W. G Hairston,

December 21, 1989

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

PLANT HATCH ~ UNIT 2
NRC DOCKET 50-366
OPERATING LICENSE NPF-5
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
REQUEST TO REVISE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

Gentlemen:

In accordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 50.90, as required by
10 CFR 50.59(c)(1), Georgia Power Company (GPC) hereby proposes changes
to the Plant Hatch Unit 2 Technical Specifications, Appendix A to
Operating License NPF-5.

This submittal proposes to revise the Plant Hatch Unit 2 Technical
Specifications using the guidance provided in 1) 52FR3788, "NRC Interim
Policy Statement on Technical Specification Improvements for Nuclear
Power Reactors," February 6, 1987 and 2) NRC letter from T. E. Murley
(NRC) to R. F. Janecek (BWROG), "NRC Staff Review of Nuclear Steam Supply
System Vendor Owners Groups' Application of the Commission's Interim
Policy Statement Criteria to Standard Technical Specifications," May 9,
1988. Additionally, guidance developed in the continuving dialogue
between NRC and NUMARC (to which GPC has been a principle contributor)
has been utilized. GPC's Plant Hatch Unit 2 is the lead plant for

Technical Specification Improvement for the Boiling Water Reactor Owners
Group.

The Limiting Conditions for Operations (LCOs), Applicabilities,
Actions and Surveillance Requirements have been rewritten to be clear and
concise. For certain specifications, GPC 1s proposing to add
requirements in order to =chieve consistency with other specifications,
safety analyses, and plant hardware. GPC wutilized the results of
evaluations that have been reviewed and approved by the NRC in the
development of these specifications. GPC also proposes technical changes
that would relax requirements which are unduly restrictive and eliminate
requirements that are unnecessary or finappropriate. These relaxations

are described and justified in Enclosure 3. ol g;,;{%;'
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The current Technical Specifications which do not meet the Selection
Criteria in Reference 1 will be relocated. The principle control process
for the relocated specifications is an improved implementation of 10 CFR
50.59. GPC expects to modify the appropriate administrative controls to
address the {mprovements outlined in NSAC-125 (Guidelines for 10 CFR
50.59 Safety Evaluations, June 1989) by mid-1990.

Technical Specificatior Bases have been upgraded in accordance with
NRC guidance. Each LCO, Applicability, Action, and Surveillance
Requirement 1s addressed in the Bases. Additionally, each Bases has
Background and Safety Analysis sections that provide general information
about the system, component, or parameter addressed by the LCO, the
relationship between the LCO requiremets and the appropriate safety
analyses, and the explanation of which criterion requires the
specification to be contained in the Technical Specifications. The Bases
were developed principally from the Plant Hatch Unit 2 Final Safety
Analysis Report (FSAR). In certain cases, the Bases conflict with the
FSAR due to new analysis or information developed during this program.
The Bases utilize this new information and the FSAR will be updated at
the appropriate time (prior to implementation of the proposed Technical
Specifications).

Enclosed for your review are:
1. Proposed Hatch Urnit 2 Technical Specifications.
2. Proposed Hatch Unit 2 Technical Specifications Bases.

3. Proposed No Significant Hazards Consideration Determination for
all technical changes in accordance with 10 CFR 50.92. The
proposed No Significant Hazards Consideration Determinations are
numbered consistent with the proposed Technical Specifications.

To facilitate your review, GPC has also enclosed the following:

1. A comparison document that summarizes the proposed disposiiion of
all existing requirements.

2. A markup of NEDC-31681 (BWROG Improved BWR Technical
Specifications) showing necessary plant-specific changes to the
generic Technical Specifications. This markup also provides
discussions of the changes.

This submittal has been reviewed by the Plant Review Board and the
Safety Review Board in accordance with existing Technical Specifications
sections 6.5.1.6.¢c and 6.5.2.8.¢c. GPC is confident that this submittal
meets NRC needs and expectations at this stage of the industry Technical
Specification improvement process.
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Implementation of this amendment 15 tentatively scheduled 1 year
following NRC approval of the Plant Hatch Unit 1 improved Technica)
Specifications. (NRC approval of Unit 1 Technical Specifications has
been assumed to occur in January 1991.) GPC plans to submit the Plant
Hatch Unit 1 improved Technical Specifications in mid-1990.

Payment of the filing fee has not been enclosed, since in a letter
from T. S. Murley (NRC) to J. F. Colvin (NUMARC), the NRC stated the
resources used for the review of the Plant Hatch Unit 2 proposed
Technical Specifications (the BWR-4 lead plant) will be included in the
base for annual fees collected uncer 10 CFR 171,

In accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.91, a copy of this
letter and all applicable enclosures will be sent to Mr. J. L. Ledbetter
of the Environmental Protection Division of the Georgia Department of
Natural Resources.

Mr. W. G. Hairston, III states that he is a Senior Vice President of
Georgia Power Company and i1s authorized to execute this oath on behalf of
Georgia Power Company and that, to the best of his knowledge and belief,
the facts set forth in this letter and enclosures are true.

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY

7

LU ORI N 4 W ditng
Jr// M. G. Hairston, III /
Sworn to and subscribed before me this -~ | day of \losa oo 1989,
‘5/1\ e, !l ‘\- LAaowes,
Notary Public
JCl/eb
Enclosures:

1. Proposed Technical Specifications

2. Proposed Technical Specifications Bases

3. Proposed Technical Specifications 10 CFR 50.92 Evaluations

4. Current Hatch Unit 2/Proposed Hatch Unit 2 Technical
Specifications Comparison Document

5. Proposed BWR STS/Proposed Hatch Unit 2 Technical Specifications
Comparison Document
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Georgia Power Company

Mr. H, C. Nix, General Manager - Nuclear Plant

Mr. J. D. Heidt, Manager Engineering and Licensing - Hatch
GO-NORMS

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C.
Mr. L. P. Crocker, Licensing Pro?ect Manager - Hatch
Mr. J. A. Calvo, Chief, Technical Specifications Branch

Mr. S. D. Ebneter, Regional Administrator'
Mr. J. E. Menning, Senior Resident Inspector - Hatch
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U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20585

PLANT HATCH - UNIT 2
NRC DOCKET 50-366
OPERATING LICENSE NPF-§
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
' JO REVISE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

REQUEST
Gentlemen:

In accordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 50.90, as required by
10 CFR 50.59(c)(1), Georgia Power Company (GPC) hereby proposes changes
to the Plant Hatch Unit 2 Technical Specifications, Appendix A to
Operating License NPF-5,

This submittal proposes to revise the Plant Hatch Unit 2 Technical
Specifications using the guidance provided in 1) 52FR3788, "NRC Interim
Policy Statement on Technical Specification Improvements for Nuclear
Power Reactors," February 6, 1987 and 2) NRC letter from T. E. Murley
(NRC) to R. F. Janecek (BWROG), "NRC Staff Review of Nuclear Steam Supply
System Vendor Owners Groups' Application of the Commission's Interim
Policy Statement Criteria to Standard Technical Specifications," May 9,
1988. Additionally, guidance developed 1in the continuing dialogue
between NRC and NUMARC (to which GPC has been a principle contributor)
has been utilized. GPC's Plant Hatch Unit 2 is the lead plant for
gechn1cal Specification Improvement for the Boiling Water Reactor Owners

roup.

The Limiting Conditions for Operations (LCOs), Applicabilities,
Actions and Surveillance Requirements have been rewritten to be clear and
concise. For certain specifications, GPC 1s proposing to add
requirements in order to achieve consistency with other specifications,
safety analyses, and plant hardware. GPC utilized the results of
evaluations that have been reviewed and approved by the NRC in the
development of these specifications. GPC also proposes technical changes
that would relax requirements which are unduly restrictive and eliminate
requirements that are unnecessary or {inappropriate. These relaxations
are described and justified in Enclosure 3.
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The current Technical Specifications which do not meet the Selection
Criteria in Reference 1 will be relocated. The principle contro) process
for the relocated specifications is an improved implementation of 10 CFR
50.59. GPC expects to modify the appropriate administrative controls to
address the improvements outlined in NSAC-125 (Guidelines for 10 CFR
50.59 Safety Evaluations, June 1989) by mid-1990.

Technical Specification Bases have been upgraded in accordance with
NRC guidance. Each LCO, Applicability, Action, and Surveillance
Requirement 1s addressed in the Bases. Adc¢itionally, each Bases has
Background and Safety Analysis sections that provide general information
about the system, component, or parameter addressed by the LCO, the
relationship between the LCO requirements and the appropriate safety
analyses, and the explanation of which criterion requires the
spacification to be contained in the Technical Specifications. The Bases
were develrped principally from the Plant Hatch Unit 2 Final Safety
Analysis Feport (FSAR). In certain cases, the Bases conflict with the
FSAR due to new amalysis or information developed during this program.
The Bases utilize this new information and the FSAR will be updated at
the appropriate time (prior to implementation of the proposed Technical
Specifications).

Enclosed for your review are:
1. Proposed Hatch Unit 2 Technical Specifications.
2. Proposed Hatch Unit 2 Technical Specifications Bases.

3. Proposed No Significant Hazards Consideration Determination for
&1l technical changes in accordance with 10 CFR 50.92. The
proposed No Significant Hazards Consideration Determinations are
numbered consistent with the proposed Technical Specifications.

To facilitate your review, GPC has also enclosed the following:

1. A comparison document that summarizes the proposed disposition of
all existing requirements.

2. A markup of NEDC-3168]1 (BWROG Improved BWR Technical
Specifications) showing necessary plant-specific changes to the
generic Technical Specifications. This markup also provides
discussions of the changes.

This submittal has been reviewed by the Plant Review Board and the
Safety Review Board in accordance with existing Technical Specifications
sections 6.5.1.6.¢c and 6.5.2.8.c. GPC is confident that this submittal
meets NRC needs and expectations at this stage of the industry Technical
Specification improvement process.
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Implementation of this amendment is tentatively scheduled 1 year
following NRC approval of the Plant Hatch Unit 1 improved Technical
Specifications. (NRC approval cf Unit 1 Technical Specifications has
been assumed to occur in January 1991.) GPC plans to submit the Plant
Hatch Unit | improved Technical Specifications in mid-1990.

Payment of the filing fee has not been enclosed, since in a letter
from T. S§. Murley (NRC) to J. F. Colvin (NUMARC), the NRC stated the
resources used for the review of the Plant Hatch Unit 2 proposed
Technical Specifications (the BWR-4 lead plant) will be included in the
base for annual fees collected under 10 CFR 171,

In accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.91, a copy of this
letter and all applicable enclosures will be sent to Mr. J. L. Ledbetter
of the Environmental Protection Division of the Georgia Department of
Natural Resources.

Mr. W. G. Hairston, III states that he is a Senior Vice President of
Georgia Power Company and is authorized to execute this oath on behalf of
Georgia Power Company and that, to the best of his knowledge and belief,
the facts set forth in this letter and enclosures are true.

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY

/A‘ N " Fo 1 W )
By: \irtne. -/, /J“,//,... Vonad
f:v W. G. Hairston, I11 /

—

Sworn to and subscribed before me th1s:éLJ:'day of | loeme oot s 1989.

jC\\\ oo, “\ N!‘_ \ Oy
Notary Public

JCJ/eb

Enclosures:

Proposed Technical Specificztions

Proposed Technical Specifications Bases

Proposed Technical Specifications 10 CFR 50.92 Evaluations

Current Hatch Unit 2/Proposed Hatch Unit 2 Technical
Specifications Comparison Document

Proposed BWR STS/Proposed Hatch Unit 2 Technical Specifications
Lomperison Nozument

HwWwrn -

wn



.

(.Jéorgia Power A

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
December 21, 1989
Page Four

Georgia Power Company

Mr. H. C. Nix, General Manager - Nuclear Plant

Mr. J. D. Heidt, Manager Engineering and Licensing - Hatch
GO-NORMS

U.S5. Nuclear Regulitory Commission, Washington, D.C.
Mr. L. P. Crocker, Licensing Pro?cct Manager - Hatch
Mr. J. A. Calvo, Chief, Technical Specifications Branch

Mr. S. D. Ebneter, Regional Administrator
Mr. J. E. Menning, Senior Resident Inspector - Hatch
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