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1.0 Introduction

Ry letter dated October 9, 1984, the Power Authority of the State of New
York (the licensee) proposed certain chances to the Technical
Specifications (TS) to correct a typoaraphical error found in Table 3.2-7
of Appendix A.

As the existing table is written, instruments used to detect high reactor
pressure for the purpose of initiating a recirculation pump trip are
required to have a setpoint "greater than or equal to 1120 osie" rather than
a setpoint "less than or equal to 1170 psig." This incorrectly establishes
a Tower limit instead of an upper limit for this setpoint.

2.0 Evaluation

The intent of a recirculation pump trip is to provide a means of rpduc1ng
reactor power in the event of a failure-to-scram. Table 3.2-7 should
correctly establish an upper 1imit for the reactor pressure trip setpoint;
exceeding this setpoint should trip the recirculation pumps, thereby
reducine reactor power and, consequentlv, reactor pressure.

In the Final Safety Analysis Report, Appendix E, Section E.3?, the
Ticensee, with reference to General Electric tonwcaT report NEDn 10349,
"Analysis of Anticipated Transients Without Scram," committed to ma&wnv
design changes which would provide for tripping the rec1rcu1a*1nn pumps

on & high reactor pressure event. The NEDN-10349 report concluded that
tripping ‘Fc recirculation pumps when reactor pressure was areater than or
equal to psio was effective in keepina reactor power, pressures, and
temperatures below safety limits and for 21lowing time for anpropriate
cperator action, The Ticensee had historically used a setpoint value of

reie until discoverv nf the errer in L,L‘Cugf “CC'.’_. Chartly after

discoveryv, the setpoint was reacdiusted to a value below 1120 peio.

"(‘»‘"?f‘“ .;;‘;,r *_.' ,-‘p(\(.r:.—: +he error in +ke T7C L,"v{w
OA +) + nn r;(:'\-¢r‘-ﬁan‘ c‘:.“r‘_ ‘Tf‘i:—""f‘ e ‘,;‘p_yn,J Aarinry +n 1+%c
discoverv and subseqaquent readiustment nf +he setpoint because plan+
nrocedyres assured that at no time was the 1150 psia setpoint upper limit
referenced in NENN-10349 exceeded,
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We conclude that the licensee's proposed amendment provides a necessary
correction to the TS and is, therefore, acceptable.

3.0 Environmental Consideration

This amendment involves a change in the installation or use of a facility
component located within the restricted arez as defined in 10 CFR Part 20,
The <taff has determined that the amendment involves no sianificant increace
in the amounts, and no sianificant change in the types, of any effluents
that may b2 released offsite, and that there is no significant increase in
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The Commission
has previously issued a proposed finding that this amendment involves no
significant hazards consideration and there has been no public comment on
such findina. Accordingly, this amendment meets the eligibility criteria
for categorical exclusicn set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c¢)(9). Pursuant to 10
CFR 51.22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment
need he prepared in connection with the issuance of this amendment,

4.0 Conclusions
We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed ahove, that:

1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safetv o the public
will not be endancered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such

activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's requlations
and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense ana security or to the health and safetv of the public.
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