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Proposed Change to the Station
Batteries Surveillance Technical Specifications

Boston Edison Company proposes changes to the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station
surveillance requirements and associated Bases section for the station
batteries to conform with current industry practices and manufacturer’s
recommendations.

The requested changes are described in Attachment A, the revised Technical
Specification pages are in Attachment B, and Attachment C provides the
existing pages marked-up to show the proposed changes.

We request timely approval of this revision because we plan to initiate the
revised surveillance during the next refuel outage (RFO #9), presently
scheduled tu commence April 3, 1993,
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Determination of No Significant Hazards Consideration:

The Code of Federal Regulations (10CFR50.91) requires licensees
requesting an amendment to provide an anmalysis, using the standards in
10CFRS0.92, that determines whether a significant hazards consideration
exists. The following analysis is provided in accc.dance with
10CFR50.91 and 10CFR50.92 for the proposed amendment :

1) Operation of PNPS in accordance with the proposed amendment will not
involve a sigaificant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated because the requested revisions do
not affect previous analyses involving these systems.

The proposed revisions affect only the surveillance requirements for
the <ation batteries to make them conform with the manufacturer's
recramendations and current industry guidance. The proposed change
will require testing in a way more representative of use of the
batteries by appiying the design load (i.e., present load plus
margin) for the time period required. This test retains the
capability of detectinu a degraded cell or battery and reduces the
time required for the batteries to recharge, thereby incieasing the
overall availability of safety-related batteries.

2) Operation of PNPS in accordance with the proposed amendment will not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated because there is no ecuipment or
design change associated with this proposed amendment. The proposed
amendment only changes the surveillance requirements for the
batteries to conform to the current industry Juicance,

3) Operation of PNPS in accordance with the proposed amendment will not

involve any reduction in a margin of safety because the station

| batteries will still be available to supply power to the associated

| safety-related loads. The amendment only revises the surveillance

| requirements such that the Performance Discharge Test (rated amp-
hour discharge) will be performed less frequently (every 5 years)
increasing the useful life of the batteries while still maintaining
a capacity profile. In addition, a Service Discharge Test (load
profile) 1s being added and will be performed each cycle a
Performance Discharge Test is not performed. The Service Discharge
iest will demonstrate each battery's ability to supply the required
loads for the time required,

The Operations Review Committee has reviewed and recommended approval
of this change by the Statior Jirecto.. It was also reviewed by the
Nuclear Safety Review and Audit Committee.

Schedule of Change:

Thi. change will be implemented within 30 days following BECo's receipt
of its approval by the NRC.

We intend to initiate the new testing interval during RFO #9.

Therefore, we request approval of this proposed amendment prior to
shutdown for RFO #3, presently scheduled for April 3, 1993.
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