g April 5, 1990
Docket Nos. 50-313
and 50-368

Mr. T. Gene Campbell

Vice President, Nuclear
Arkansas Power and Light Company
P. 0. Box 551

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Dear Mr. Campbell:

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NOS. 129 AND 10370 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

NOS. DPR-51 AND NPF-6 - ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE, UNITS 1 AND 2
(TAC NOS. 75255 AND 75256)

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos. 129and 103 to Facility
Operating License Nos. DPR-51 and NPF-6 for the Arkansas Nuclear One, Units 1
and 2 (ANO-1%2). These amendments consist of changes to the Technical
Specifications (TSs) in response to your application dated October 19, 1989.

The amendments remove the 1limit on extending surveillances wherein the
combined time interval for any three consecutive surveillance intervals could
not exceed 3.25 times the specified surveillance interval. The amendments are

a line-item technical specification improvement in accordance with Generic
Letter 89-14.

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be
included in the Commission's next Bi-weekly Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,
Thomas W. Alexion, Project Manager Chester Poslusy, Jdr., Project Manager
Project Directorate IV

Project Directorate IV

Division of Reactor Projects - III,
IV, V and Special Projects

O0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Division of Reactor Projects - III,
IV, V and Special Projects
Office of Muclear Reactor Regulation

o Enclosures:
hﬁgg 1. Amendment No. 129 to DPR-51
L 2. Amendment No. 103 to NPF-6
IE 3. Safety Evaluation
w cc w/enclosures:
o See next page
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

1, April 5, 1990
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Docket Nos. 50-313
and 50-368

Mr. T. Gene Campbell

Vice President, Nuclear

Arkansas Power and Light Company
P. 0. Box 551

Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Dear Mr. Campbell:

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT N0S.129 AND103 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE
NOS. DPR-51 AND NPF-6 - ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE, UNITS 1 AND 2
(TAC NOS. 75255 AND 75256)

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos.129 and 103 to Facility
Operating License Nos. DPR-51 and NPF-6 for the Arkansas Nuclear One, Units 1
and 2 (ANO-182). These amendments consist of changes to the Technical
Specifications (TSs) in response to your application dated October 19, 1989.

The amendments remove the 1imit on extending surveillances wherein the
combined time interval for any three consecutive surveillance intervals could
not exceed 3.25 times the specified surveillance interval. The amendments are
a line-item technical specification improvement in accordance with Generic
Letter 89-14.

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be
jncluded in the Commission's next Bi-weekly Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,
o~ - : g /] - -
Ay Al // N
il fer> Vhirien Bl
Thomas W. Alexion, Project Manager Chester Poslusy, Jr., Project Manager
Project Directorate IV Project Directorate 1V
Division of Reactor Projects - III, Division of Reactor Projects - III,
IV, V and Special Projects 1V, V and Special Projects

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulaticn

Enclosures:

1. Amendment No. 129 to DPR-51
2. Amendment No. 103 to NPF-6
3. Safety Evaluation

cc w/enclosures:
See next page



¥r. T. Gene Campbell
Arkansas Power & Light Company

cc:

Mr. Early Ewing, General Manager
Technical Support and Assessment
Arkansas Nuclear One

P. C. Box 6G8

Russellville, Arkansas 72801

Mr. Neil Carns, Director
Nuclear QOperations

Arkansas Nuclear One

P. 0. Box 608

Russellville, Arkansas 72801

Michelas S. Reynolds, Esq.
Bishop, Cook, Purcell

& Reynolds
1400 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-3502

Regional Administrator, Region IV

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissien

0ffice of Executive Director for
Cperations

€11 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000

Arlington, Texas 76011

Senior Resident Inspector

U.S. Muclear Reguiatory Commission

1 Nuclear Plant Road
Russellville, Arkansas 72801

Ms. Greta Dicus, Director

Livision of Environmental Health
Protection

Arkansas Department cf Health

4815 West Markam Street

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Mr. Robert B. Borsum

Babcock & Wilcox

Nuclear Power Generation Division
1700 Rockville Pike, Suite 525
Rockville, Naryland 20852

Arkansas Nuclear One
Unit Nos. 1 and 2

Mr. Charles B. Brinkman, Manager
Washington Nuclear Operations
Combustion Engineering, Inc.

12300 Twinbrook Parkway, Suite 330
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Honorable Joe W. Phillips
County Judge of Pope County
Pope County Courthouse
Russellville, Arkansas 72801



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

ARKANSAS POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
DOCKET NO. 50-313

ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE, UNIT 1

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

— -

Amendment No. 129
License No. DPR-51

1. The Muclear Recuiatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A. The application for amendment by Arkansas Power and Light Company
(the licensee) dated October 19, 1983, complies with the standards
and requirenents of the Atoric Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the
Act), and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR
Chapter I;

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, as
arerded, the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations
of the Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance: (i) that the activities authorized
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
concducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations;

D. The issuance of this license amendment will nct be inimical to the
cormon defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51
of the Commission's regulations and a1l applicable requirements have
been satisfied.
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license
amendment, and Paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No.
DPR-51 is hereby amended to read as follows:

(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised
through Amendment No. 129, are hereby incorporated in the license,
The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the
Technical Specifications.

3. The license amendment is effective as cf its date of issuarce.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Janﬂi{QLA«;SQ- /NLiL24~“_____,/’

Frederick J. Hebgcn, Director

Project Directorate 1V

pivisior of Reactor Prcjects - III,
1V, V and Special Projects

0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachmert:
Cherges to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuarce: April 5, 1990
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 129

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-51

DOCKET NO. 50-313

Revise the following page of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications
with the attached page. The revised page is identified by Amendment
number and contains a vertical line indicating the area of change.

REMOVE PAGE INSERT PAGE
67 67



4 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

Specified surveillance intervals may be extended up to 25 percent to
accommodate normal test and surveillance schedules. Surveillance
requirements are not applicable when the plant operating conditions are
below those requiring operability of the designated component. However, the
required surveillance must be performed prior to reaching the operating
conditions requiring operability. For example, instrumentation requiring
twice per week surveillance when the reactor is critical need not have the
required surveillance when the reactor is shutdown.

Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2, 3 components shall be
performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and applicable addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section
50.55a(g), except where specific written relief has been granted by the NRC
pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g)(6)(i).

Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the specified time
interval shall constitute a failure to meet the OPERABILITY requirements
for a Limiting Condition for Operation. Exceptions to these requirements
are stated in the individual specifications. Surveillance Requirements do
not have to be performed on inoperable equipment.

4.1 OPERATIONAL SAFETY ITEMS

Applicability

Applies to items directly related to safety limits and limiting conditions
for operation.

Objective

To specify the minimum frequency and type of surveillance to be applied to
unit equipment and conditions.

Specification

a. The minimum frequency and type of surveillance required for
reactor protective system and engineered safeguards system
instrumentation when the reactor is critical shall be as stated
in Table 4.1-1.

b. Equipment and sampling test shall be performed as detailed in
Table 4.1-2 and 4.1-3.

C. Discrepahcies noted during surveillance testing will be
corrected and recorded.

d. A power distribution map shall be made to verify the expected
power distribution at periodic intervals at least every 10
effective full power days using the incore instrumentation
detector system.

Amendment No. 25, 7E. 77, 129 67



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20585

ARKANSAS_POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-368

ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE, UNIT 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment Mo. 103
License No. NPF-6

1. The Muclear Reculatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A.

The application for amendment by Arkansas Power and Light Company
(the licensee) dated October 19, 1982, complies with the standards
and requirements of the Atomic Erergy Act of 1954, as amended (the
Act), and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR
Chapter I;

The facility will operate in conformity with the application, as
amended, the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations
of the Commission;

There is reasonable assurance: (i) that the activities authorized
by this amendment car be conducted without endangering the health
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
conducted in compliarce with the Commission’s regulaticns;

The issuance of this license amendment will rct be inimical to the
conmon defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51
of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have
been satisfied.



2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license
amendment, and Paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Cperating License No.
MPF-6 is hereby amended to read as follows:

(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised
through Amendment Nc. 103 , are hereby incorporated in the license.
The Ticensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the

Technical Specifications.

3. The license amendment is effective as of its date of issuarce.

Attachmert:

Charces to the Technical

Specifications

Date of Issuarce:

April 5, 1990

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Y edn 0.0 104
bdo

Frederick J. Hebdon, Director

Project Directorate IV

Division of Reactor Projects - III,
IV, V and Special Projects

0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulatien




ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE_ AMENDMENT NO. 103
FACILITY CPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-6

DCCKET NO. 50-368

Pevise the following pages of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications
with the attached pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment
number and cortain vertical lines indicating the area of change. The
corresponding overleaf pages are alsc provided to maintain document
completeness.

REMOVE PAGES INSERT PAGES

3/4 0-2 3/4 0-2
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3/4 LIHITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

3/4.0 APPLICABILITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.0.1 Limiting Conditions for Operation and ACTION requirements shall be
applicable during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions specified for
each specification.

3.0.2 Adherence to the requirements of the Limiting Condition for Operation
and/or associated ACTION within the specified time interval shall constitute
compliance with the specification. In the event the Limiting Condition for
Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time interval,
completion of the ACTION statement is not required.

3.0.3 1In the event a Limiting Condition for Operation and/or associated
ACTION requirements cannot be satisfied because of circumstances in excess of
those addressed in the specification within 1 hour, action shall be initiated
to place the unit in a mode in which the specification does not apply by
placing it, as applicable, in at least HOT STANDBY within 6 hours, in at
lezst HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 6 hours, and in at least COLD SHUTDOWN
within the following 24 hours unless corrective measures are completed

that permit operation under the permissible ACTION statements for the
specified time interval as measured from initial discovery or until the reactor
is placed in a MODE in which the specification is not.applicable. Exceptions
to these requirements shall be stated in the individual specification. _

3.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified applicability condi-
tion shall not be made unless the conditions of the Limiting Condition for
Operation are met without reliance on provisions contained in the ACTION
statements unless otherwise excepted. This provision shall not prevent
passage through OPERATIONAL MODES as required to comply with ACTION statements.

3.0.5 When a system, subsystem, train, component or device is determined to
be inoperable solely because its emergency power source is inoperable, or
solely because its normal power source is inoperable, it may be considered
OPERABLE for the purpose of satisfying the requirements-of its applicable
Limiting Condition for Operation, provided: (1) its corresponding normal or
emergency power source is OPERABLE; and (2) all of its redundant system(s),
subsystem(s), train(s), component(s), and device(s) are OPERABLE, or likewise
satisfy the requirements of this specification. Unless both conditions (1)
and (2) are satisfied within 2 hours, action shall be initiated to place the
unit in a MODE in which the applicable Limiting Condition for Operation does
not apply by placing it, as applicable, in at least HOT STANDBY within 6
hours, in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 6 hours, and in at least
COLD SHUTDOWN within the following 24 hours. This specification is not
applicable in MODES 5 or 6.

APKANSAS = UNIT 2 3/4 0-1 Amendment No. 19




SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

4.0.1 Surveillance Requirements shall be applicable during the OPERATIONAL
MODES or other conditions specified for individual Limiting Conditions for
Operation unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance
Requirement.

4.0.2 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the
specified surveillance interval with a maximum allowable extension not to
exceed 25% of the specified surveillance interval.

4.0.3 Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the specified time
interval shall constitute a failure to meet the OPERABILITY requirements

for a Limiting Condition for Operation. Exceptions to these requirements

are stated in the individual specifications. Surveillance Requirements do

not have to be performed on inoperable equipment.

4.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified applicability
condition shall not be made unless the Surveillance Requirement(s)
associated with the Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed
within the stated surveillance interval or as otherwise specified.

4.0.5 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection and testing of
ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components shall be applicable as follows:

a. During the time period:

1. From issuance of the Facility Operating License to the start
of facility commercial operation, inservice testing of ASME
Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and valves shall be performed in
accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code 1974 Edition, and Addenda through Summer 1975,
except where specific written relief has been granted by the
Commission.

2. Following start of facility commercial operation, inservice
inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components and
inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and
valves shall be performed in accordance with Section XI of
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable
Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g), except
where specific written relief has been granted by
the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section
50.55a(g)(6)(i).

ARKANSAS = UNIT 2 3/4 0-2 Amendment No. 42, 103



APPLICABILITY

BASES (Continued)

systems, subsystems, trains, components and devices in the other division must
be OPERABLE, or likewise satisfy Specification 3.0.5 (i.e., be capable of
performing their design functions and have an emergency power source OPERABLE).
In other words, both emergency power sources must be OPERABLE and all redundant
systems, subsystems, trains, components and devices in both divisions must also
be OPERABLE. If these conditions are not satisfied, action is required in
accordance with this specification.

In MODES 5 or 6, Specification 3.0.5 is not applicable, and thus the

individual ACTION statements for each applicable Limiting Condition for Opera-
tion in these MODES must be adhered to.

ARKANSAS - UNIT 2 B, 3/4 0-1b Amendment No. 19




APPLICABILITY

BASES

4.0.1 This specification provides that surveillance activities
necessary to insure the Limiting Conditions for Operation are met and will
be performed during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions for which the
Limiting Conditions for Operation are applicable. Provisions for
additional surveillance activities to be performed without regard to the
applicable OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions are provided in the
individual Surveillance Requirements. Surveillance Requirements for
Special Test Exceptions need only be performed when the Special Test
Exception is being utilized as an exception to an individual specification.

4.0.2 Specification 4.0.2 establishes the limit for which the specified
time interval for Surveillance Requirements may be extended. It permits an
allowable extension of the normal surveillance interval to facilitate
surveillance scheduling and consideration of plant operating conditions that
may not be suitable for conducting the surveillance; e.g., transient conditions
or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance activities. It also provides
flexibility to accommodate the length of a fuel cycle for surveillances that
are performed at each refueling outage and are specified with an 18-month
surveillance interval. It is not intended that this provision be used
repeatedly as a convenience to extend surveillance intervals beyond that
specified for surveillances that are not performed during refueling outages.
The limitation of Specification 4.0.2 is based on engineering judgement and
the recognition that the most probable result of any particular surveillance
being performed is the verification of conformance with the Surveillance
Requirements. This provision is sufficient to ensure that the reliability
ensured through surveillance activities is not significantly degraded beyond
that obtained from the specified surveillance intervals.

4.0.3 The provisions of this specification set forth the criteria for
determination of compliance with the OPERABILITY requirements of the
Limiting Conditions for Operation. Under this criteria, equipment, systems
or components are assumed to be OPERABLE if the associated surveillance
activities have been satisfactorily performed within the specified time
jnterval. Nothing in this provision is to be construed as defining
equipment systems or components OPERABLE, when such items are found or
known to be inoperable although still meeting the Surveillance
Requirements.

4.0.4 This specification ensures that the surveillance activities
associated with a Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed
within the specified time interval prior to entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE
or other applicable condition. The intent of this provision is to ensure
that surveillance activities have been satisfactorily demonstrated on a
current basis as required to meet the OPERABILITY requirements of the
Limiting Condition for Operation.

ARKANSAS = UNIT 2 B 3/4 0-2 Amendment No. 103




UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY.EVALUATION BY.THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR.REACTOR REGULATIOM

RELATED TO.AMENDMENT.NOS. 129 AND 10370

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NOS..DPR-51 AND NPF-6

ARKANSAS . POWER AND -LIGHT COMPANY

ARKANSAS - NUCLEAR-ONE, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS..50-313 AND.50-368

INTRODUCTION

By letter dated Cctober 19, 1989, Arkansas Power and Light Company (AP&L or the
licensee) requested amendments to the Technical Specifications (TSs) appended
to Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-51 and MPF-6 for Arkansas Nuclear One,
Units 1 and 2 (ANO-182). The proposed amendment would change the Technical
Specifications for both units by removing the provision cf Specifications 4
(Unit 1) and 4.0.2 (Unit 2) that limits the combined time interval for three
consecutive surveillances to less than 3.25 times the specified interval.
Guidance on this proposed change to the TSs was provided to all power reactor
licensees and applicants by Generic Letter 89-14, dated August 21, 1989.
Additiorally, the proposed amendments would remove the 25 percent allowance on
reducing surveillance intervals (Unit 1 only).

EVALUATION

Specifications 4 (Unit 1) and 4.0.2 (Unit 2) include the provision that allows

a surveillance interval to be extended by 25 percent of the specified time
interval. This extension provides flexibility for scheduling the performance

of surveillances and tc permit consideration of plant operating conditions that
may not be suitable for conducting a surveillance at the specified time interval.
Such operating conditions include transient plant cperation or ongoing surveillance
or maintenance activities. Specificaticns 4 and 4.0.2 further limit the
allowance for extending surveillance intervals by requiring that the combined
time interval for any three consecutive surveillances not exceed 3.25 times the
specified time interval. The purpose of this provision is to assure that
surveillances are not extended repeatedly as an operational convenience to
provide an overall increase in the surveillance interval.

Experience has shown that the 18-month surveillance interval, with the provision
to extend it by 25 percent, is usually sufficient to accommodate normal variations
in the length of a fuel cycle. However, the NRC staff has routinely granted
requests for one-time exceptions to the 3.25 limit on extending refueling
surveillances because the risk to safety is low in contrast to the alternative

of a forced shutdown to perform these surveillances. Therefore, the 3.25
limitation on extending surveillances has not been a practical limit on the use

of the 25 percent allowance for extending surveillances that are performed on a
refueling outage basis.

?qujgﬂnﬁq e
FOR  AAfE. SE0405 -
F AL, OQEO0O05]

FOC

3



Extending surveillance intervals during plant operation can also result in a
benefit to safety when a schediuled surveillance is due at a time that is not
suitable for conducting the surveillance. This may occur when transient plant
operating conditions exist or when safety systems are out of service for
maintenance or other surveillance activities. In such cases, the benefit to
safety of extending a surveillance interval would exceed any safety benefit
derived by limiting the use of the 25 percent allowarce to extend a surveillance.
Furthermore, there is the administrative burden associated with tracking the

use of the 25 percent allowance to ensure compliance with the 3.25 limit.

In view of these findings, the staff concluded that the Specification should
be changed to remove the 3.25 limit for all surveillances because its removal
will have an overall positive effect on safety. The guidance provided in
Generic Letter 89-14 included the following charge to this specification and
removes the 3.25 1imit on three consecutive surveillances with the following
statement:

"Each Surveillarce Requirement shall be performed within the specified
surveillance interval with a maximum allowable extensior not to exceed 2%
rercent of the specified surveillance intervel."

In addition, it is the staff position that the allowance for extending surveillance
intervals should not be used repeatedly merely as an operational convenience to
extend surveillance intervals beyond that specified.

The licensee also proposed the removal of the 25 percent allewance on reducing
surveillance intervals (Unit 1 only). This change woula make the scheduling
aspects of the general surveillarce requiremerts more similar to thase stated
in the Standard Technical Specifications. It would also allow credit tc be
taken for surveillances performed at shorter time intervals. Since this
results in possibly more frequent performance of surveillances than at the
specified interval, the safety and reliability obtained by the surveillance
activities is not reduced.

The licensee has proposed changes to Specifications 4 and 4.0.2 that are
consistent with the guidance provided in Generic Letter 89-14, as noted above.
On the basis of its review of this matter, the staff finds that the above
changes to the TSs for Arkansas Nuclear One Units 1 and 2 are acceptable.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIGN

The amendments invelve a change in a requirement with respect to the installa-
tion or use of a facility component located within the restricted area as

defined in 10 CFR Part 20 and changes in surveillance requirements. The staff
has determined that the amendments involve no significant increase in the
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 exposures. The Commission has previcusly
issued a proposed finding that the amendments involve no significant hazards
consideration and there has been no public ccmment on such finding. Accordingly,



the amendments meet the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set
forth in 10 CFR Section 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environ-
mental impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in
connection with the issuance of the amendments.

CONCLUSION

The Commission's determination that the amendments involve no significant
hazards consideration was published in Federal Register (55 FR 6102) on
February 21, 1990. The Commission consulted with the State of Arkansas.
No public comments were received, and the State of Arkansas did not have
any comments.

?n the basis of the considerations discussed above, the staff concludes that
1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by the operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations,
and (3) the issuance of these amendments will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributors: Thomas G. Dunning, OTSB/DOEA
Patrick D. Milano, PDIV/DRSP
Thomas W. Alexion, PDIV/DRSP

Dated: April 5, 1990



