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4 EFETYEVALUATIONBYTHEOFFICEOFNUCLEARREACTORREGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT h0. 92 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NPF-9

AhD APEN0 MENT N0. 73 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NPF-17

DUKE POWER COMPANY ;

00CKET N05. 50-369 AND 50-370

NCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION. UNITS 1 AND 2

1.0 [NTRCDUCTION
'

By letter dated June 24, 1988, Duke Power Company (the licensee) proposed i

"

amendrents to revise tne Technical Specifications (TS) by deleting
Surveillance Requirements 4.4.3.3 and 4.4.4.3 which regard manual transfer

; from normal to emergency power supplies for the pressurizer heaters, the
power-operated relief valves (PORVs), ar.d the PORV block valves.

3 Other changes in the licensee's submittal of June 24, 1988, will be handled
separately. ,

2.0 EVALUATION

Technical Specification 4.4.3.3 states that the emergency pcwer supply for tne
pressurizer heaters shall be demonstrated OPEHABLE at least once per 18 months i

by manually transferring power from the normal to the emergency power supply
and energizing the heaters. The preceding Surveillance Requirement 4.4.3.2, !

which is not changed by tnese amendments, requires energizing the heaters at 6

| least once per 52 days. Tne licensee states tnat fnr the McGuire Station the r

heaters are permanently connected to the emergency power supply, and therefore i

transferring them to the emergency power supply for testing is not applicable. !i

Since the preceding Surveillance Requirement 4.4.3.2 requires testing the *

heaters on a 92 day basis, and tne heaters are permanertly connected to the 7
i emergency power supply, we agree that Surveillance Requirement 4.4.3.3 is not 4

applicable, and that no replacement for it is needed.

Technical Specification 4.4.4.3 similarly requires that the emergency pcwer
supply for the PORVs and the PORY block valves shall be dercostrated OPERABLE '.

at least once per 18 months by manually transferring sotive and control poweri

frum the normal to tne emergency power supply and cperating tne valves through ,

! a complete cycle of full travel. Tne preceding Surveillance Requirements '

t

| 4.4.4.1 and 4.4.4.2, wnien are not enanged by these amenoments, require
| operation of the PORY valves on an 18 month basis, ard the block valves on a 92
| day bests. The licensee states that fnr the McGuire Station. the PORVs and the
j associated block valves are powered and controlled from emergency power

supplies. Thus, as discussed for the pressurizer hetters, we fina that
Surveillance Requirement 4.4.4.3 is not applicable ano can be removed without
adversely impacting safety,i

i
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3.0 ENVIRO WENTAL CONSIDERATION

These amendnents involve changes in surveillance requirements. The staff has
determined that the amendments involve no significant increase in the amounts,
and no significant change ir, the types, of any effluents that may be released
offsite and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational exposure. The NRC staff h6s made a determination that the amend-
ments involve no significant hazards consideration, and there has been no
public coment on such finding. Accordingly, the arnendments meet the eligibil-
ity criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9).
Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental
assessrent rieed be prepared in connection with the issuance of these amendments.

4.0 CONCLUSION

The Comissicn tr:ade a proposed determination that the annendments involve no
significant hazards consideration which was published in the Federal Register
(53 FR 30130) on August 10, 1988. The Comission consulted with the state of
horth Carolina. No public comments were received, and the state of horth
Carolina did not have any corrents.

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1)
there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will
not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such activities
will be conoucted in compliance with the Comission's regulations, and the
issuance of these amendrents will not be inimical to the ccamon defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public.
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