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 UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20686
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated September 21, 1990, as supplemented February 19, 1992, Georgia
Power Company, et al. /the licensee), jroposed changes to tne Technical
Specifications (TS) for the Edwin 1. Hatch Nuclear Plant, Units 1 =nd 2. The
proposed changes are:

(1) Kevise Unit 1 TS Tables 3.1-1 and 3.2-1 to allow the placing of an
inoperable channel in the tripped condition.

(2) Revise Unit 1 TS Table 3.2-1 and Unit 2 TS Table 3.3.2-1 to allow
the temporary bypassing (i.e., up to two hours) of t*. reactor water
cleanup (RWCU) system differential flow isolation instrumentation
during periods of system restoration, maintenance, or testing.

2.0 EVALUATION
2.1 Pr Ch

The proposed change allows the placing of an inoperable channel in the tripped
condition.

For Table 3.1-1, "Reactor Protection system (RPS) Instrumentation
Requirements,” the addition to footnote 6 will not change the results of the
actions required if the number of operable channels is not met for each trip
system. However, for Table 3.2-1, "Instrumentation Which Initiates Reactor
Vessel and Primary Containment Isolatior," allowing the placing of an
inoperable channel in the tripped condition in lieu of the entire trip system,
will result in avoiding unnecessary isolations while still maintaining
protection in accordance with the single failure criterion as defined in

10 CFR 50, Appendix A. These changes will also make Unit 1 TS similar to
Unit 2 and the BWR/4 Standard TS.
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significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation
exposure. The Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that the
amendments involve no significant hazards consideration, and there has been no
public comment on such finding (57 FR 11110). Accordingly, the amendments
meet the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR
51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(0) no environmental impact statement or
environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with the issuance of
the amendments,
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The Commission has concluded, based on the contideratiors discuszed atove,
that: (1) there 1s reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations,
and (3) the issuance of the amendments will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributors: R. Musser, Region II
K. Jabbour, NRR

Date: May 19, 1992
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