CONNECTICUT YANKEE ATOMIC POWER COMPANY

HADDAM NECK PLANT
362 INJUN HOLLOW ROAD « EAST HAMPTON, CT 06424-3009

January 31, 1997

Docket No. 50-213
B16167

Re: 10CFR50.90

U. 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

Haddam Neck Plant
Addendum To The Proposed Revision To Technical Specifications
Administrative Controls

intro ion

Pursuant to 10CFR50.90, Connecticut Yankee Atomic Fower Company (CYAPCO)
hereby proposes to amend its Operating License, DPR-61, by incorporating the
attached proposed changes into the Haddam Neck Plant (HNP) Technical
Specifications. This submittal revises the letter dated December 24, 1996, which
provided proposed changes to Secticn 6 (“Administrative Controls”) of the HNP
1echnical Specifications.
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(1)  B. D. Kenyon letter to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, “Proposed
Revision to Technical Specifications Administrative Controls,” dated
December 24, 1996.
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Background

In a letter dated December 5, 1996, CYAPCO informed the NRC that the Board of
Directors of CYAPCO had decided to permariently cease operations at the Haddam
Neck Plant (HNP) and that the fuel had been permanent'y removed from the reactor.

Since the HNP is being decommissioned while the Millstone Units will continue to
operate, CYAPCO has decided to establish a separate Nuclear Safety Assessment
Board appointed by and reporting to Ted C. Feigenbaum, the Executive Vice President
and Chief Nuclear Officer.

The reason for the separate NSAB for the HNP is that the safety issues, resources and
expertise needed for decommissioning are different than those for power operation.
This separate NSAB for the HNP will be able to focus on decommissioning issues such
as those raised in NRC Bulletin 94-01” and NRC Information Notice 94-38'

Only HNP Technical Specification Sections 6.52.1, 6522 6523, 6526 and
6.5.2.7.g (pages 6-8, 6-9, and 6-10) submitted in the December 24, 1996 letter are
affected by this addendum. All other proposed changes to the HNP Technical
Specifications submitted in the December 24, 1996 letter are still valid.

Discussion
in support of this license amendment request, the following information is provided:
. Attachment 1 forwards the marked-up Technical Specification pages 6-8,

6-8, and 6-10, that were provided in Attachment 2 of the
December 24, 1996 letter.

. Attachment 2 forwards the retyped Technical Specification pages 6-8, 6-S,
and 6-10; and reflects the currently issued version of the Technical
Specifications.

(2) T. C. Feigenbaum letter to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
“Certifications Of Permanent Cessation Of Power Operation And That Fuel Has
Been Permanently Removed From The Reactor,” dated December 5, 1996.

(3) NRC Bulletin 94-01, “Potential Fuel Pool Draindown Caused By Inadequate
Maintenance Practices At Dresden Unit 1,” dated April 14, 1994

(4) NRC Information Notice 94-38, “Resuits Of A Special NRC Inspection At
Dresden Nuclear Fower Station Unit 1 Following A Rupture Of Service Water
inside Containment,” dated May 27, 1994
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Safety Assessment

Except for the changes discussed above, the Safety Assessment presented in the
December 24, 1996 letter is still applicable.

No Significant Hazards Consideration

The No Significant Hazards Consideration (SHC) presented in the December 24. 1996
letter is still applic.able.

Enyi | Considerati

CYAPCO has reviewed the proposed license amendment against the criteria of
10CFR51.22 for environmental considerations. The proposed changes do not involve
an SHC, do not significantly increases the types and amounts of effluents that may be
released off-site, nor significantly increase individual or cumulative occupational
radiation exposures. Based on the foregoing, CYAPCO concludes that the proposed
changes meet the criteria delineated in 10CFR51.22(c)(9) for a categorical exclusion
from the requirement of an environmental impact statement.

Nuclear Safety Assessment Board Review

The Nuclear Safety Assessment Board has reviewed this proposed amendment request
and concurs with the above determination.

Stzie Notification

In accordance with 10CFR50.91(b), CYAPCO is providing the State of Connecticut with
a copy of this proposed amendment request to ensure their awareness of this request.

Commitments

There are no commitments contained within this letier. Statements made within this
letter are for information only

Schedule Required for NRC Approval

CYAPCO requests that these proposed changes be reviewed and approved at your
earliest convenience. In addition, CYAPCO requests that the license amendment be
effective upon issuance with implementation within 60 days.




U.’S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
B16167/Page 4

Conclusion

The proposed changes have been reviewed in accordance with 10CFR50.82 and it has
been determined to not constitute an SHC. In addition, the proposed changes have
been reviewed against 10CFR51.22 and it ias been determined that the proposed
changes meet the criteria for a categorical exempticn from requiring an environmental
impact statement.

If the NRC staff should have any questions or comments regarding this submittal,
please contact Mr. G. P. van Noordennen at (860) 267-3938.

Very trilv yours,

CONNECTICUT YANKEE ATOMIC POWER COMPANY

T.C. Feigenbaﬁm

Executive Vice President and
Chief Nuclear Officer

cc: Miller, NRC Region | Administrator

H. J.
M. B. Fairtile, NRC Project Manager, Haddam Neck Plant

W. J. Raymond, NRC Senior Resident Inspector, Haddam Neck Plant
K. T. A. McCarthy, Director, CT DEP Monitoring and Radiation Division

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 31*' (ay of January, 1997
&12144/ / Viap // hﬂ;{é-f‘ S

Date Commission Expires: _/ /31177




Attachment 1
Haddam Neck Plant
Addendum To The Proposed Revision To Technical Specifications
Administrative Controls

Marked-Up Pages*

The attached pages are from Attachment2 (‘Retyped Pages”) of the
B. D. Kenyon letter to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, “Proposed
Revision to Technical Specifications Administrative Controls,” dated
December 24, 1996.

January 31, 1997



