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Duke Power Company HAL B. Tucker 
P 0. Box 33198 Vice President 
Charlotte, N.C. 28242 Nuclear Production 

(704)373-4531 

DUKE POWER 

December 29, 1988 

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Document Control Desk 
Washington, D. C. 20555 

Subject: Oconee Nuclear Station 
Docket Nos. 50-269, -270, -287 
Technical Specification Revision For 
Inadequate Core Cooling Instrumentation (ICC) 
Request for Additional Information 

Dear Sir: 

By a letter dated November 15, 1988, the NRC Staff transmitted to me their 
preliminary Safety Evaluation in regard to their review of our proposed revision 
to the Oconee's Technical Specifications to incorporate the ICC instrumentation.  
Based on the review, the staff had concluded that our submittal should be revised 
and that a response be provided within 45 days.  

Members of my staff have reviewed your November 15, 1988 letter and other related 
information. Based on this effort, I have concluded that the most appropriate 
response is to defer resolution of this issue until the joint NRC/Industry effort 
to improve technical specifications have completed their task.  

As discussed in your staff's preliminary safety evaluation during the technical 
specification split review phase, it was concluded that Post-Accident monitoring 
instrumentation that satisfies the definition of type A variables of Regulatory 
Guide 1.97 would be retained within the technical specification. Further, the 
staff concluded that they fully expect that all B&W Owners that have integrated 
ICC instrumentation into emergency procedures will identify the variables 
monitored as a type A variable, and, as such, will retain this instrumentation 
within technical specification. The current status is that the instrumentation 
chapter will be provided to NRC in March 1989. We believe that the content of 
the Accident Monitoring LCO will be established in 1989.  

Accordingly, a revision to the proposed Technical Specification Amendment will 
not be provided at this time. When final disposition of this issue has been 
reached within the Technical Specification Improvement Program, appropriate 
action, consistent with the resolution, will be taken.  

Very truly yours, 

H. B. Tucker 
PFG20.D1/lcs 
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U. S. Nuclear Regetory Commission 
December 29, 1988 
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cc: Ms. Helen Pastis 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20555 

Mr. P. H. Skinner 
NRC Resident Inspector 
Oconee Nuclear Station 

Mr. M. L. Ernst 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region II 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Region II ' 
101 Marietta Street, NW, Suite 2900 
Atlanta, Georgia 30323


