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1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated December 21, 1988 the I111inois Power Company (1P), et al. (the
licensees) requested an emendment to Facility Operating License No. NPF-62 for
the Clinton Power Station, Unit 1. The proposed amendment would revise

Technical Specification Section 3.6.2.7 to delete a limitation on the period

of approval for drywell purge and vent system operation. The specific limitation
is a footnote which states that the allowed system operation is applicable for
the period from initial fuel load to 3 months after completion of the first
refueling outage. The system operation allowed by the TS is limited to §

hours per 365 days for pressure control.

2.0 EVALUATION

The licensee states in their submittal that the limited approval for drywell
vent and purge operation was included incorrectly. This limitation was based
on an evaluation of both the containment and drywell vent and purge system that
was documented in Clinton Supplemental Sefety Evaluation Report No. 5 (SSER 5).
SSER & provided an evaluation for both the containment and drywell vent and
purge systems operation and approved operation through the first refueling
outage. SSER 5 also called for the applicent to submit a reevaluation of the
need to use the containment purge system during operational modes 1 through 3,
before startup after the first refueling outage. SSER 5 stated no requirement
for a recvaluation of the drywell vent and purge system and the limited
approval was apparently unintentionally included in the TS. However, an
evaluation was performed by the staff for this SER.

A review of the design for CPS indicated that there are no alternate (smaller)
pathways available for drywell venting. A review of SSER 5, Chapter 3
indicated that the operability issue for the drywell vent and purge valves
under accident conditions was approved and closed cit as accepteble. This was
based on the implementation of several actions including the installation of
mechanical stops limiting the valves to 50 degrees open. Discussions with the
licensee regarding the need for operation of the drywell vent and purge valves
indicated that operation has been required for pressure control

on & limited basis, particularly during reactor startup. The operational
history for the drywell vent and purge system is maintained on a running

365 days basis as required by TS. The required operation for the period of
April 4, 1988 to April 4, 1989, was 123.3 minutes, demonstrating 2 need for
system operation within the 5 hour Timitation.
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Based on the documented need for drywell pressure control during the first
operating cycle, and the limited time of operation of the drywell vent and
purge system currently allowed by TS, the staff considers the deletion of the
first cycle limitation on drywell vent and purge system operation to be
acceptable.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment relates to changes in the use of facility component located
within restricted area of the facility. We have determined that the amendment
involves no significant increase in amounts, and no significant change in the
types, of any effluents that may be released offsite, and that there is no
significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation
exposure. The staff has previously published & proposed finding that ihe
amendment involves no significant hazards consideration and there has been no
public comment on such finding. Accordingly, the amendment meets the
eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR Section
51.22(c)(9). Pursuent to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental impact statement or
environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with the issuance of
the amendment.

4.0 CONCLUSION

The proposed change to Technical Specification Section 3.6.2.7 to delete a
Timitatior un the period of approval for drywell purge and vent system
operat‘.n has been determined to be acceptable by the staff.

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 pruposed manner, énd (2) such activities
will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations and the
issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the pubiic.

Principal Contributor: John B. Hickman, NRR/PDIII-2
Dated: July 24, 1989




