
UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY 

MONTICELLO NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT DOCKET NO. 50-263 

REQUEST FOR AMENDMENT TO 
OPERATING LICENSE DPR-22 

LICENSE AMENDMENT REQUEST DATED August 2, 1989 

Northern States Power Company, a Minnesota corporation, requests 
authorization for changes to Appendix A of the Monticello Operating License 
as shown on the attachments labeled Exhibits A, B and C. Exhibit A 
describes the proposed changes, describes the reasons for the changes, and 
contains a significant hazards evaluation. Exhibits B and C are copies of 
the Monticello Technical Specifications incorporating the proposed changes.  

This letter contains no restricted or other defense information.  

NORTHERN STA PO ER ANY 

By 
Thomas M Parker 
.Manager 
Nuclear Support Services 

On thiso day of f&$L6 j(ybefore me a notary public in and for 
said County, personall appeared Thomas M Parker, 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.  

MARCIA K LaCORE 
NOTARY PUBLIC-MINNESOTA 

HENNEPIN COUNTY 
My Commission Expires Sept. 24, 1993 
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P PDC



EXHIBIT A 

Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant 

License Amendment Request Dated August 2. 1989 

Evaluation of Proposed Changes to the Technical Specifications 
for Operating License DPR-22 

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

Proposed Change 

The attached Exhibit B contains copies of existing Technical Specifications 
pages with the following changes marked on them.  

1. Table of Contents, Page ii 

Change the page number reference for 3.7 and 4.7 "Containment 
Systems", section E "Combustible Gas Control System" to page 172.  

2. List of Tables, Page vi 

Delete Table No. 3.7.1 "Primary Containment Isolation" from the 
List of Tables 

3. Section 3.7.D.1, Page 170 

a) Make reference to isolation valves more specific by adding 
"Primary Containment" to the paragraph.  

b) Delete the reference to Table 3.7.1 from paragraph 1 of Section 
3.7.D.l.  

4. Section 3.7.D.2, Page 171 

a) Make reference to isolation valves more specific by adding 
"Primary Containment" to the paragraph.  

b) Delete the reference to Table 3.7.1 from paragraph 1 of Section 
3.7.D.2.  

5. Section 4.7.D.2 and Section 4.7.D.3, Page 171 

a) Make reference to isolation valves more specific by adding 
"Primary Containment" to the paragraph.  

b) Delete the references to Table 3.7.1.  

6. Page 171a 

Change page number to 172 and add a note, "Next Page is 175"
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7. Table 3.7.1, Pages 172, 173 and 174 

Delete Table 3.7.1 from pages 172, 173 and 174.  

8. Section 3.7 Bases, Paragraph D "Primary Containment Isolation 
Valves", Page 182 

a) Change "pressure suppression system" to "Primary Containment".  

b) Make reference to isolation valves more specific by adding 
"Primary Containment" to the paragraph.  

c) Replace the reference to "Sections 5.2 and 7.2 of the FSAR" 
with a reference to "Sections 5.2 of the USAR" 

d) Add a sentence stating that a listing of Primary Containment 
Isolation valves is given in USAR Table 5.2-3b.  

Reason for Change 

In 1976 the Suppression Chamber to Drywell Nitrogen system was installed to 
maintain a positive differential pressure between the Containment Drywell 
and the Suppression Chamber. The positive differential pressure reduced 
the water inventory in the downcomers and therefore reduced the potential 
hydrodynamic loading on the suppression chamber during a loss of coolant 
accident.  

Modifications to the containment were completed in 1982 which reinforced 
the suppression pool structure. As a result of these modifications, the 
Suppression Chamber to Drywell Nitrogen Recirculation system was no longer 
required.  

The Suppression Chamber to Drywell Nitrogen Recirculation system will be 
removed during the upcoming 1989 refueling outage. The system contains one 
primary containment isolation valve which will be removed with the system.  
Following removal of the system, the containment penetration will be capped 
and leak tested. Removal of this system will eliminate a potential 
containment leakage path and eliminate the burden of maintaining a 
containment isolation valve.  

The removal of the system and its containment isolation valve will require 
that Technical Specifications Table 3.7.1 "Primary Containment Isolation" 
be updated. The Suppression Chamber to Drywell N2 Recirculation valve will 

need to be removed from Table 3.7.1. Review of the purpose and use of 
Table 3.7.1 and, the treatment of Primary Containment Isolation Valves by 
the BWROG Proposed Standard Technical Specifications, identified that it 
would be most prudent to delete Table 3.7.1 from the Monticello Technical 
Specifications. This would remove the requirement for a Technical 
Specifications change approval for each future change in the table.
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Section 5.2 of the Monticello Updated Safety Analysis Report (USAR) 
contains a detailed description (including a detailed table) of the 
Monticello Primary Containment Isolation Valves. This section and related 
Table 5.2-3b will be verified for accuracy and completion. Any necessary 
revisions will be incorporated into Table 5.2-3b prior to plant startup 
following the 1989 refueling outage. This table will be maintained as the 
master listing of Primary Containment Isolation Valves.  

Safety Evaluation and Determination of Significant Hazards Considerations 

The proposed change to the Operating License has been evaluated to 
determine whether it constitutes a significant hazards consideration as 
required by 10CFR Part 50, Section 50.91 using standards provided in 
Section 50.92. This analysis is provided below: 

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.  

This amendment will not cause an increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously evaluated for the Monticello 
plant. In the event of an accident, all Primary Containment Isolation 
Valves function automatically to isolate the primary containment.  
Information provided by this table is not used to limit the consequences 
of an accident. Therefore, deletion of this table from the Monticello 
Technical Specifications would not increase the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.  

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident previously analyzed.  

The proposed amendment will remove a table that currently serves only an 
informational function already provided in the USAR. As such, deletion 
of Table 3.7.1 will not create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident.  

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in 
the margin of safety.  

The margin of safety involved is the primary containment maximum 
allowable accident leak rate of 1.2%. Table 3.7.1 does not affect the 
standards to which Primary Containment Isolation Valves are maintained 
or tested and therefore does not involve a reduction in the margin of 
safety.  

The Commission has provided guidance (March 6, 1986 Federal Register) 
concerning the application of the standard in 10 CFR 50.92 for determining 
whether a significant hazards consideration exists by providing certain 
examples of amendments that will likely be found to involve no significant 
hazards considerations. The changes to the Monticello Technical 
Specifications proposed in this amendment request are similar to NRC 
example (i). Example (i) related to an administrative change to Technical
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Specifications. Example (i) applies in this case since the proposed 
amendment does not carry any operational significance or hazards.  

Based on this guidance and the reasons discussed above, we have concluded 
that the proposed changes do not involve a significant hazards 
consideration.  

Environmental Assessment 

This license amendment request does not change effluent types or total 
effluent amounts nor does it involve an increase in power level. This 
change removes the listing of Primary Containment Isolation Valves from the 
Technical Specifications. This listing is currently included in the 
Monticello USAR. Therefore, this change will not result in any significant 
environmental impact.


