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0 I 
Duke Power Company 1 W HAMPTON 
Oconee Nuclear Site Vice President 
P.0 Box 1439 (803)885-3499 Office 
Seneca, SC 296 79 (803)8853564 Fax 

DUKE POWER 

February 18, 1993 

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Attention: Document Control Desk 
Washington, DC 20555 

Subject: Oconee Nuclear Station 
Docket Nos. 50-269,-270,-287 
CBAST Technical Specification Bases 

On January 14, 1993 a 10CFR50.59 evaluation was completed to support changes to 
the Bases of Technical Specification 3.2 regarding the concentrated boric acid 
storage tank and associated flowpaths. Attached for your information is the 
Bases revision and the supporting 50.59 evaluation which concludes that no 
unreviewed safety questions exist.  

Very Truly Yours, 

/J. W. Hampton 

Attachment 

xc: L. A. Wiens, Project Manager 
ONRR 

S. D. Ebneter, Regional Administrator 
Region II 

P. E. Harmon, Senior Resident Inspector 
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Sa.C4, 4 Duke Power Company 
W~ . to &0- so. 10 CFR 50.59 EVALUATION 

7/3ofa2.  
(1) Station: O se... Unit(s): ,2_3 

(21ivaluation,for: Proposeck CB8AST Te-C'4c..Sca( rp e on 0 Ea 5es 5 C e 

(3) FSAR sections consulted: 5. 1- 1. .-7 9. 3.1-2.21. . 3. 3  . .L+ Tab (1 9 - In 

(4) Technical specifications consulted: 3. 2 3. 3 4. 5 

Will technical specification changes be required? jJYes [Jo 

* Technical specifications affected: 

* Station Regulatory Compliance personnel contacted: 

.............. ....  

Does the modification involve a Structure, System, or Component (SSC) that is evaluated in the 
FSAR or a smaller SSC that is part of an SSC evaluated in the FSAR, and does the modification 
do more than replace components with equivalent components? es No 

Will the modification degrade the effectiveness of an SSC important to safety in any design basis 
accident or event? Yes E34o 

Does the modification appear to require inclusion in the FSAR due to the installation of a new system significant to plant operation, or installation of a significant addition to an existing system? QYes dNo 

USO EVALUATION NOT APPLICABLE 0 
May the modification: 

Increase the probability of an accident evaluated in the SAR7 []Yes fCiNo 

Increase the consequences of an accident evaluated in the SAR7 EYes 9'No 
Create the possibility for an accident of a different type than any evaluated in the SAR7 [Yes fNo 
Increase the probability of a malfunction of equipment important to safety evaluated in the SAR7 QYes Q'No 
Increase the consequences of a malfunction of equipment important to safety evaluated in the SAR7 QYes ff~o 
Create the possibility for a malfunction of a different type than-any evaluated in the SAR7 []Yes [5NO 
Will the modification: 
Reduce the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any technical specification? Yes JNo 
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