February 20,

Docket No. 50-458

Mr. James C. Deddens

Senior Vice President, (RBNG)
Gulf States Utilities

P. 0. Box 220

St. Francisville, LA 70775
ATTN: Nuclear Licensing

Dear Mr. Deddens:
SUBJECT: FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE
RE: River Bend Station

1987

DISTRIBUTION
Docket File
NRC PDR
LPDR

PD#4 Rdg.
RBernero
MO'Brien
PLeech
SStern
Dewey ,0GC
LHarmon

OPA
ACRS(10)

Enclosed is an Individual Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Amendment to

Facility Operating License and Proposed No Significant Hazards Consideration

Determination and Opportunity for Hearing. This amendment was requested by

your letter dated August 29, 1986 as supplemented by your letter of February 19,

1987. This Notice was forwarded to the Office of the Federal Register for

publication.

Enclosure:
As stated

cc w/enclosure:
See next page
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Sincerely,

/s/

Stephen M. Stern, Project Manager
BWR Project Directorate No. 4
Division of BWR Licensing
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

February 20, 1987

Docket No. 50-458

Mr. James C. Deddens

Senior Vice President, {RBNG)

Gulf States Utilities

P. 0. Box 220

St. Francisville, LA 70775

ATTN: Nuclear Licensing

Dear Mr. Deddens:

SUBJECT: FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE

RE: River Bend Station

Enclosed is an Individual Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Amendment to
Facility Operating License and Proposed No Significant Hazards Consideration
Determination and Opportunity for Hearing. This amendment was requested by
your letter dated August 29, 1986 as supplemented by your letter of February 19,

1987. This Notice was forwarded to the Office of the Federal Register for

publication.

Sincere1i>///

VI //4/ i
tephéen M. Steen, Project Manager
BWR Prgfject Directorate No. 4
-~ Division of BWR Licensing

Enclosure:
As stated

cc w/enclosure:
See next page
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Mr, James C. Deddens
Gulf States Utilities Company

cc:

Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esq.
Conner and Wetterhahn

1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20006

Mr. Edward Grant

Director - Nuclear Licensing
Gulf States Utilities Company
P. 0. Box 2951

Beaumont, Texas 77704

Richard M. Troy, Jr., Esq.

Assistant Attorney General in Charge
State of Louisiana Department of Justice

234 Loyola Avenue
New Orleans, Louisiana 70112

Resident Inspector
p. 0. Box 1051
St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775

Gretchen R. Rothschild
Louisianians for Safe Eneray, Inc.
1659 Glenmore Avenue

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70775

Regional Administrator, Region IV
U.S. Nuclear Regqulatory Commission
O0ffice of Executive Director

for Operations
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000
Arlington, Texas 76011

Philip G. Harris

Cajun Electric Power Coop. Inc.
10719 Airline Highway

P. 0. Box 15540

Baton Rouge, LA 70895

River Bend Nuclear Plant

Mr. J. E. Booker
Manager-River Bend Oversight
P. 0. Box 2951

Beaumont, TX 77704

Mr. William H, Spell, Administrator
Nuclear Energy Division

Office of Environmental Affairs

P. 0. Box 14690

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898

Mr. J. David McNeill, III
William G. Davis, Esq.
Department of Justice
Attorney General's Office
7434 Perkins Road -

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70808

H. Anne Plettinger
3456 Villa Rose Drive
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70806

President of West Feliciana

Police Jury

P. 0. Box 1921

St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775

Mr. Frank J. Uddo

Uddo & Porter :
6305 Elysian Fields Avenue
Suite 400

New Orleans, Louisiana 70122
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

GULF STATES UTILITIES COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-458

NOTICE OF CONSIDERATION OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE AND PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS

CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Cormission) is considering
jssuance of an amendment to Facility Operating License No. NPF-47 isﬁued to
Gulf States Utilities Company, for operation of the River Bend Station, Unit 1,
Jocated in West Feliciana Parish, Louisiana.

The proposed amendment to the River Bend Station operating Ticense would
change the reguirements to perform channe]lcalibrations of the recirculation
flow transmitters for two functions of the Average Power Rarge Monitor (APRM)
and one function of the Reactor Coclant System Recirculatibn Flow from once
per six months to once per 18 months.

These changes would be impiemented through amending Technical Specification
3.3.1, Reactor Protection System Instrumentation, Table 4.3.1.1-1, Reactor
Protection System Instrumentation Surveillance Requirements, Item 2.b, Average
Power Range Monitor (APRM) Flow Biased Simulated Thermal Power - High, and
Technical Specification 3.3.6, Control Rod Block Instrumentation, Table 4.3.6-1,
Control Rod Block Instrumentation Surveillance Requirements, Item 2.a, APRM
Flow Biased Neutron Flux-Upscale and Item 6.a, Reactor Coolant System Recircula-

tion Flow-Upscale. The Technical Specifications presently have requirements



to perform a channel calibration of these functions at least once per SA
(semiannually, 6 months, 184 days). This change request permits the recircula-
tion flow transmitters for these three (3) functions to be calibrated on an

18 month basis in accordance with the licensee's application for amendment
dated August 29, 1986 as supplemented on February 19, 1987,

Before issuance of the proposed license amendment, the Commission will
have made findings required by the Atomic Eneray Act of 1954, as amended (the
Act) and the Commission's regulations.

The Commission has made a proposed determination that the amendment
request involves no significant hazards consideration. Under the Commission's
requlations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means that operation of the facilify in
accordance with the proposed amendment would not (1) involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or {2) create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated; or (3) involve a significant
 reduction in a margin of safety.

The licensee in their February 19, 1987 letter providéd a justification
for the license amendment. Based on that justification as discussed below
the staff concurs with the licemsee that:

The proposed chawge does not invelve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated because the
change in the frequency of calibration is considered within the desian specifi-
cation for the recirculation system and the safety analysis. The proposed
change does not revise the Trip Setpoint or Allowable Value as stated in Tech-

nical Specification 3.3.1 and 3.3.6, but rather only extends the surveillance



interval of the recirculation flow transmitters. The drift allowance is the
only term in the setpoint determination affected by the surveillance interval.
The existing Flow Biased Scram total instrument drift allowance is 3.0% NBR
(Nuclear Boiler Rated) as presented in the Neutron Monitoring System Desian
Specification, |

Based upon the methods outlined in the licensees February 19, 1987 letter,
the instrument drift is 2.2% for 18 months. The 2.2% calculated drift is lower
than the allowed 3% instrument drift utilized for determination of the current
Technical Specification setpoints. Therefore, the calculated drift for these
jnstruments with an eighteen (18) month surveillance frequency is within the
allowed drift used to develop the current setpoints. There is no impact on
the safety analysis since credit for the flow biased trips is not taken in the
Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR)}. This proposed change does not involve a
design change or physical change to the plant. Thus there is no increase in
the probability or consequence of any accident previou51y evaluated.

The proposed change does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated because the change in
the frequency of calibration of flow transmitters, is considered within the
desian specification for the recirculation system and thé safety analysis,
and does not involve a design change or physical change, and therefore does
not alter the single failure desian of the instrumentation. Thus, no new
accident scenario is introduced by this revised frequency of calibration of
the flow transmitters.

The proposed change to the flow transmitter surveillance period does not

involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety because the ‘change in



the frequency of calibration of the flow transmitters is considered within

the design specification of the recirculation system and the safety analysis.

As discussed above, the design specifications for the Technical Specifications
are based upon an allowed 3% instrument drift. The licensee in its February 19,
1987 letter, calculated the total loop drift over an 18 month period to be 2.2%
which is within the 3% instrument drift of the design basis. There is no

jmpact on the safety analysis since credit for the flow biased trips is not
taken in the FSAR. Additionally, as delineated in the justification, the
proposed change does not impact the Limiting Conditions of Qperation of the TS.
Thus the margin of safety is not reduced.

The staff concurs with the above analysis. Accordingly, the stéff has
made a proposed determination that the application inyolves no significant
hazards consideration.

The Commission is seekina public comments on this proposed‘determination.
Any comments received within 30 days after the date of publication of this
notice will be considered in making any final determinatiop. The Commission
will not normally make a final determination unless it receives a request for
a heering.

Written comments may be submitted by mail to the Rules and Procedures
Branch, Division of Rules and Records, Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear
Requlatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, and should cite'the publication
date and page number of the FEDERAL REGISTER notice. Written comments may also
be delivered to Room 4000, Maryland National Bank Building, 7735 01d Georgetown
Road, Bethesda, Maryland from 8:15 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Copies of written comments
received may be examined at the NRC Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW,

Washington, D.C. The filing of requests for hearing and petitions for leave

to intervene is discussed below.



By March 27, 1987 , the Ticensee may file a request for a hearing
with respect to issuance of the amendment to the subject facility operating
" Jicense and any person whose interest may be affected by this proceeding and
who wishes to participate as a party in the proceeding must file a written
petition for leave to intervene. Request for a hearing and petitions for
leave to intervene shall be filed in accordance with the Commission's "Rules
of Practice for Domestic Licensina Proceedings" in 10 CFR Part 2, If a
request for a hearing or petition for leave to intervene is filed by the above
date, the Commission or an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, designated by
the Commission or by the Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel, will rule on the request and/or petition and the Secretary or. the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order,

As reguired by 10 CFR §2,714, a petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the results of the proceeding. The
petition should specifically explain the reasons why intervention should be
- permitted with particular reference to the following factors: (1) the nature
of the petitioner's right under the Act to be made a party to the proceeding;
(2) the nature and extent of the petitiorer's property, financial, or other
interest in the proceeding: and (3) the pessible effect of any order which may
be entered in the proceeding on the petitioner's interest. The petition
should also identify the specific aspect(s) of the subject matter of the
proceeding as to which petitioner wishes to intervene. Any person who has

filed a petition for leave to intervene or who has been admitted as a party



may amend the petition without requesting leave of the Board up to fifteen

(15) days prior to the first prehearing conference scheduled in the proceeding,
but such an amended petition must satisfy the specificity requirements described
above.

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to the first prehearing conference
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner shall file a supplement to the
petition to intervene which must include a list of the contentions which are
sought to be litigated in the matter, and the bases for each contention set
forth with reasonable specificity. Contentions shall be limited to matters
within the scope of the amendment under consideration. A petitioner who fails
to file such a supplement which satisfies these requirements with respect to
at least one contention will not be permitted to participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become parties to the proceeding, subject to
any limitations in the order granting leave to intervene, and have the
opportunity to participate fully in the conduct of the hearing, including the
opportunity to present evidence and cross-examine witnesses.

1f a hearing is requested, the Commission will make a final determination
on the issue of no significant hazards consideration. The final determination
will serve to decide when the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the Commission may issue‘the amendment and
make it effective, motwithstanding tke request for & hearing. Any hearing
held would take place after issuance of the amendment.

1f the final determination is that the amendment involves a significant
hazards consideration, any hearing held would take place before the issuance

of any amendment.



Normally, the Commission will not issue the amendment until the
- expiration of the 30-day notice period. However, should circumstances change
during the notice pericd such that failure to act in a timely way would result
in derating or shutdown of the facility, the Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the 30-day notice period, provided that
jts final determination is that the amendment involves no significant hazards
consideration. The final determination will consider all public and State
comments received. Should the Commission take this action, it will publish a
notice of issuance and provide for opportunity for a heéring after issuance.
The Commission expects that the need to take this action will occur yery'
infrequently. | |

A request for a hearing or:a petiticr for leéve to intervene must be
filed with the Secretary of the?Commission, U.S. Nuclear Requlatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, Att: Docketing and Service Branch, or
may be delivered to the Commission's Public Documeht Room, 1717 H Street, KW
- Washington, D.C., by the above date. Where petitions are filed during the
~ last ten {10) days of the notice period, it is reques ted tﬁat the petitioner
promptly so inform the Commission by a toll-free telephone call to Western
Union at (800) 325-6000 (in Missouri (800) 342-6700). The Western Union
operator should be given Batagram Identification Number 3737 and the
following message addressed to Walter R. Butler, Director, BWR Project
Directorate No. 4, Division of BWR Licensing: petitioner's name and telephone
number; date petition was mailed; plant name; and publication date and page
number of this FEDERAL REGISTER notice. A copy of the petition should also be

sent to the Executive Legal Director, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,



Washington, D.C. 20555, and to Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esq., Conner and Wetterhahn,
1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006, attorney for the licensee.

Nontimely filinas of petitions for leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests for hearing will not be entertained absent
- a determination by the Commission, the presiding officer or the presiding Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, that the petition and/or request should be granted
" based upon a balancing of factors specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)-(v) and
2.714(d}.

For further details with respect to this action, see the application for
amendment dated Aucust 29, 1986, as amended and supplemented February 19, 1987,
" which is available for public inspection at the Commission's Public Document
~ Room, 1717 H Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the Government Documents
. Department, Louisiana State University, Baton Route, Louisiana 70803.
Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 20th day of February 1987.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

/izfﬂé%L/Lff:777aﬁﬁé;~:
.Robert E. Martin, Acting Director

BWR Project Directorate No. 4
Division of BWR Licensing



