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REQUEST FOR AMENDMENT TO 
OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-22 

License Amendment Request Dated April 26, 1985 

Northern States Power Company, a Minnesota corporation, requests authorization 

for changes to the Technical Specifications as shown on the attachments labeled 

Exhibit A and Exhibit B. Exhibit A describes the proposed changes along with 
reasons for the change. Exhibit B is a set of Technical Specification pages 
incorporating the proposed changes.  

This letter contains no restricted or other defense information.  

NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY 

By 
David Musolf 

Manager - Nuclear Support Servic 

On this 26& day of Z?,fj'( before me a notary public in and 

for said County, personally appeared David Musolf, Manager - Nuclear Support Services, 

and being first duly sworn acknowledged that he is authorized to execute this 

document on behalf of Northern States Power Company, that he knows the contents 

thereof and that to the best of his knowledge, information and belief, the statements 

made in it are true and that it is not interposed for delay.

DODY A. BROSE L &NOTARY PUBLIC - MINNESOTA 
HENNEPIN COUNTY 

My Commission Expires Dec 26, 1989
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Exhibit A

Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant 

License Amendment Request Dated April 26, 1985 

Proposed changes to the Technical Specifications 
Appendix A of Operating License DPR-22.  

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section 50.59 and 50.90, the holders of Operating 
License DPR-22 hereby propose the following changes to Appendix A Technical 
Specifications: 

1. Snubber Table 

Proposed Changes 

Delete Table 3.6.1 and all references to Table 3.6.1. Delete paragraph 
3.6.H.3 as shown in Exhibit B, pages vi, 129, 130, 131 and 132.  

Reason for Changes 

The NRC Staff's policy of requiring the Technical Specifications to 
contain a detailed list of safety related snubbers has been modified as 
described in Generic Letter 84-13 dated May 3, 1984. The proposed 
changes implement the recommendations of this Generic Letter.  

Proposed changes related to snubbers contained in our License Amendment 
Request dated September 24, 1982 (Exhibit A, Item 7) are superseded by 
this request and are hereby withdrawn.  

Also at this time in Technical Specification 4.6.H.2 a change from 
"impared" to "impaired" is being asked.  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

These changes are administrative in nature.  

For these reasons, operation of the Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant 
in accordance with these proposed changes would not:
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(1) involve a significant increase in the possibility 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 the margin of safety.  

2. Temporary Changes to Procedure Review 

Proposed Changes 

Drop the Operation Committee review of temporary changes to non-safety 
related health physics and security procedures as shown in Exhibit B, 
page 246b.  

Reason for Changes 

An oversight in our September 24, 1982 and March 30, 1984 submittals 
requesting elimination of Operations Committee review of non-safety 
related procedures performed by health physics and guard force personnel 
prevented this exception from applying to temporary changes to those 
procedures. The Operations Committee should not be required to review 
temporary changes to procedures covering health physics or guard force 
functions that did not require Operations Committee review when issued.  
The proposed wording change corrects this omission.  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

Operation Committee review of temporary changes to health physics and 
security procedures will be omitted only for non-safety related 
procedures associated with the activities performed exclusively by 
health physics or security personnel. The Committee is not required to 
review these procedures.  

The proposed changes are purely administrative in nature. For these 
reasons, operation of the Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant in 
accordance with these proposed changes 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 the margin of safety.
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3. Radiation Protection Program 

Proposed Change 

Delete reference to a Radiation Protection Plan as shown in Exhibit B, 
page 244a.  

Reason for Change 

The recent addition of the Radiation Protection Plan reference in the 
Monticello Technical Specifications was based on the issuance of a draft 
Regulatory Guide 8.X.X. This Regulatory Guide has not been officially 
issued. The Monticello Radiation Protection Program and Policy is 
defined in the Plant Administrative Control Directives (ACD's), consistent 
with the requirements of 10 CFR 20. A Radiation Protection Plan is a 
redundant document. Since the Regulatory Guide has not been issued and 
the ACD's define Radiation Protection Policy, Program and Procedures as 
would a Radiation Protection Plan, the reference to a Radiation 
Protection Plan should be deleted from the Technical Specifications.  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

Deletion of the reference to the Radiation Protection Plan in the 
Monticello Technical Specifications will not affect the Radiation 
Protection Policy nor the Radiation Protection Program as delineated in 
plant Administrative Control Directives. This is an administrative 
change. For these reasons, operation of the Monticello Nuclear 
Generating Plant in accordance with this proposed change 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 

Proposed Change 

Increase the Rod Block Monitor (RBM) Surveillance Test frequency as 
shown in Exhibit B, page 61.
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Reason for Change 

In our letter dated October 17, 1984 to NRR entitled, "Supplementary 
Information Related to License Amendment Request dated May 30,1984 
ARTS," we committed to change the RBM surveillance from quarterly to 
monthly based upon NRC Staff concerns with the adequacy of quarterly 
surveillance.  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

General Electric has prepared an evaluation of the probability of a 
single Rod Withdrawal Error (RWE) causing a safety limit violation and 
found the probability acceptably low, assuming monthly RBM surveillance.  

This change adds an additional restriction not presently included in the 
Technical Specifications. For'these reasons, operation of the 
Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant in accordance with this proposed 
change 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.  

5. Environmental Radiation Sampling 

Proposed Changes 

Delete the requirement for potato and corn environmental radiation 
sampling as shown in Exhibit B, page 229o.  

Reason for Changes 

Beginning in July 1968, the environmental Radiation Sampling Program at 
Monticello specified sampling of agricultural crops taken from river 
water irrigated fields located downstream from the plant discharge canal.  
Potatoes and corn were crops frequently grown on fields irrigated with 
water pumped from the Mississippi River. Over a period of fifteen 
years, a uniform process of deep well irrigation has been developed in the 
area and the use of river water for this purpose has been discontinued.  
The collection of potatoes and corn samples is no longer a valid monitor 
to determine the impact of liquid releases of radioactivity into the 
river. When the radiological environmental technical specifications 
(RETS) were revised to conform to 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I, and 40 CFR 
Part 190 on December 17, 1982, corn and potato samples were erroneously 
carried over in the program by Northern States Power Company with a high
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D/Q location specified for sampling. The land use census specified in 
the Technical Specifications does not identify high D/Q corn and potato 
locations. To resolve this conflict, we believe the unnecessary 
sampling should be deleted.  

Leafy green vegetables samples from a garden in the highest D/Q sector 
are used to determine radioisotope buildup due to air releases from the 
plant. Also collected is similar vegetable sample from a control 
location to provide data for the indicator-control concept.  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

The removal of the corn and potatoes radiation sampling requirement from 
the Monticello Technical Specifications will not affect the ability of 
the Radiation Environmental Monitoring Program to assess the impact of 
the plant on its surroundings. This is an administrative change 
reflecting a shift in land use in the vicinity of the plant. For these 
reasons, operation of Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant in 
accordance with these proposed changes 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 the margin of safety.  

6. Miscellaneous Administrative Changes 

Proposed Changes 

Make miscellaneous corrections as shown in Exhibit B, pages 229h, 229p, 
229q, 244, and 244a.  

Reason for Changes 

Changes to page 229h, correct references in Technical Specification 
4.16.A.4.  

Changes to pages 229p and 229q clarify notes "d" and "e" to specify the 
radionuclide(s) to which the LLD's are applicable. This is a 
clarification.  

Change to page 244, corrects drill frequency referenced in procedures 
from A.6 to A.5.
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Changes to page 244a, correct the following typograghical errors: 
"lables" to "labels", "mRem" to "mrem" and "mRem" to "mrem".  

Significant Hazards Evaluation 

These changes are administrative in nature. For this reason, operation 
of the Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant in accordance with these 
proposed 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 the margin of safety.


