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not the case, then ycu need to show how the item (2) changes do aot
significantly increase the probability/consequences of “accidents,
significantly decrease a safetv margin, or create 2 new accident.

While you give some reasons why the changes in items (3) and (4) are
acceptable, there is no clear relationship between those reasons and the
conclusory assertion that "[t]herefore, Changes 3 and 4 above would not"
significantly increase the probability/consequences of an accident,
create a new accident or significantly reduce a safety margin. 1
believe that to provide an adequate basis for a NSHC finding for items
(3) and (4), you must specifically, for each of those items, show how
the NSHC criteria of 10 CFR § 50.92 are met. For example, for item (4),
show how elimination of the requirement of deluge system operability
when the halon system is inoperable will neither increase the
probability of an accident nor significantly increase the consequences
of an accident (fire), will not create the possibility of a new
accident, and will not significantly reduce existing margins of safety.

Because of the problems noted above in the bases for the NSHC finding
for the license changes represented by items (2), (3) and (4), 1 am not
prepared to concur in the notice as presently constituted.
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