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Y
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feee®  SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR PEACTOR REGULATION
SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 52 1O FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO, NPF-§7
PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
ATLANYIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPANY
HOPE_CREEK GEMERATING STATION

DOCKET MO, 50354

1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated January 24, 1950 end supplemented on April 27, 1990, December 4,
1990, September 10, 1991 and December 10, 1991, Pub'ic Service [lectric &

Ges Company (PSE&GS reovested an amendment to Facility Cperating License No.
NPF.£7 for the Hope Creck Gererating Siation, The supplementa) letters die¢ not
affect the origina) no significant hazerds determination, The proposed
smendment would revise the Radiation Protection and Rediologice) Frvironmerta)
Monitoring Technical Specifications and make various organizationa) changes.

2.0 EVALUATION

Ih;1change. proposed in this amendnent may be categorized and justified as
c1lows:

¢. Changes related to PSEAG's organizational configuration, which reflect
titular changes, and changes in maragement responsibility are administra-
tive in nature and do not edversely ‘mpact management attentiveness to
safe operation of the Hope Creek Generating Station, The recent reorgani-
zation of PSEAG's Nuclear Department is intended to increase overall
maregement effectiveness, in some cases by consulidating oversight of
related sctivities, For example, quality assurance and nuctlear safety
review and eudit activities will both be under the direction of one
general maracer, The Manager - Nuclear Safety will assume management
responsibility of the Onsite Safety Peview staff, thereby allowing the
Onsite Safety Review Engineer to dedicate his efforts to review activities,

This category includes the proposed change to require SORC review for
rocedure changes énd chan?es to Security Plan, Emergency Plan and Fire
rotection Program Plan only 1f a 10 CFR 50.59 safety evaluation is

involved, This approach will consolidate the screening and review process

for procedure changes by doing away with the significant safety issue
determination currently in use at the Hope Creek Generating Station,

Screening for safety significance will be performed by determining 10 CFR

50.52 applicability (10 CFR So.sc(p; for Security Plan changes &nd 10 CFR

SO.St(qg for Emergency Plan changes), which is consistent with NRC

regulations regarding procedure changes (10 CFR 50,59 and 10 CFP £0,54),

and is acceptable,
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In addition, the original amendment request dated January 24, 1990 proposed
changes to the distribution requirements for SORC meeting minutes per
Technica) Specification 6.5.1.9. *Vice President - Nuclear Operations® was
added to the required distribution in lieu of the *Vice President and Chief
Nuclear Officer.® The original amendment request was modified in supplementa)
correspondence dated December 4, 1990 which withdrew the aforementioned
proposed change and requested that the Vice President and Chief Nuclear
Officer remain on the required distribution for SORC meeting minutes. This
request is consistent with the Administrative Control Technica)l Specifications
proposed for the Salem Generating Station,

The September 10, 1991, supplementa) correspondence modified the SORC
membership and quorum requirements and revised the description of the
administrative procedures requiring SORC review. The changes to SORC
composition requirements will allow one Technical Engineer and one Maintenance
Engineer to serve as SORC member at any given time. In order to assure
continuity among SORC meeting:s, membership in such positions will be
controlled by administrative procedure. In its December 10, 1991, letter
PSESG made a commitment to have the designated member serve for a minimum
period of 90 days. The PSELG proposal would not change the requirement that a
minimum quorum consists of the Chairman plus four members including
alternates. Therefore, at least 50X of the SORC members must be present in
order to have a quorum. Based on the staff's review of PSE&G's submittals,
the staff finds that PSEAG's proposa) would adequately maintain the SORC's
ability to continue its function to advise the Genera Hana?er - Hope Creek
Operations on all matters related to nuclear safety. Therefore, PSEAG's
proposal is acceptable.

Finally. the September 10, 1991, supplementa) correspondence revised 1S
6.5.1.6a to more accurately describe the administrative procedures requiring
SORC review, The proposed change would specify that upper tier administrative
procedures and changes that are within the scope of Regulatory Guide 1.33,
Revision 2 (February 1978) (RG 1.33), require SORC review. PSEAG's proposal
Timits the scope of the Station Administrative Procedures and changes thereto
that would require SORC review. Based on the staff's review of RG 1.33 and
the Hope Creek TS, the staff finds that the )icensees' proposal would continue
to provide for review of all administrative procedures related to nuclear
safety and is, therefore, acceptable,

The supplemental correspondence dated April 27, 1990, December 4, 1990,
September 10, 1991 and December 10, 1991 did not change the staff's original
no significant hazards determination.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20. The staff has determined that the amendment involves no significant
increase in the amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any
effluents that may be released offsite, and that there is no significant
increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure,






