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1.0 INTRODUCT1ON

l‘ letter dated Septomber 2, 1987, Public Service Electric A Gas Company
(PSEAG) requested an amendment to Faci'ity Operating License No. NPF.57
for the Hope Creex Generating Station. The proposed amendment wou'd
modify the Technical Specification rod block monitor (RBM, surve!llance
requirement to cha the time when RBM channel functional tests to
demo“strate operability of the RBM channels ars desired to be performed.

Technical Specification 3.1.4.3 requires that both RBM chaanels bLe
operable in Operational Condition | whenever therma! power is greater
than or equal to 30% of rated thermal power, Technical Specification
4.1.4.3 requires that the two required RBM channels be demonstrated to
be operable by parformance of channe! functiona) tests and channe)
calibrations 2t the frequencie:s and for the Operationa! Conditions
§e-ified in Table 4.3,6-1. Table 4,.3.6-1 specifies the Nperationa)
Condition as Condition 1 with therma’ power greater than or eaua) to 30%
of rated thermal power and specifies the frequency for performing channe)
functional tests as within 24 hours prior te startup 1f not performed
within the previous 7 days and also monthly, PSEAG proposes to modify
Table 4,3.6-1 to require that the channe! functisna’ tests demosstrating
operability of the RBM channe's be performed within 24 hours prior to
exceeding 30% of rated power 1f nov performed within the previous 7 days
rather than within 24 hours prior to startup, It does not propose to
change the monthly test requirement,

2.0 EYALUATION

The Vicensee, in 1ts request, expresses the view that the current
requirement to perform the channe! functiona) tests prior to startup s
in disagreement with the operab!'ity requirement that the chanrels be
operable at power levels equal to or greater than 30% of rated therma)
power and refers to its proposed change as a “correciion®, The licensee
states that 1ts proposed change, which it describes as removing differing

9070



3.0

.2.

sets of operability requirements, minimizes the potential for
misinterpretation by the operator, [t also states that by eliminating
the requirement to test RBM's prior to startup and requiring instead that
they be tested prior to 30% rated therma! power leve!, the proposed
change will allow quicker startups,

We do not agree with the licensee that the current Technica) Spec’fication
requirement to perform the channe! functioral tests prior to startup s in
disagreement with the operability requireme t and fs incorrect, The
current Hope Creek RBM operability and channe!l functional test
requirements as specified in Hope Creek Technica) Specification Sections
4,.1.4,3 and Table 4,3,6+1 are consistent with the Standard Technica)
Specification for Boiling Water Reactors,

Since the RAM is not required to be operable unti] the power equals or
exceeds 30% of rated thermal power and since both the current and the
proposed Tuchnica) Specifications require that channe! tests be performed
to demonstrate operability of the RBM prior to achieving 30% of rated
therma) power, both the current and proposed Technical Specifications
provide assurance that the operability requirement is met, The proposed
change, which would allow and require that the tests be performed closer
to the time that the RBM system is actually required to be operational, is
not expected to reduce the assurance that tne system will be operable when
required, and it may increase this assurance slightly, By removing the
requirement that the tests be performed pricr to startup and by allowing
the tests to be performed after startup, the change provides greater
flexibility in proceeding with the startup and a potential for reducing
the time required to return the power following & shutdown,

On the basis of the above discussion, we conclude that this proposed
change 15 acceptabdle,

NYIR NY RAT

This amendment involves a chcnr t0 & requirement with respect to the
installation or use of a facility component located within the restricted
area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20 and changes to the surveillance

requi ‘ements, The staff has determined that the amendment involves no
significant increase in th~ amounts, and no urwﬂunt change in the
types, of any efflyents that may be released offsite and that there is no
significant increase in individua) or cumulative occupationa’ radiation
exposume, The Commission has previously fssued a proposed finding that
this amendment involves no significant hazards consideration and there
has been no public comment on such finding, Accordingly, this amendment
meete the eligibility criteria for categorica) exclusion set forth in 10
CFR §1.22(c)(9), Pyrsuant to 10 CFR 51,22(b), no environmenta' impact
statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with
the issuance uf this amendrnent,



4.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission made a proposed determination that the amendment involves
no significant hazards considerntion which was published in the Federa)
%(!2 FR 37552) or October 7, 1987 and consulted with the e of

y. No public comments were received and the State of New Jersey
d1d not have any comments,

The staff has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there s reasonrable assurance that the health and safety of
the public will not be andangered by operation in the proposed manner,
and (2) such activities wil) be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations and the fssuance of this amendment will not be
1:1-1«1 :?‘tn common defense and security nor to the health and safety
of the public,
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