
EXHIBIT A

Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant 

License Amendment Request Dated May 30, 1984 

Description and Evaluation of Proposed Changes 
to the Technical Specifications 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59 and Section 50.90, the holders of Operating 
License DPR-22 hereby.propose the following changes to Appendix A, Technical 
Specifications.  

1. Removal of APRM Scram Setdown Requirements, 
Pages iii, v, vi, 1, 2, 7, 16, 19, 20, 27, 211, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 
and 218 

Proposed Changes 

Eliminate the Maximum Fraction of Limiting Power Density (MFLPD) definition.  
Remove the setdown requirement (FRP/MFLPD) for the APRM Scram and Rod Block 
setpoints. This required the APRM scram and rod block setpoints to be 
reduced if the MFLPD was.greater than the Fraction of Rated Thermal Power 
(FRP).  

Add and modify restrictions on MCPRs and MAPLHGRs.  

Reason For Changes 

See Section 1 of NEDC-30492-P (submitted under separate cover dated 
May 31, 1984).  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

Power and flow dependent limits on local peak power and MCPR are imposed 
such that fuel design and safety criteria are satisfied without peaking 
factor setdown. Since ECCS analyses also require a flow dependent correction 
to MAPLHGR limits the local peak power limits and Emergency Core Cooling 
System (ECCS) MAPLHGR limits are combined into power and flow dependent 
MAPLHGR corrections for simplicity and ease of administration. Transient 
evaluations (see Section 3 of NEDC-30492-P) verified that the new limits 
assure compliance with acceptance criteria.  

Therefore, while this change may result in some increase in the conse
quences of a previously-analyzed accident or may reduce, in some way, the 
safety margin, the results of the change are clearly within all acceptable 
criteria established by the Commission and the change does not constitute 
a significant hazard.  

Based on the above discussion, operation of the plant in accordance with 
the proposed Technical Specification changes will not: 

(1) involve a significant increase in the probability 
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated; or 
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(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.  

2. Change in Slope of APRM Scram and Rod Block Trip Setpoint 

Pages 6, 7, 14 and 56 

Proposed Changes 

Change the equation for the APRM Scram from 0.65W + 55% to 0.58W + 62%.  

Change the equation for the APRM Rod Block from 0.65W + 43% to 0.58W + 50%.  

Reason For Changes 

See Section 2 of NEDC-30515 (Exhibit C).  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

General Electric has analyzed the additional operating space allowed by 
this decrease in slope of the APRM Scram and Rod Block setpoint and found 
that operation with these new restrictions will meet all acceptance criteria 
(Exhibit C).  

Therefore, while this change may result in some increase in the conse
quences of a previously-analyzed accident or may reduce, in some way, the 
safety margin, the results of the change are clearly within all acceptable 
criteria established by the Commission and the change does not constitute 
a significant hazard.  

Based on the above discussion, operation of the plant in accordance with 
the proposed Technical Specification changes will 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.  

3. Elimination of the APRM Rod Block from Section 2, Pages 7, 8, 9, 
17, 18, 67 and 71 

Proposed Change 

Eliminate the APRM Rod Block as a limiting safety system setting.
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Reason For Change 

The APRM Rod Block is also discussed in Table 3.2.3, "Instrumentation That 
Initiates Rod Block". This function is not used in General Electric's safety 
analyses for Monticello. This function should not be a limiting safety 
system setting.  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

This change is a purely administrative change to the Technical 
Specifications.  

Based on the above discussion, operation of the plant in accordance with 
the proposed Technical Specification changes will 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.  

4. Rod Block Monitor (RBM) changes, Pages 2, 46, 46a, 57, 58, 58a, 68, 69, 
71 and 80 

Proposed Changes 

Add new sections, 3.2.C.2 and 4.2.C for the Rod Block Monitor. Add new 
setpoints for the RBM to Table 3.2.3, "Instrumentation That Initiates Rod 
Block". Change Section 3.2 BASES as appropriate.  

Delete the discussion of the limiting control rod pattern (Section 3.3.B.5 
and 4.3.B.5). Add a new definition for a limiting control rod pattern in 
Section 1.0 and refer to this definition in Section 3.2.C.2.  

Reason For Change 

See Section 1 of NEDC-30492-P.  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

The technical specification changes proposed will support the RBM hardware 
changes discussed in Section 4.2 and Appendix A of NEDC-30492-P. The new 
RBM system will eliminate unnecessary restrictions on gross core power 
imposed by the current flow referenced RBM trips. The man-machine inter
face will be improved by reducing the frequency of non-essential rod 
blocks and by making the occurrence of rod blocks more meaningful. The 
rod withdrawal error analysis has been recalculated for the new RBM 
hardware changes and the new technical specification limits, and shown to 
meet all acceptance criteria.
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Therefore, while this change may result in some increase in the conse
quences of a previously-analyzed accident or may reduce, in some way, the 
safety margin, the results of the change are clearly within all acceptable 
criteria established by the Commission and the change does not constitute 
a significant hazard.  

Based on the above discussion, operation of the plant in accordance with 
the proposed Technical Specification changes will 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.
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