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VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWEFR_S1ATION

DOCKET KO, §0-271

1.0  IRTRODUCT 10K

By letter cated December 23, 1991, the Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corpo-atior
(the licensee) submitted & request for a changs to the Vernont Yankee Nuclear
Power Statfun Techrical Specifications (TS). The requested charge would

extend the calfbration interval for the high steam 1ine flow ‘nstrumentatior
fron quarterly to once each operating cycle.

2.0 EVALUATION

Fepl.cing ths existing high steam line flow differentiel pressure switches with
analog locp instrumentaticn will replace rechenically-actuated components with

rewer and more reliable equipment, This new ‘nstrumentation will maintain tre

recuired redundancy and pretective functions, The new instrumentation s aleo

environnentally and seiswically qualified,

The proposed change in celibretion frequency frenm qrarterly to once each
operating cycle will continue to neet the intent of Technical Specificetion
requirenents for assuring conponent operebility, Experience at Vermont Yankes
w th similar analog loop *nstrumentatior aver the past 1] yeére hac shown this
equipment to have an excellent operat .y w.story.

- Plant safety would be enhanced by reducing the frequency of calibrations to
once eacy operating cycie. This would allow calibration to be performed during
shut down, thus minimizing the potential for challenges to plant safety systens
during operation,

The requested change to the calibration frequency does not impact any FSAR
safety analysis, nor does it involve anv charge in Technical Specification
setreints, plart operation, protective functions or the cesigr basis of the
plect. Move reliable protective “nstrumentaticn will provide continued
assurance that required control and alam functions are ma*rie‘necd to prevent
uncevering the fuel fron invertory loss due to & worst cese mein steam Tine

| break,
The proposed chérge has beer reviewe( “te Plert Cperetions Feview (ommittee
gid the Vermoent Yenkee Luclear Sefely v 1 ard Review Comnittee,
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3.0 STATE_CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Comr ‘ssion's regulations, the Vermont State official
was nctified of the proposed ‘scuance of the amendment., The State officia)
had no comments,

4,0 ERVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes & requirement with respect to installation or use of a
fecility comporent located within the restricted ares as cefined in 10 CFP
Part 20 avd changes & surveillanre requirement, The NRC staff has deternined
that the amendment ‘nvolves no s 'nificant increase in the amounts, and no
sicrificent change in .ne types, € any effluents that mey be relessec cffsite,
gnd that there s no significant increase in individual or cumulative
nccupational radiation expesure. The Commission has previously issued a
proposed findirg that the amendment involves no significant hazards corsideratior
anc there has beer ro public comment on such finding (FR cite), Accordingly,
the arendrert meets the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set
forth 4n 10 CFR 51,2¢(c)(S). Pursuant to 10 CFF 51.,28(b) no environrertal
impect statement or environmerti) assessment need be prepared ‘n connection
with the issuance of the emendrent,

6.0 CONCLUSTON

s

The Commissior has concluded, based on 1he considerations ¢iscussed ebove,
that: (1) there s reascrable assuranc. that the health and safety of the
public will net be endangered by cperation in the proposed marrey, (£) cuch
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations,
anc (3) the issuance of the emendnent will net be inimical 1o the comron
defense and security or to the health end sefety of the public.
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