County. Date of amendment request: July 31,T eC m ssi n a provid d Wisc nsinguidelines concerning the application of 1934,

these standards (48 FR 14870). Several Date of amendment request:luty 27 Briefdescription of amendment:The
categories of license amendments are 19&t. amendment would change the
considered as likely not to involve a Description of amendment request surveillance requirement acceptance
significant hazards consideration. One This proposed amendment would revise criteria for the Auxiliary Feedwater
of these categories (vi) involves changes the Kewaunee Nuclear Power Plant pumps.The new surveillance
which may reduce in some way a safety Technical Specifications to be requirements specify lower flows at
margin.but the results of the change are consistent with the new reportin8 sl ghtly higher pressures. These changes
clearly within all acceptable criteria. requirements of 10 CFR 50.73," Licensee would make the Technical

The licensee performed an evaluation Event Report System". Specifications consistent with the values
of inserting the control rod to a parked Basis forproposedno significant assumed in the accideat analysis.
elevation of 225 steps of the core a id the hazards considemtion determination: gg,,,ypyg;;,,,,,,,7f,g;y;gu,j
effects were shown to be minimal. The Commission has provided guidance notice in Federal Register: August 20.
Redefinition of " fully withdrawn as concerning the application of these

1984 I49 FR 33068).being 225 steps or greater does not alter standards by providing certain
the conclusions of the reload safety examples (48 FR 14870). One of these, Expimtion date ofindividua/ notice.

evaluations performed for the existing Example (vii) involving a no significant September 19.1984.

| Unit 1 and 2 cycles. At 225 steps hazards consideration,is "a change to LocalPublic Document Room
t withdrawn, the control rods are only 0.3 make a licensee conform to changes in Location: York County Library,138 East

inches into the active fuel. Because of the regulations, where the change Black Street. Rock 11i11 South Carolina
the low rod worth in the top region of results in very minor changes to facility 29730.

|
-
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Philadelphia Electric Company, Public Unless otherwise indicated. the Arkansas Power & Light Company,
Service Electric and Cas Company, Commission has determined that these Docket No.50-368, Arkansas Nuclear
Delmarva Power and Light Company, amendments satisfy the criteria for One, Unit 2 Pope County, Arkansas
and Atlantic City Electric Company, categorical exclusion in accordance Date of amendment request: March 28,
Docket No. 50-275, Peach Bottom with to CFR 51.22. Therefore, pursuant 3934
Atomic Power Station, Unit No. 3 York to 10 CFR 51.22(b). no environmental Description of amendment request:
County, Pennsylvania impact statement or environmental The amendment revised the Technical

Date of amendment request: My a,, assessment need be prepared for these Specifications (TS) pertaining to the
1984. amendments.lf the Commission has Surveillance Requirements for diesel

Briefdescription of amendment:The prepared an environmental assessment generator testing.
amendment would change the Technical under the special circumstances Date ofissuance: September 7.1984.
Specifications (TSs) to permit continued provision in 10 CFR 51.22(b) and has Effective date: September 7,1984.
operation of Peach Bottom Unit 3 after made a determination based on that Amendment No.:56.
reaching End of Cycle 6 (EOC-6) assessment,it is so indicated. Date ofinitialnotice in Federal
exposure in the region of the operating For further details with respect to the Register: June 20.1964 (48fR 25352).
map bounded by the constant action see (1) the applications for The Commission's related evaluation
recirculation pump speed line between amendments. (2) the amendments, and of the amendment is contained in a
100% power.105% core flow (100,105) (3) the Commission's related letters, letter dated September 7,1934.
and 70% power.110% core flow (70.110) Safety Evaluations and/or No significant hazards consideration

comments received: No.with or without the last stage feedwater Environmental Assessments as
LocalPublic Document Roomheaters valved out-of-service.The indicated. Allof these items are location:Tomlinson Library, Arkansaschange would specifically involve available for public inspection at the Tech University.Russellville. Arkansas

,

increasing the TS values on Table Commission's Public Document Room.
3.5.K.3 for the Minimum Critical Power 72801.1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
Ratio (MCPR) of P8X8R and irrA fuel bY and at the local public document rooms Boston Edison Compt ny, Docket No. 50-
(,01 f r the particular facilities involved. A 293, Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station.u g

{9 C E
Date ofpublication ofindividual copy ofitems (2) and (3) may be Ply nouth, Massachusetts

notice in Federal Register: August 10, obtained upon request addressed to the Date of applicationfor amendment:
1984. 49 FR 32136, as corrected August U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. March 27,1964.
30.1984,43 FR 34434. Washington. D.C. 20555. Attention: Briefdescription of amendment:The

Expiration date ofindividualnotice: Director. Division of Licensing. changes revise the fire protection
September 10,1984. Alabama Power Company Docket Nos. Technical Specifications to reflect

LocalPublic Document Room 50-34s and 50-364 Joseph M. Farley changes maoe to the station in
location: Government Publications Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos.1 and 2 accordance with the requirements of
Section, State Library of Pennsylvania, llouston County, Alabama Appendix R to 10 CFR Part 50. Only the
Education Buliding. Commonwealth and changes relative to penetration fine,

Walnut Streets,liarrisburg, Date of applicationfor amendments: barriers are included in this amendment.
Pennsylvania. December 12,1983. The other requested changes in the fire

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF Briefdescription of amendmen4: protection specifications are being

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY Technical Specifications are modified to reviewed and will be addressed in a

OPERATING LICENSE add: (1) reactor vessel head vents. (2) future action.
noble gas effluent monitou. (3) Date ofissuance: August 22.19M.

During the 30-day period since containment water level moaitors, and Effective date: August 22,1904.
publication of the last monthly notice, (4) instrumentation for detect;on of Amendment No.:76.
the Commission has issued the following inadequate core cooling required by the facility Operating License No. DPR-
amendments. The Commission has 35. Amendment revised the TechnicalCommission in NUREG-0737 dated
determmed for each of these Specifications.

November 1* 1983'amendments that the application Date ofinitia/ notice in Federal
complies with the standards and Date ofissuance: September 12,1984. Register: May 23,1984. 49 FR 21826.
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act Effective dater September 12,1984. The Commission's related evaluation.

of 1954. as amended (the Act), and the Amendment Nos.:47 and 38. of the amendment is contained in a
Commission's rules and regulations. The facilities Operating License Nos. Safety Evaluation dated August 22,1984.
Commission has made appropriate NPF-2andNPF-d Amendments revised No sigmficant hazards consideration
findings as required by the Act and the the Technical Spedfications. comments received: No.-

Commission's rules and regulations in 10 Date ofinificinotice in Federal LocalPublic Document Room
CFR Chapter I. which are set forth in the Register: March 22.1984 (49 FR 10731). location: Plymouth Public Library. North

The Commission's related evaluation
Street, Plymouth, Massachusetts 02300.license amendment.

" *
Ame d e t to F cfl of the amendment is contained in a Boston Edison Company, Docket No. 50-p rating
License and Proposed No Significant Safety Evaluation dated September 12, 293 Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station,

1984. Plymouth, Massachusettsliazards Consideration Determination
and Opportunity for llearfng in No sigmficant hazards consideration Date of application for amendment
connection with these actions was comments received. March 20,1984.

' published in the Federal Register as LocalPublic Dacument Room Brief description of amendment:This
indicated. No request for a hearing or location: George S. Ilouston Memorial amendment changes the Technical
petition for leave to intervene was filed Library,212 W. Durdeshaw Street. Specifications by extending the Power /
following this notice. Dothan. Alabama 30303. Flow Map: requiring the rod block
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monitor maximum trip level to be set at Boston Edison Company, Docket No. 50- Carolina Power and Light Company,

107% power for core flows of 100% rated 293, Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station. Docket No. 50-261, H.B. Robinson Steam

or greater: and correcting a Ply mouth, Massachusetts Electric Plant Unit No. 2. Darlington,
South Carolinatypographical error (from "REht" to date of applicationfor amendment:

,RBA1 ). These changes do not permit
June 26.1994. Date of application for amena* ment

c:ntinuous operation at power levels Brief description of amendment: October 14.1983.
gt:ater than 100% of the present rating. These changes to the Tech-ical Briefdescription of amendment: The

Date ofissuance: August 28.1984. Specif cations apply to the new scram amendment would revise the Technical '

Effective date: August 28,1984. discharge instrument volumes with Specification to incorporate new heatup
Amendment Nat 77, redundant and diverse instrumentation and cooldown limitation curves.
Facility Opemting License Na DPR- which have been installed in response to Date ofissuance: September 4.1984.

35. Amendment revised the Technical an NRC Confirmatory Order dated June Effective date: September 4,1984.
Specifications. 24.1983. Amendment No.:82.

Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Date ofissuance: September 6.1984. Facility Opemting License Na DPR-
Register June 20,19M. 49 FR 25353. Effective date: September 6.1984. 23. Amendment revised the Technical

The Commission's related evaluation Amendment Nat 79. Specifications.
of the amendment is contaived in a Facility Opemting License Na DPR- Date ofinitialnotice in Federal
Safety Evaluation dated August 28.19M. J5. Amendment revised the Technical Register: January 26.1984 (49 FR 3346).

No significant hazards consideration Specifications. The Commission's related evaluation
comments received: No. Date of mitia/ notice in Federal of the amendment is contained in a

LocalPublic Document Room Register: August 6.19M (49 FR 31349). Safety Evaluation dated September 4.

location: Plymouth Public Library, North The Commission's related evaluation 19&s

Street Plymouth, hiassachusetts 02300. of the amendment is contained in a No significant hazards consideration
Safety Evaluation dated September 8. comments received. No. ,

Boston Edison Company, Docket No. 50.- 1984. LocalPublic Document Room*

* " **" *** " ### #"# * ** * "U
P mout , hfa sa u et s - comments received: No. " " Ilome and Fifth Avenues. Ilartsville. '

Date of application for amendment: LocalPublic Document Room South Carolina 29535.
December 28,1983, as supplemented location: Plymouth Public Library. North Carolina Power and Light Coapany.
February 21,1984 and July 12,1984. Street. Plymouth, htassachusetts 02300. Docket No. 56-261. H.B. Robinson Steam

Briefdescription of amendment:The Carolina Power & Light Company, Electric Plant, Unit No. 2, Darlington,
a mendment authorizes Cycle 7 Docket Nos. 50-325 and 50-324, South Caro'ina -

operation of the reactor with 180 new Brunswick Steam Electric Plant, Units 1
D f8 ofOPPlicatm.o for amendmentfuel bundles identical to some of the and 2. Brunswick County, North October 24.1983 as clarified by letters

pirtially used fuel from Cycle 6 and with Carolina
dated December 12.1983 and htarch 2832 new fuel bundles with barrier type

fuel.The latter is similar to the other Date of application for amendment: 1984.

new fuel except that a thin Zirconium hfay 7,19M. Briefdescription of amendment:

liner has been added to the inner Brief description of an'endment: The Would revised the Technical
surface of the cladding to reduce proposed amendments would revise Specifications to add the Standard

cladding failures due to pellet-clad section 3/4.7.5 of the Technical Westinghouse Specification Section 4.05.

Interaction. Specifications to eliminate Table 3.7.5-1 Date ofissuance: September 10.1984.

Date ofissuance: September 4,1984. (Safety.Related Ilydraulic Snubbers) Effective date September 10.19M.
and conform with guidance provided by Amendment Na 83.Effective date: September 4,19M.
the Commission in its letter dated Yf aY Facility Operating License Na DPR-

Amendment Na:78 984 (Generic Letter Na 84-13) and to 23. Amendment revised the Technical
raci/ity Operating License Na DPR- corporate misullaneous Specifications.

JJ. Amendment revised the Technical adm a rat be changes to sections 3/ Date ofinitialn' tice in Federalo
Specificati ns. 4.7.6 and 3/4.7.7. Register: November 21,1983 (48 FR

Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Date of issuance: September 10.1984. s:ssa; ~

Register- April 25.1984. 49 FR 17855. Effective date: September 10,19M. The Commission's related evaluation
Subsequent to the initial notice in the Amendment Nos.:74 and 100. of the amendment is contained in a

Federal Register, the Doston Edison facility Operating License Nos. DPR- Safety Evaluation dated September 4.
Company, by letter dated July 12,1984. 71andDPR-62. Amendments revised 1984 .

provided a revision to an identification the Technical Specifications. Significant hazards consideration
number in the reload report.This Date ofinitia/ notice in Federal comments received: No.
rIvision is within the scope of the Register: July 24.1984 (49 FR 29904). LocalPublic Document Room
ongmal notice. The Commission's related evaluation location:llattsville hiemorial Library,

,

The Commission's related evaluation of the amendment is contained in a llome and Fifth Avenues. Itartsville,
of the amendment is contained in a Safety Evaluation dated September 10. South Carolina 29535.

tSafety Evaluation dated September 4. 19a4,
Commonwealth Edison Company,

19M- No significant hazards consideration
Docket Nos.50-237/245 DresdenNo significant hazards consideration commen% received: No. Nuclear Power Station, Units 2 and 3

comments received: No. Loca/ Public Document Room
LocalPublic Document Room location: Southport. Drunswick County Grundy County,!!!inois

location: Plymouth Pubhc Library. North Library,109 W. hicore Street. Southport. Date of application for amendment:
Street. Plymouth, hiassachusetts Oatn North Carolina 28401. June 11.1984.

t
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Briefdescription of amendment:The Briefdescription of amendments: FIorida Power and Ugbt Company,
cmendments approve Techt ical These amendments revise the Technical Docket No. 50-335. St. Lucie Plant, Unit
Specifications which revise the present Specifications (TSs) to make the No.1. St. Lucie County, Florida
Technical Specifications. without surveillance frequencies of certain
changing the technical content. into a pumps and valves consistent with the Date of application of amt ndment

format which has improved legibility requirements of Section XI of the ASME May 21 N

end versatility. Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Briefdescription of amendment:%e
Date ofissuance: August 8,1984. applicable Addenda, as required by 10 en men c anges th h *caI

, ,d ,Effective date: August 8.1984 CFR 50.55a(g)(4).-

Amendment Nos:. 82. 75. Date ofissuance: August 27.1984. spec fications dealing with the reactor
** *"' 'Y * # ""ProvisionalOperating Ucense No. Effective date: August 27.1984.

DPR49. and Facility Opemting Ucense Amendment Nos.130,130 and 127. Date ofissuance: September 5,1984.
No. DPR-25. The amendments revised
the Technical Specifications. Facility Operating Ucenses Nos. Effective date: September 5,1984.

DPR48, DPR-47andDPR-55. Amendment No.:88.
Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Amendments revised the Technical Facility Opemting Ucense No. DPR-Registen July 3,1984 (49 FR 27385). The

Commission s related evaluation of the Specifications. 67. Amendment revised the Technical

amendments is contained in a letter Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Specifications.
Registen December 21,1983,48 FR Date ofinitialnoticein Federal

o e gn ca t h rds consideration 58502. Registen July 24, M64 p M at
comments received: No. The Commission's related evaluation 29908).

Localrublic Document Room of the amendments is contained in a The Commission's related evaluation
location: Morris Public Ubrary,604 Safety Evaluation dated August 27,1964. of the amendment is contained in a
Liberty Street. Morris. Illinois 00451. No significant hazards consideration Safety Evaluation dated August 27.1984.

comments received: No. No significant hazards considerationCommonwealth Edison Company. LocalPublic Document Room comments received: No.Docket No.50-219 Dresden Nuclear location:Oconee Coung Ubrary,501 LocalPublic Document RoomPower Station, Unit No. 3, GrundY West Southbroad Street, Walhalla- location: Indian River Junior CollegeCounty, Illinois South Carolina. Ubrary.3209 Virginia Avenue Ft.Date of applicationfor amendment:
Duke Power Company, Dockets Nos. 50 Pierce. Florida.

* 69,50-27s, and 50-2s7 Omnee Nuclear Florida Power and Ugid l'ampany.etter ated Apr I 9,19 c u st 2,

1984.The latter submittal transmitted a Station, Units Nos.1,2, and 3, Oconee Docket Nos. 58-250 and 58 251. Turkey
copy of the proposed Technical Canty, Seth Carolina Point Plant Units 3 and 4, Dade County,
Specifica tion (TS) page in the recently Date of application for amendments: Florida
approved reformatted TS style with no February 10,1983. Date ofnpplication for amendments:change in the technical content from the Briefdescription of amendments: August 8,1982, as modified September 1,earlier submittals. These amendments revised the 1982, January 3,1983. April 25,1983Briefdescription of amendment:%e Technical Specifications (TSs) to reflect January 31,1984 and April 23,1964,amendment authorizes an extension of that Penetrations 24 and 42 are to be
the MAPUIGR limits for two fuel types used as part of the Reactor Building Br f m phon of amnhnN
in the Dresden 3 core to 40 000 mwd / Ilydrogen Analyzer,in lieu of their being ' "

STU and also approves slightly high: r spare penetrations into the reactor ,,qu. rem nt n th hn en!
MAPUIGR limits for one of the fuel building. Other changes requested in the 0pe g;ca ons gor pr ec o gs,7ety-

,t etypes in the range 125G-25 000 mwd / February 10,1983, submittal are still
STU. under staff review and will be sustained degraded voltage conditions

*' 'i ' " ' #U' ' dDate ofissuance: September 14,19M. addressed by separate safety evaluation ** * "dEffective date: September 14.1984. and license amendment.
Amendment No. 76. * * Y"'' W'''Date ofissuance: September 13,1984.Facility Operating License No. DPR~

25. The amendment revised the
Effective date: September 13,1984. ate ofissance: August 14, M84.

Technical Specifications. Amendment Nos.131,131 and 128. Effective date: August 14,1964.
Amendment Nos.:104 and 98..

fjjfyfg y ,gfp'g"',;3f*' Facility Opemting Licenses Nos.
8Dole ofinitialnotice in Federal gp g, g

Registen May 23,19M (49 FR 21827).
The Comrmssion's related evaluation Amendments revised the Technical DPR41andDPR-4ft Amendments

' Specifications. revised the Technical Specifications.
I ty I va us ion ed S e er 14* Date afinitialnotice in Federal Date ofinitialnotice in Federal

19M. No significant bazards Registen December 21,1983,48 FR Registen August 23,1983 (48 FR 33403)

consideration comments received: No. 56502. and renoticed June 20,1984 (49 FR
LocolPublic Document Room The Commission's related evaluation 25359).

location: Morris Public !.ibrary,604 of the amendments is contained in a The Commissien's related evaluation
1.iberty Street, Morris. Illinois 00451. Safety Evaluation dated September 13, of the amendments is contained in a

1964. Safety Evaluaticn dated August 14,1964.
Duke Power Company, Doc.kets Nos. 50- No significant hazards consideration No significant hazards consideration269. 50-270, and W287 Oconee Nuclear

comments received: No. comments have been received.Station, Units Nos.1,2, and 3,0conee
LocalPublic Document Room LocalPublic Document RoomCounty, South Carohna

location: Oconee County IJbrary,501 location: Environmental and Urban
Date of application for un:endments: West Southbroad Street, Walhalla. Affairs Library, Florida International

February 10.1983. South Carolina. University, Miami, Florida 33199.

_
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Florida Power and Light Company, LocalPublic Document Room GPU Nuclear Corporation Docket No.

'

Docket Nos. 50-250 and 50-251 Turkey location: Environmental and Urban 50-219, Oyster Creek Nuclear
Point Plant Units 3 and 4. Dade County, Affairs Library, Florida International Generating Station. Ocean County, New

Florida University, Miami, Florida 33199. Jersey

Date of application for amendments: Florida Power and Llght Company, Date of application for amendment:
September 12.1983, as supplemented on Docket Nos. 50-250 and 50-251. Turkey April 21.1980 as supplemented March 9.
October 26,1983. Point Plant Units 3 and 4, Dade County, 1981. August 31,1982, July 22 and

October 28,1983, and May 1.1984.Brief description of amendments: Florida
.

These amendments delete non. Brief description of amendment:The
radiological Environmental Technical Date of application for amendments: proposed Technical Specification (TS)
Specifications in Appendix B which May 2t.1984. changes would revise cycle dependent
address the groundwater monitoring Drief description of amendments: parameters in support of Core to
program and environmental protection These amendments revise and expand operations following refueling.
limits. the Table of Safety-Related Snubbers in Date of /ssuance: August 27,1984.

Date ofissuance: August 24,1984. section 3.13 in Appendix A of the Effective date August 27,1984.
Effective date: August 24,1984. Technical Specifications. Amendment No.:75.
Amendment Nos.:105 and 99. Date fissuance: August 27,1984. ProvisionalOperating License No.
Focility Operating Licenses Nos.

DPR41 and DPR-41: Amendments
Effective date: August 27,1984. DPR46. Amendment revised the
Amendments Nos. 107 and 101. Technical Specifications.

revised the Technical Specifications.
Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Facility Opemting Licenses Nos. Date ofinitialnotice in Federal

Register: December 21,1983 (48 FR DPR41 and DPR-41: Amendments Register: July 20,1983 (48 FR 33081) and

56503) and renoticed March 28,1983 (49 revised the Technical Specifications. July 20,1984 (49 FR 29495).
The Commission's related evaluation

FR 18898). Date ofinitialnotice in Federal of this amo.*dment is contained in aThe Commission's related evaluation Register: July 24,1984 (49 FR 29914). Safety Evaluation dated August 27,1984.of the amendments is contained in a The Commission's related evaluation No significant hazards considerationSafety Evaluation dated August 24,1984. of the amendments is contained in a comments have been received: No.No sigmficant hazards consideration Safety Evaluation dated August 27,1984.
LocalPublic Document Room:101comments have been received. No sigmficant hazards consideration Washington Street, Toms River, New

. .

An Environmental Asse ent has
cornments have been received.been prepared in accordanu with 10 Jersey 08753.

CFR 50.12(b) and a findipg of No 1ocalPublic Document Room
Significant impact made dated August location: Environmental and Urban GPU Nuclear Corporation, et al. Docket

20,19M (49 FR 33069). Affairs Library, Florida International No. 50-289 Three Mlle Island Nuclear
Station, Unit No.1, Dauphin County,

LocalPublic Document Room University, Miami, Florida 33199.
location: Environmental and Urban Florida Power and Light Company, Date of amendment request: March 28.Affairs Library Flonda International Docket Nos. 50-250 and 50-251. Turkey

1984, revised May 11,1984.University, Miami, Florida 33199. Point Plant Units 3 and 4 Dade County.
Brief description of amendment: This

Florida Power and Light Company, Florida amendment revises the definition ofDocket Nos. 50-250 and 5%251. Turkey
Date of application foramendments: OPERABLE or OPERABILITY to assurePoint Plant Units 3 and 4. Dade County,

April 27,1984. that the single failure criterion for safety
Florida

.
Brief description of amendments: system is preserved. Existing

Date of application for amendments: These amendments prohibit the travel of requirements are extended to include
December 29 W82. heavy loads over irradiated fuel multiple outages of redundant

Brief description of amendments: assemblies in the spent fuel pools with components and to include the effects of
These amendments revise the Techm. cal the exception of a temporary crane for outages support systems. The
Specifications by adding additional use during proposed reracking of the amendment includes limiting conditions
Limiting Conditions of Operation for spent fuel pools. for operation and ACTION statements.

Date of /ssuance: August 7,1984.
ain e t rad oac i ity su e llance Date ofissuance: August 29.1984.

Effective date:45 days after the date
requirements for turbine trip including Efective date: August 29,1984.

I""*"'''
basis; and requirements for reporting Amendment Nos.108 and 102. "
power operated relief valve and safety facility Operating Licenses Nos. Fac y Ope Ung 1.icense No. MR- ,

valve challenges and failures DPR41 and DPR-41: Amendments " Amendment remed me Mnical
Date ofissuance: August 27,1984 revised the Technical Specifications. P . fi
fn n 'nents ate finitialnoticein Feders' S 'ch c)i ns.' o in'

.1 and1 Register: July 24,1984 (49 FR 29913). Register: june 20.1984. 49 FR 25362.
Facility Operating' Licenses Nm. The Commission s related evaluation The Commission's related evaluation

DPR47 and DPR-41: Amendments f the amendments is contained in a of the amendment is contained in arevised the Technical Specifications. Safety Evaluation dated August 29.1984. Safety Evaluation dated August 7,1984.
Date ofinitialnotice in Federal

Register: August 23,1983 (48 FR 384M). No significant hazards consideration No significant hazards consideration

The Commission's related evaluation comments have been received. comments received: No.

of the amendments is contained in a Local Public Document Room LocalPublic Document Room
Safety Evaluation dated August 27,1984. location: Environmental and Urban lucation: Government Publications

No significant hazards consideration Affairs Library. Florida International Section, State Library of Pennsylvania.

comments have been recciwd. University. Miami. Florida 33199. Education Building. Commonwealth and
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Walnut Streets, liarrisburg, facilities Opemting License Nos. The Commission's related evaluation
Pennsylvania 17128. DPR,53andDPR-74. Amendments of the amendment is contained in a
CPU Nuclear Corporation, et al., Docket revised the Technical Specifications. Safety Evaluation dated August 24,1984.

No. 50-289. Three Mile Island Nuclear Date ofinitialnotice m Federal No significant hazards consideration
Station, Unit No.1. Dauphin County, egisten Aprd 2,5.1,984 H9 R 17863h comments received: No.

The Commission s related evaluation Loca/Public Document RoomPennsylvania
of the amendment is contained in a location: Cedar Rapids Public Ubrary,

Date of application for amendment: Safety Evaluation dated August 24,1984. 426 Third Avenue, S.E., Cedar Rapids.
July 11,1983, as supplemented No Significant hazards consideration Iowa 52401.

*

November 8,1983. comments received: No.
Briefdescription of amendment:%is LocalPublic Document Roor lows Electric Ught and Power Con pany,

amendment adds gener il requirements location:Maude Reston Palenske Dockei No. 50-331, Duane Arnold
on the applicability of surveillance TSs, Memorial Ubrary,500 Market Street, SL Energy Center, Unn County, Iowa
section 4, so that surveillance Joseph, Michigan 49085. Date of applicationfor amendment
requirements do not have to be
performed on systems / components Iowa Electric Ught and Power Company. August 29,1978, as supplemented

Docket No.56-331 Duane Arnold November 5,1981 and March 18,1984.
during operational conditions for which
the systems / components are not Energy Center, Unn County, Iowa Brief description of amendment: This

amendment revises the Technical
required to be operable. Surveillance Date of applicationforamendment: Specifications to incorporate changes
interval tolerances are removed from January 27,1984. resulting from compliance with those 10
section 4 because they are provided in Briefdescription of amendment:The
Table 1.2. In section 6.5.4, this January 27,1984 application requested CFR 50, Appendix | requirements which

amendment requires members of the several changes related to NUREG-0737 do not require future plant
modifications.

Independent Onsite Safety Review requirements described in the NRC
Group (IOSRG) to have experience in Generic Letter 83-36, and other Dale ofissuance: August 24,1984.

nuclear power plant engineering, miscellaneous items. This amendment Effective date: August 24,1984.

operations and/or technology. Also, relates only to item !!.It.3-Post Amendment No.:106.
changes have been made on the TS Accident Sampling and also corrects Focilitie8 Operatmg License Na
format in section 6.5.4. two typographical errors on page 3.2- DPR-49. Amendment revised the

Date of /ssuance: August 8,1984. 23b of your Technical Specifications. Technical Specifications.

Effective date: August 8,1984. Other items in the January 27,1984 Date ofinitialnotice m Federal
Amendment No.199 application will be handled in separate Register: October 28,1983 (48 FR 49588)

Facility Operating l.icense Na DPR- actions. and May 23,1984 (49 FR 21831).

M Amadmut revised the Technical D te ofissuance: August 22,1984. The Commission s related evaluation
S ecifications Effective date: August 22,1984. of the amendment is contained in a

A*##d*#"# #"*Date ofinitialnotice in Federal ,

Safety Evaluation dated August 24,1984.
Register: April 25,1984,49 FR 17882. The facilities Operating License Na No significant hazards consideration
Commission's related evaluation of the DPR-49. Amendment revised the comments received: No.
amendment is contained in a Safety Techmcal Specifications. LocalPublic Document Room
Evaluation dated August 8,1984 Date ofiniti Inotice m Federal locatlon: Cedar Rapids Public Ubrary,

gise MarNo significant hazards consideration The Comm,ch 22,1984 (49 FR 10738).426 Third Avenue, S. E., Cedar Rapids,
ission a related evaluation Iowa 52401.comments have been received: No.

of the amendment is contained in aLocalPublic Document Room
locottom Government Publications Safety Evaluation dated August 22,1984. Iowa Electric Ught and Power Company,

No significar t hazards consideration Docket No. 50-331, Duane Arnold
Section. State Ubrary of Pennsylvania, comments received: No. Energy Center, Unn County, Iowa
Education Dudding, Commonwealth and LccalPublic Document Room Date of application foramendment:Walnut Streets, liarrisburg. location: Cedar Rapids Public Ubrary, January 27,1984.Pennsylvania 17126. 426 hird Avenue, S.E., Cedar Rapids, Brief description of amendment:The
Indiana and Michigan Electric Company, Iowa 52401. amendment revises the Technical
Docket Nos. 50415 and 50-316, Donald

towa Electric Ught and Power Company, Specifications pertaining to NUREG-C, Cook Nuclear Plant, IJnit Nos.1 and
Docket No.50-331 Dunes Arnold 0737 TMI Action Plan Item II.F.1.3

,

2, Berrien County, Michigan Energy Center, Unn County, Iowa related to containment high-range
Date ofapplicationforamendments: Date of applicationfor amendment: radistion monit rs onty. Other items in

January 20,1984, as supplemented April 12,1984. the January 27,1984 application will be,

March 15,1984. Brief description of amendment: This handled in separate actions.
Briefdescription of amendments:%e amendment revises the Technical Date ofissuance: September 4,1984.

amendments modify the Technical Specifications to meet a new rule on Effective date: September 4,1984.
Specifications to add a specification reporting requirements and to make Amendment Na 107.
required by the Commission in NUREG- some administrative changes. Facility Operating License Na DPR-
0737 following the Three Miles Island Date ofissuance: August 24,1984. 49. Amendment revised the Technical
accident. The change adds Technical Effective date: August 24,1984. Specifications.
Specifications on the reactor vessel Amendment Na:105. Date ofinitialnotice in Federal
head vents and on the pressurizer steam facilities Operating License Na Register: March 22,1984 (49 FR 10736).
space vents. DPR-49. Amendment revised the The Commission's related evaluation

Date ofissuance: August 24,1984. Technical Specifications. of the amendment is contained in a
Effective date: August 24,1984. Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Safety Evaluation dated September 4
Amendment Nos.. 81 and 65. Register: June 20,1984 (49 FR 25362). 1984.

. . .. .. . .
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N3 significant hazards consideration Safety Evaluation dated September 5. room habitability study and resulted in

comments received: No. 1984. a significant reduction in the number of
Loca/Public Document Room No significant hazards consideration toxic chemicals that would have to be

location: Cedar Rapids Public Library. comments received:.No. monitored to assure an adequate

426 Third Avenue. S. E. Cedar Rapids, localPublic Document Room habitability of the control room. Use of
Iows 52401. location: Waterford Public Library, Rope the new methodology conclud,a that

Ferry Road. Waterford. Connecticut. only the chlorine detection is necessary
Northeast Nuclear Energy Company to meet the requirements of NUREG-
(NNECO). Doc.ket No. 50-245, Millstone Northern States Power Company. 0737 Item Ill.D.3.4. The new
Nuclear Generating Station, Unit No.1. Docket No. 50-263. Monticello Nuclear methodology would affect our
New %ndon County, Connecticut Generating Plant. Wright County, conclusion of the safety evaluation

MinnesotaDate ofnpplicationfor amendment: ssued by letter dated April 9,1962.
'

February 1,1984. Date of applicationforamendment: Therefore our initial safety evaluation
Brief description of amendment:The March 30,19M. on NUREG-0737 Item IILD.3.4 related to

Technical Specification changes Brief description of amendment: the toxic gases originating from off-site
proposed by the amendment request Revises the Technical Specifications to sources will be revised to reflect the
modify the Appendix A Technical extend the allowable interval between results of the new methodology before
Sp:cifications to include provisions for integrated containment leakage rate putting TSs in place.The license
the new steam tunnel ventilation tests, add requirements pertaining to the withdrew from consideration the
radiation monitoring system. recently. installed intake structure proposed Toxic Gas Monitoring System

Date of issuance: September 14,1984. sprinkler system, and make various non- TS requested in the April 10.1984
Effective date: September 14,1984. safety related changes to the Technical application.
A:1endment No.100. Specifications. The Commission's related evaluation ,

Provisional Operating License No. Date ofissuance: August 15.1984. of the amendments is contained in a
DPR-21. The amendment revised the Effective date: August 15,1984. Safety Evaluation dated September 12.
Techmcal Specifications. Amendment No. 25. 3934*

Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Facility Operating License No. DPR-
Register: April 25,1984 (49 FR 17867). 22. Amendment revised the Technical co mena ceive N.

The Commission's related evaluation Specifications. LocalPublic Document Roomof the amendment is contained in a Date ofinitialnotice in Fedetag
location: Environmental ConservationSafety Evaluation dated September 14. Register: May 23,1984 (49 FR 21832).

~
The Commission's related evaluation Library. Minneapolis Public Library 300

1934.
No significant hazards consideration of the amendment is contained in a Nicollet Mall. Minneapolis, Minnesota.

Omaha Public Power District. Docketcomments received: No. Safety Evaluation dated August 15,1984.
No. 50-285. Fort Calhoun Station. UnitLocal Public Documen' .".som No significant hazards consideration

location: Waterford Public Library, Rope comments received: No. No.1. Washington County, Nebraska.

Fetry Road, Route 158 Waterford. LocalPublic Document Room Date of applicationfor amendment:
Connecticut 00358. location: Environmental Conservation October 3.1983 as supplemented June

Library Minneaoolis Public Library 300 22,1984.
Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, et Nicollet Mall. Minneapots. Minnesota. Briefdescription of amendment:The

,

cl., Docket No. 50-338, Millstone amendment updated the surveillance
Nudear Power Station. Unit No. 2. Town Northern States Power Company, capsule rem val schedule (Table 3-7).
ef Waterford, Connecticut Docket Nos. 50-282 and 50-306, Prairie

Date ofissuonce: Septe.mber 7,1984.
Date of application for amendment: Island Nudear Generating Plant, Unit

October 12,1983 as supplemented May s. and 2 Goodhue County, Effective date: September 7.1984.
Amendment No.:83.

ed''$ Tech ca
f" PBrief Alescription of amendment:This Date of application for amendment: 4g, g n ent

amendment modified the Technical April 10,1984 as supplemented july 9, Specifications.
. .Sp;;cifications as follows: (1) Revised 1984.

,

the pressurizer level band to a wider Briefdescription of am ndment:The
Re8 te o ber 2 1 I48range during penods of normal amendments revised the TS to 52819). Suplemental information was

operation: and (2) Imposed more implement the requirements of NUREG- ,

edftm
e se

restrictive operability requirements for 0737 Items II.B.3. II.F.1.2, and IILD.3.4
,g c. I ed n

tha pressurizer heaters. and correct typographical errors. Federal Register. This supplementalDate ofissunnre: September 5.1984. Date of issuance: September 12.1984. information did not affect the discussionEffective date: September 5,1984. Effectave date September 12,1984. which was contamed in the ongmal
Amendment No.:97. Amendment Nos.:70 and 64. notice. On this basis, we did not
Facility Operating License No. DPR- Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-

65. Amendment revised the Technical 12 and DPR-60. Amendments revised renotice the application.

Specifications. the Technical Specifications. The Commission's related evaluation

| Date ofinitio/ notice in Federal Date ofinitic/ notice in Federal of the am-ndment is contained in a
,

| Register- November 22.1983 (49 FR Register: jure 20,1984 (49 FR 25350 at Safety Evauation dated September 7.
' 5280s at 52817).The May 16.1984 letter 25337). 1984.

provided clarifying information for each The licensee's letter of l.dy 9.1984 No significant hazards consideration
transient and accident analysis affected provided information on new comments received: No.
by the proposed amendment and did not methodology for estimation of LocalPcblic Document Room
revise the initial noticing action. incapacitation times following location W. Dale Clark Library. 215

The Commission's related evaluation exposures to toxic gases which was South 15th Street. Omaha. Nebraska
of the amendment is contained in a utilized during performance of a control 68102.
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Omaha Public Power District, Docket added or modified as a result of post- University College of Oswego. Oswego,
No. 50-285, Fort Calhoun Station, Unit TMI safety improvements approved by New York.
No.1, Washington County, N4.raska the Commission in NUREG-0737.The Public Service Electric and Gas

Date of application for amendment amendment request was submitted in Company, Docket No. SMI11, Salem
June 8.1984. response to NRC Genenc 1.etter 83-37, Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 2

items included in this amendment are:Brief description of amendment:The Salem County, New jersey
amendment changed the administrative reactor coolant system vents (II.B.1),

controls section of the technical auxiliary feedwater pumps (ll.E.1.1). Date of application for amendment.,
,

specifications to reflect changes to the containment pressure monitor (!!.F.1.4), June 30,1983.*

plant support and plant organizations. containment hydrogen monitor (II.F.1.6). Briefdescription of amendment:The
Date ofissuance: September 7,1984. and control room habitability (III.D.3.4) amendment adds Ucense Conditions
Effective date: September 7,1984. (chlorine detectors). which ensure the implementation of fire*

Ameladment No.:84. Date ofissuance: September 5,19M. protection modifications on Unit 2.
Facility Opemting License No. DPR- Effective date: September 5.1984. Date ofissuance: August 30,1984.

40. Amendment revised the Technical Amendment No.193 Effective date: August 30,1984.
Specifications.

. . Facility Operating License No. NPF-1. Amendment No.:25.
Am men T8 8 8 Ac y Opemdngcense No. MR-Register j 4.1 49 FR 2 at Specifications. 75: Amendment revised the Salem Unit 2

29915)'
The Commission's related evaluation Date ofinitialnotice in Federal license.

of the amendment is contained in a Register: June 20,1984 (49 FR 25350 at Date ofinitialnotice in Federal
Safety Evaluation dated September 7, 25369) and July 24,1984 (49 FR 29902 at Register: November 22,1983 (48 FR
1984. 29918). 52822).

No significant hazards consideration The Commission's relatad evaluation The Commission's related evaluation
comments received: No. of the amendment is contained in a of the amendment is contained in a

LocalPublic Document Room Safety Evaluation dated September 5. Safety Evaluation dated August 30,1984.
location: W. Dale Clark Library. 215 1984- No significant hazards consid'eration
South 15th Street. Omaha, Nebraska No significant hazards consideration comments have been received.
68102. comments received: No comments

LocalPublic Document Roomrecsed.Portland General Electric Company, et . location: Salem Free 1.ibrary,112 West
al., Docket No. 50-344, Trojan Nuclear Location ofLocalPublic Document Broadway, Salem, New Jersey 08079
Plant, Columbia County, Oregon R om:Multncmah County 1.ibrary,801

S.W.10th Avenue, Po-tland Oregon. Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation,
Date of application for amendment' Docket No. 50-244, R. E. Ginna Nuclear

April 27,1984. Power Author'ty of the State of New
Briefdescription of amendment: The York, Docket No.50433, lames A. Power Plant Wayne County, New York

amendment makes miscellaneous FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant, Dcte of amendment requests: August
changes involving fire protection and Oswego County, New Yorh 1,1983 and January 20,1984.
administrative controls. Date of cpp ;catj,n fo,amengmeng; Description of amendment request:j

Date ofissuance: August 17.1984. February 20,1931. The amendment approves changes to
## # # ""'
cn n ent '9 Briefdescription of amendment:The the Technical Specifications (TS) which:'

Facility Operating icense No. NPF-1~ revision of the Technical Specifications (1) e nsolidate the positions of

Amendment revised the Technical adds the use of tt e term "operaHe" as it Superintendent of Nuclear Production
Specifications. applies to safety systems in power and Superintendent of G!nna: and (2)

Date ofinitiolnotice in Federal reactom. The chringe includes a recognize certain organizational title

Register: June 20.1984 (49 FR 25350 at definition of" operable" as well as a changes within the Rochester Gas and

25370). section on operability requirements in Electric Corporation.

The Commission's related evaluation the Limiting Conditions for Operation Data ofissuance: August 14,19M.
of the amendment is contained in a and surveillante section of the Effective date: August 14,1984.
Safety Evaluation dated August 17,1984. Technical Specifications. Amendment No.:63.

No significant hazards consideration Date ofissuance: August 28,1984. Pmvisional Operating n cense No.
comments received: No comments Effective date: August 28,1984. DPR.fB. Amendment revised the
received. Amendmer:t No.:83. Techniciil Specifications.

Location of LocalPublic Document Facility Opemting License No. DPR- Date ofinitialnotices in Federal
59. Amendrrent revised the Technical Register: May 23,1964 (49 FR 21836 andV Oth e e. or e Specifications. 21837).

Portland General Electric Company, et Date ofinitialnotice in Federal The Commission's related evaluation
al., Docket ?% 50-344, Trojan Nuclear Register: ltly 20.1983,48 FR 33085. of the amendment is contained in a
Flant, Columbia County, Oregon The Commission's related evaluation Safety Evaluation dated August 14.1984.

Date of application for amendment f the amtndment is contained in a No significant hazards consideration
April 24,1984 as supplemented June 1. Safety Eviluation dated August 28.1984. comments received: No.
1984. No significant hazards consideration LocalPublic Document Room

Brief description of amendment:The commen's received: No. location: Rochester Public 1.ibrary,155
amendment incorporated technical LocalPublic Document Room South Avenue, Rochester, New York
specifications for some equipment locatior Penfield 1.ibrary, State 14604.

. _ . _
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Southern Cal:fornia Edison Company et The Commission's related evaluation Date ofinitialnotice in Federal
cl., Docket Nos. 50-206/361/362, San of the amendment is contained in a Register: November 22,1983 (48 FR
Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Unit Safety Evaluation dated August 27,1984. 52832).

|
Nos.1/2/3, San Diego County, No significant hazards consideration The Commission's related evaluation
Cilifornia comments received: No. of the amendment is contained in a

LocalPublic Document Room Safety Evaluation dated August 15,19M.
Date of application for amendment: ocatwn: San Clemente Branch Ubrary. No significant hazards consideration

December 16.1983 as modified April 2, 242 Avemda Det htar, San Clemente, comments received: No.
39g' fdescription of amendment:

*
Cahf0'nla 926 2- LocalPublic Document RoomBrie The

umtndment approves changes to the Southern California Fdison Company, location: Athens Public Ubrary, South

Physical Security Plan which (1) Docket No. 50-206, San Onofre Nuclear and Forrest. Athens, Alabama 35611.
*

consolidate several adjacent vital areas Generating Station Unit No.1, San Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket
mto a single vital area: (2) reduce the Diego County, California Nos. 50-260 and 50-296, Browns Ferry
size of severallarge vital areas by Date of applicationfor amendment: Nuclear Plant, Units 2 and 3, l.imestone
compression of the boundaries: and (3) hiay 17,1984. County, Alabama
** '' '9" ''4" 0I' Briefdescription of amendment:Tbe Date of application foramendment:
, g 7 g d ent i p tes H nse September 21,1981, as supplementeda
Date ofissuance: August 7,1984- ndition requiring (1) plant shutdown June 3,1982.
Effective date: Amendment is '' " "

effective upon issuance and sha!! be fq'u onth of opera on f r the amendments revise the Technical
Briefdescription of amendment The

a en
fully implemented upon completion of start of operation from the backfitting Spec canons to change b neutmnmodifications but no later than January outage that began on February 27,1982. flux trip setting adjustment factor from a1981 (2) the inspection program be submitted limiting safety system setting to aI' Amendments Nos.:78, 23, and 12. to the Commission at least 45 days prior limiting c ndition for operation with a

Operating License Nos. DPR-13. NPF- to scheduled, and (3) Commission six hour action statement.10 and NPF-15 respectively; approval nnst be obtained before Date ogssuanx Augud 17. mAmendments revised the licenses. resuming power operation following this Effective date August 17,1984.Date ofinitialnotice in Federal inspection. The license condition
Amendment Nos.104 and 77.Rigister: hfay 23,1984 (49 FR 21839). requiring a shutdown within 6

of the amendment is contam,d evaluationequivalent months of operation after the Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-The Commission a relate
start of C cle 8 operation is deleted. 52 andDPR-68. Amendment revised theed in a

Safety Evaluation dated August 7,1984. Date o! issuance: September 4.19M. Technical Specifications.
No significant hazards consideration Effective date: September 4.1984. Date ofinitialnotice in Federal

comments received: No. Amendment No. 80. Register: November 22,1983 (48 FR
LocalPublic Documeat Room Pmvisiona! Operating License No. 52828).

location: San Clemente Branch I.ibrary, DPR-13. The amendment modifies the The Commission's related evaluation
242 Avenida Det htar, San Clemente, license. of the amendment is contained in a
Califorma 92672. Date ofinitialnotice in Federal Safety Evaluation dated August 17,1984.
Southern California Edison Company, Register: July 24,1984 (49 FR 29920). No significant hazards consideration
Docket No. 50-206, San Onofre Nuclear The Commission's related evaluation comments received: No.

of the amendment is contained in a LocalPublic Document RoomG1nerating Station, Unit No.1. San
Diego County, California Safety Evaluation dated September 4. location: Athens Public I.ibrary, South

Date of application foramendment: fof,';g 7,g a fo*mfe*n s received: No.* * "' ***'

December 12.1983 as supplemented LocalPublic Document Room Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket No.
.

March 20,19M. location: San Clemente Branch Library, 50-296, Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant,
Brief description of amendment: The 242 Aven!da Del Mar, San Clemente. Unit 3, Limestone County, Alabana

Califomia 92672. Date of application for amendment;
1niIal ca ions to a d h

radiological effluent technical Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket January 23 and J.ne 6,1984.ec

specifications necessary to implement Nos. 56-259,50-260 and 56-296, Browns Brief description of amendment: The

the regnirements of to CFR Part 50. Ferry Nuclear Plant Units 1,2 and 3, amendment revises the Technical
*

Appendix I.The amendment provides Limestone County, Alabama Specifications to reflect changes in
imtrumentauon requirements, testing

new 'lechnical Specification sections Date of application for amendment, ami surv axe reqWemenh as weH
defining limiting conditions for December 17,1982. as in administrative changes resuiting
operation and surseillance requirements Briefdescription of amendment:The fmm m difications made during the
for radioactive liquid and gaseous amendments change the Technical current refueling outage. Changes
rifluent monitoring, concentration. dose Specifications to permit the main steam related to the reload were issued in
and treatment of liquid, gaseous and ime high temperature isolation function Amendment No. 70.
solid wastes and total dose. to be made inoperable for up for four Date ofissuance: August 27,1984

Date ofissuance: August 27,1984. hours for testing and maintenance
Effective date: August 27,1984.Effective date: January 1,1985. purposes.
Amendment No. 78.Amendment No. 79 Date ofissuance: August 15.1984

Provisional Operating License No. Effective date: August 15.1984. Facility Operating License No. DPR-

DPR-t3. The amendment revised the Amendment Nos. 110.103 and 76. tis. Amendment revised the Technical
Technical Specifications. Fac!/ity Operating License Nos. DPR- Spectfications.

Date ofinitialnotice in Federal 33. UPR-52 and DPR-tia. Amendment Date ofinitialnotice in Federal
Register: May 23,1984 (49 FR 21H39) revised the Technical Specifications. Register May 23.19M (49 FR 21M1)
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The lune 6,1994 letter did not add or The Commission's related evaluation hazards consideration. The basis for this
modify any of the [anuary 23,1984 of the amendment is contained in a determinc; ion is contained in the
change requests:it only withdrew some Safety Evaluadon dated August 27,1984, documents related to this action.
of them, therefore no additional notice No significant hazards consideration Accordingly, the amendments have been
was issued subsequent to May 23,1964. comments received: No, issued and made effective as indicated.

The Commission's related evaluation Loco /Public Document Room Unless otherwise indicated, the
of the amendment is contained in a location: University of Toledo Ubrary, Commission has determined that these
Safety Evaluation dated August 27,1984. Documents Department. 2a01 Bancrolt amendments satisfy the criteria for

No significant hazards consideration Avenue. Toledo, Ohio 43006. categorical exclusion in accordance
*

comments received: No. NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF with to CFR 51.22.Therefore, pursuant
LocoIPublic Document Room AMENDMENT TO FACILITY to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental

location: Athens Public Ubrary, South OPERATING UCENSE AND FINAL impact statement or environmental,

and Forrest, Athens, Alabama 35611. DETERMINATION OF NO assessment need be prepared for these

Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket SIGNIFICANT IIAZARDS amendments if t}e Commission has
Nos. 56 59,56-284 and 56-298. Browns * CONSIDERATION AND prepared an environmental assessment

Ferry Nuclear Plant. Units 1,2 and 3. OPPORTUNITY FOR llEARING under the special cricumstances

Umestone County, Alabama (EXIGENT OR EMERGENCY provision in 10 CFR 51.22(b) and has

CIRCUMSTANCES) made a determination based on that
Date of applicationfor amendment: assessment, it is so indicated.

November 5,1982. During the 30-day period since For futher details with respect to the
Briefdescription of amendment:The publication of the last monthly notice, action see (1) the application for

amendments change the Technical the Commission has issued the follawing amendment,(2) the amendment to
Specifications to increase the Main amendments.The Commission has Facility Operating Ucense, and (3) the

determined foe each of theseSteam isolation Valve (MSIV) Commission's related letter, Safety
surveillance test interval. amendments that the application for the

Evaluation and/or Environmentale dmen co plies w t s a sDate ofissuance: September 4.1964. Assessment, as indicated. Allof these
Effctive date: September 4,1964. 9 , g 8

Amendment Nos. 111.105 and 79.
Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and items are available for ublic inspection

at the Commission's Pu lic Document
faci /ity Operating License Nos. DPR- the Commission's rules and regul ations.

J3, DPR-52 andDPR-68. Amendment The Commission has made apprcpriate Room.171711 Street. N.W., Washington.
D.C., and at the local public document

revised the Technical Specifications. h"o $,', j',',d r m f r the particular facility involved.a d eg lati ns in to
Dote of/nitio/ notice in Federal which are set forth in A c py ofitems (2) and (3) may be

Register: |anuary 26,1984 (49 FR 3356). CFR Chapter I' ment. obtained upon request addressed to thelicense amend
The Commission's related evaluation Because of exigent or emergeacy U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

of the amendment is contained in a c rcumstances associated with the date Washington, D.C. 20555. Attention:
Safety Evaluation dated September 4* the amendment was needed, there was Direct r, Division of Utensing.
1984. not time for the Commission to publish. The Commission is also offering an

No significant hazards consideration for public comment before issuance, its opportunity for a hearing with respect to
commnets received: No. usual 30-day Notice of Consideration of the issuance of the amendments. By

Loco / Pub /ic Document Room Issuance of Amendment and Proposed October 29,1984. the licensee may file a
location: Athens Public Ubrary, South No Significant flazards Consideration request for a hear'ng with respect to
and Forrest, Athens, Alabama 35611. Determination and Opportun.ty for issuance of the amendment to the

The Toledo Edison Company and The licaring. For exigent circumstances, a subject facility operating license and
Cleveland Electric Illuminating press release seeking public comment as any person whose interest may be
Company Dodet No.So-344, Davis, to the proposed no significans hazards affected by this proceeding and who
Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No.1, c niideration determination was used, wishes to participate as a party in the

Ottawa County, Ohio and the State was consulted by proceeding must file a written petition
telephone. In circumstances where for leave to intervene. Requests for a

Dore of app // cations for amendment: failure to act in a timely way would hearing and petitions for leave to
july 10,1981 as revised May 2. February have resulted, for example. in derating intervene shall be fded in accordance
22. and August 18,1983. or shutdewn of a nuclear power plant, a with the Commission's " Rules of,

Brief description of amendment:The shorter public comment period (less - Practice for Domestic Licensing
amendment modifies Technical than 30 days) has been offered and the Proceedings"in to CFR Part 2. If a
Specifications (TSs) 4.8.1.1.2 and 4.8.1.2 State consulted by telephone whenever request for a hearing or petition for
to correct errors concerning surveillance possible, leave to intervene is filed by the abose,

testing of the diesel generators to Under its regulations, the Commission date, the Commission or an Atomic
demonstrate operability. The may issue and make an amendment Safety and utensing Board, designated
amendment also corrects typographical immediately effective. notwithstanding by the Commission or by the Chairman
errors in TS 6.9.1.5.b and TS Tulite 3 6-2. the pendency before it of a request for a of the Atomic Safety and Licensing

Date of #ssuance: August ?.7.1984 hearing from any person,in advance of Board panel, will rule on the request
Effective date! August ;7,1934 the holding and completion of any and/or petition and the Secretary or the
Amendment No. 75. required hearing. where it has designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
facihty Operating License No. APF-J determined that no significant hazards Board willissue a notice of hearing or

Amendment revised the Technical consideration is involved, en appropriate order.
Specifications. The Commission has applied the As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a

Date ofinitio/ notices m Federal candards of to CFR 50 92 and has made petition for leave to intervene shall set
Reglster: December 21,19tn (48 FR n hnal determination that the fo-th with particularity the interest of
M5141 and lanuary 28.1984 (49 FR 33$71 amendment involves no significant the petitioner in the proceedmg and how
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th t interest may be affected by the requested that the petitioner promptly so Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe
r:sults of the proceeding.The petition inform the Commission by a toll. free Power Corporation, Municipal Electric

should specifisally explain the reasons telephone call to Western Union at (800) Authority of Georgia, City of Dalton,
why intervention should be permitted 325-6000 (in Missouri (800) 342-6700).

Georgia Docket No. 504es. Edwin L

with particular reference to the The Western Union operator should be flatch Nuclear Plant, Unit No. 2, Appling

following factors:11) the nature of the given Datagram Identification Number County, Georgia
petitioner's right under the Act to be 3737 and the following message Date of application for amendment:
mide a party to the proceeding:(2) the addressed to (Branch Chief): petitioner's August 6,1984, as supplemented August

*nitute and extent of the petitioner'* name and telephone nurnber; date 10,14 and 16,1984.
property, financial, or other interest in petition was mailed: plant name: and Brief description of amendment:The
the proceeding: and (3) the possible publication date and page number of amendment revises Technical

this Federal Register notice. A copy of Specification Table 3.6.3-1 to require' ,

nt red in the proceeding n he the petition should also be sent to the certain containment isolation valves to
petitioner's interest. The petition should Executive Legal Director. U.S. Nuclear automatically close upon receipt of a
elso identify the specific aspect (s) of the Regulatory Commission. Washington, low. low-low reactor water level signal

,

subject matter of the proceeding as to D.C. 20555, and to the attorney for the rather than upon receipt of.a low reactor
which petitioner wishes to intervene. water level signal as currently required.licensee.Any person who has filed a petition for
lezve to intervene or who has been Nontimely filings of petitions for leave Date ofissuance: August 22,1984.

admitted as a party may amend the to intervene, amended petitions, Effective date: August 22,19&l.

petition without requesting leave of the supplemental petitions and/or requests Amendment No. 40.

Ikurd up to fifteen (15) days prior to the for hearing will not be entertined absent facility Opetuting License No. DFF-&
first prehearing conference scheduled in a determination by the Commission, the Amendment revised the Technical
the proceeding, but such an amended presiding officer or the Atomic Safety Specificaties.
petition must satisfy the specificity and Licensing Board designated to rule Public comments requested as to
requirements described above, on the petition and/or request, that the proposed no significant hazards

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to petitioner has made a substantial consideration: No.
thi first prehearing conference showing of good cause for the granting %e Commission's related evaluation
scheduled in the proceeding a pe'itioner of a late petition and/or request.That cf the amendment and final
shall file a supplement to the petition to determination will be based upon a determination of no significant hazards
intervene which must include a list of balancing of the factors specified in to consideration are contained in a Safety
the contentions which are sought to be CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d).

Evaluation dated August 22,1984.
litigated in the matter. and the bases for Attorneyforlicensee: C.F.
each contention set forth with Duke Power Company, Docket Nos. 50- Trowbricige, Shaw, Pittman. Potts and
reasonable specificity. Contentions shall 369 and 50-370, McGuire Nuclear Trowbridge,1800 M Street NW.,
be limited to matters within the sccpe of Station Units 1 and 2. Mecklenburg Washington, D.C. 20036.
the amendment under consideration. A County, North Carolina LocalPublic Document Room
petitioner who fails to file such a location: Appling County ublic Library,p

supplement which satisfies these Date of application for amendments: 301 City llall Drive, Baxley, Georgia.
requirements with respect to at least one June 14,19&l.
contention will not be permitted to Brief description of amendments: The Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket No.

participate as a party. amendments expand the Power 50-259 Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant,
Those permitted to intervene become Distribution Limits section of the Unit 1 Unit 1 Limestone County, Alabama

parties to the proceeding, subject to any Technical Specifications to include Base Date of application foramendment:
limitations in the order granting leave to Load Operation in addition to the July 31,1984.
Intervene, and have the opportunity to currently approved Relaxed Axial Brief description of amendment:The

articipate fully in the conduct of the Offset Control operation. amendment changes the Technical

[""[,f ",8 ' PP "" Y ate ofissuance: September 13.19&l. Specifications to temporarily permk
, ros a

Effective date: June 21,19&l. Train A of the Containment Air Dilution
witnesses

Since the Commission has made a Amendment Nos. 34 and 15. System to be considered operable with

final determination that the ernendment facility Operating License Nos. NPF- valve FCV-84-8B inoperable.

involves no significant hazards 9andNPF-t7. Amendments revised the Date ofissuance: August 15.1984. '

consideration,if a hearing is requested, Technical Specifications. Effective date: August 15,1984.
Amendment No. 109.it will not stay the effectiveness of the Public comments requested as to Focility Operating License No. DPR-amendment. Any hearing held would proposed no significant hazards JJ. Amendment revised the Technical

,

take place while the amendment is in consideration: No.
#" N'C The Commissinn's related evaluation gic o n$ents requested as to\ r quest for a hearir.g or a petition is c ntained in a Safety Evaluation proposed no significant hazardsfor lease to intervene must be filed with dated September 13.1984. consideratiom No.the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.

Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Attorneyforlicensee:Mr. Albert Carr, The Commission's related evaluation
Washington, D.C. 20$55. Attention: Duke Power Company, P.O. Box 33189. of the amendment and final
Docketing and Service Branch, or may 422 South Church Street, Charlotte. determination of no significant hazards
b2 dehvered to the Commission's Public North Carchna 28242. consideration are contained in a Safety
Document Room. 171711 Street. NW., localPublic Document Room Evaluation dated August 15,1988.
Washington, D C., by the above date. location: Atkins Library, University of AttorneyforlicenJee II.S. Sanger, lr.,
Where petitions are ided during the last North Carolina, Charlotte (UNCC Esquire, General Counsel, Tennessee
ten (101 days of the notice period, it is Station). North Carolina 28242. Valley Authority,400 Commerce
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Avenue. E.11B 33C. Knoxville.
~ Tennessee 37902.

LocalPublic Document Room
location: Athens Public Ubrary. South
and Forrest. Athens. Alabama 35611.

Tennessee Valley Authority. Docket No.
50-32s. Sequoyah Nuclear Plant. Unit 2
llamilton County. T===aa-

,

Date of applicationforamendment:
July 11.1984.

Brief description of amendment:Tbe
amendment authorizes a one-time 38-'

hour extension of the time allowed for
ECCS operability with one centrifugal
charging pump inoperable.

l> ate ofissuance: August 23,1984.
Effective date: fuly 11.1984.
Amendment No.:27.
Facility Operating License No. DPR-

79. Amendment revised the Technical
Specifications.

Public comments requested as to
proposed no significant hazards
consideration: No.

The Commission's related evaluation
is contained in a Safety Evaluation
dated August 23.1984.

Attorneyforlicensee: Herbert S.
Sanger. Jr Esq., Ceneral Counsel.
Tennessee Valley Authonty.400
Commerce Avenue (E11B 33). Knoxville.
Tennessee 37902.

LocalPublic Document Room
location: Chattanooga.llamilton County

_

Bicentennial Ubrary 2001 Broad Street.
Chattanooga. Tennessee 37401.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 20th day
of September 1984.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Donald E. Sells.
Acting Chsef. Opemting Reactors Bmach No.
3. Divosion of Licensmg.
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