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INTRODUCTION

By letter dated July 1, 1987, the licensee ‘Duquesne Light Company acting as
agent for the other utilities listed above) submitted a request for an
anendment to the cperating license, The amendment would reflect a design
change to the station batterfes and would revise certain requirements on
battery survefllance., Ey letter dated September 10, 1987, we requested
additfcnal information and the Yicensee respuncec in ¢ letter dated October 26,
1887, Our evaluatior is as follows.

DISCUSSION AND EVALUATION

Surveillance Reouirement 4,.8,7,2,2,2,2 (page 3/4 £-8)
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The licensee, uncder its own Design Change Package DCP-£73, replaced lead-antimony
batterfes 1-3 and 1-4 that had 6C cells per battery with leacd-calcium batteries
that have £° cells per battery, The cesign charge wac made under 10 CFR 50,59,
and upgraded the batterfes to IEEF £35.1979, "Qualification of Class 1f Lead
Storage Patteries for Nuclear Power fenerating Stations", The amendment request
of July 1, 1987, was submitted to account for the reduction of terminal veoltage
of batteries 1-2 and 1-4 because of the charge in the number of cells per battery,
Each battery terminal voltage 1s determined by nultiplying the nominal cel)
voltage (2,13 volts) by the number of cells, The 59 cell batteries (lead-
calcium) 1-3 and 1-4 will thus operate with a minimum terminal voltage of

126,67 volts, The other 60-cel! batterfes (lead-antimony) 1-1 and 1-? will
continue to operate with a minfmun terminal voltage of 177.8 volts,

Pased on our review of sizing of the rew batteries and 1-4 versus their desion
margin stated in the Final Safety Analysis Peport, we find the licensce's
proposed change to the Technical Specifications acceptable,
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Table 3.8-1 [page 3/4 8-9a) ard Pases (page R3/4 8-1 8 8-2)
We have stated our position regarding the requested changes in 2 letter to the
Yicensee dated September 10, 1987, The licensee resporded in a letter dated
October 76, 1087,

We have reviewed the response and determined that the requested changes to
these pages still cannot be granted,

The current specific gravity value of 1,20 for each cell is based on the Stan-
dard Technical Specifications value of 1,70, which in turn was derived from a
consensus of utilities and battery vendors, This value is considered necessary
to assure adequate capacity and has been uniformly applied to all plart
batterfes for vears without incurring much operational problem., In the absence
0€ technical information recarding specific characteristics of the licensee's
new lead-calcium batteries, the value of 1,20 should be retained to assure an
adequate reserve capacity for plant eguipment,

We understand that an industry group 1s working on a proposal to lower the
value from 1,20 to 1,195, We would review that proposal generically, but must
deny the licensee's plant-specific request at this time,

e

This amendment of Section 4,8,2.3.2.a.? changes surveillance requirements, The
ste. f has deternired 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 1s no significant increase in individual or
cumulative occupational radfation exposure, The Commission has previously
fssued a proposed finding that this amendment fnvolves no significant hazards
corsideration and there has been no public comment on such finding, Accordingly,
this amendment moets the eligibility criterfa for categorical exclusion set
forth in 10 CFR 51,22(¢)(9)., Pursuant to 10 CFR 51,22(b) no environmenta’
impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection
with the issuance of this amendment,

CONCLUSION

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that with
respect to amendment of Section 4,8,2,3,2.a,.2: (1) there is reasonable
assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be endangered by
operation in the proposed manner, and /?) such activities will be conducted in
compliance with the Commission's requlations and the issuance of this amendment
will not be fnimical to the common defense and security or to the health and
safety of the public,

Dated: March 21, 1988
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