INITIAL
NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

AND NOTICING ACTION

Docket No. 50-244 Faciliwy: R. E. Ginne

Licensee: Rochester Gas & Electric Date of applicationApril 15, 1983
(orporation

Request for: See attached sheet.

initial lNetermination:

(A% ) Proposed determination - amendment request involves no significant
hazargs considerations (NSHC).

( ! Finz)l cetermination - amendment request involves significant hazards
considerations (SKC).

Basis fcr Determination: -

( ) License's NSHC discussion has .een reviewed and is accepted. See
attachec amendment reguest.

( ¥X) Basis for this determination is presented in the 2.tached notice.

( ) Other (state).

' baia



In‘t'2] Noticing Action: (Attach appropriate notice of input for monthly FRN

1. ( XX ) Monthly FRN. Notice of opportunity for hearing (30 deys) and
request for comments on proposed NSHC determination -- monthly
FRN input s attached.

2. | ) Ingivigua) FRN. Same notice matter as above. Time coes not
allow waiting for next monthly FRN.

)
—

No initial FRN. Valid exigent circumstances exist (evaéluated
beiow). Local mecia notice requesting vublic comments on
propesed NSHC cdetermination is attached.

&, | ) No dnitial FRN or local megia notice. A valid emergency
situation ex'sts (evaluated below) and there is no time for
public notice on proposed NSHC determination.

5. | ) Individual FRN., Licensee's claim of exigent or emergency
circumstances is invalid (evaluated below). Notice of
pportunity for hearing (30 days) and request for comments
on proposed NSHC determination s attachea. Letter of
explanation to licensee is also attached.

6. ) Ingividual FRN. Tne amendment request involves SHC. notice of
opportunity for prior hearing s attached. Letter to licensee
also attached.

Evaluation of exigent cr emergency circumstances (if applicadble):

Approvals: // - Date

l. {';ggrge £ Dick, Jdr AiiA o /ﬁé (f 2 /13482
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5o Frank J. Miraclia G~ Berss

(Assistant Director)

5. Not Applicable
(Director, Divis<on of Licensing)
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MENORANDUY FOR: Rodbert-dliari Chief . Y 5
Operating Reactors Branch £3, DL

: . Y
FROM: . Dennis M. Crutchfield, Chief ™ " ™~ ) ;o ' tb\>§
Operating Reec;brs Branch £5,0L . 9
SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR PUBLICATION IN MONTHLY FR NOTICE - NOTICE \'d
OF CONSIDERETION OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO PROVISIONAL™ Y ¥
OPERATING LICENSE AND PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS } Y ¢>
CONSIDIRATION DETERMINATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR A § \/g,
HEARING ) _ . Q\;« L}/
= NI
o d
Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation, Docket No. 50-284, R. E. Ginna ?Q;/
»
Nuclear Power Piant, Wevne County, New York § %\‘;‘/

. : Quawst 12, /96 3 S \gy S/
Dzte of emendment reguest: A.'é.ﬂ-li-.-l-&i .f !‘\!'.
qubm# is a Areacow 7 Y ))\_‘ﬂ?‘

Cescription of amendment request: The proposed amendment uouid—wprove

Llago X Th A Lavga
techfiical specifications (T7S) to: (1) include -p-mbto limit the

amount of overtime worked by plant staff members performing safety-related

functions, and (2) include the requirement that cha‘l'lenges to the pressurize-

.-

power operated reHef va1ves (PORY' s) or safety va1ves (SV s) be reported

no less frequently, than on 2an annua] bas'i ﬂbwﬁc.(.//u' (m..&/‘/t—cnw
i it pocesote, Beppiopnicd aduasin Voo purcsslvte woe mud,i/

Bas for preposec no signf f1cant hazards consideration ‘determination:

|
Generic Letter 82-16 requested 211 Pressurized Power Reactor licensees to /
review their TS to determine if they were consistent with the guidance /

provided with the generic letter. For items where utilities identified
deviations or the absence of a specification, they were reguested to
submit an application for & license amendment. The Ginna iicensee deter-

mined that there are no provisions in the TS that address plant sta

overtwme or the reporting of PORV or SV challenges,

M%‘/’/u— u//f /70'3 5awn/0»%u éw, //4«0' f{] /74 3, %«é&a;&.
0%”“%” _6 <8 oy 6‘7#4« ;We[&«m /n e aé;am m)‘wc uvt/ nis Yo
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The Commission has provided guidance (48 FR 14870, April 6, 1983)
concerning the application of the standards in 10 CFR 50.52 by indicating
certzin examples of actions 1iL;1y-to.1nvo1ve ;o significant hazards con-
sideration. Example (ii) is a change that congiizu%;s an.addifiona{ aiﬁi-

_tation, restriction, .or contno1.not prnsen.ly inc1uded in the technica1
specifications: for example, 2 more stringent survei11ance requirement.
Since staff overtime and PORV and SV challenges are not addressed in the
current TS, the proposed changes ;a11 within-example'(ié) andltherefore.
steff proposes to determine that the requested changes do not involve 2
significént hazards consideration.

Local Public Document Room location: Rochester Public Library,

115 South Avenue, Rochester, New York 14604.

Attorney for licensee: Harry H. Voigt, Esquire, LeBoeuf, Lamb,

Leiby and MacRae, 1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N. W., Suite 1100,
Washington, D. C. 20036 ° - . ) ' -

WRC Branch Chief: ODennis M. Crutchfield

ﬁ nis M. Crutchfield, Chief

- Xf?\ Dperzting Reactors Branch #5
' Division of Licensing

- — - -
@

¢cc: Docket
ORB #5 Reading
G. Dick
-H, Smith



