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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

(b) Nhenever the reactor is in the startup or
run mode below 20K rated thermal power, no
control rods shall be moved unless the rod
worth minimizer is operable, except as noted
in 4.l.l.b(3)(a)(iv), or a second
independent operator or engineer verifies
that the operator at the reactor console is
following the control rod program. The
second operator may be used as a substitute
for an inoperable rod worth minimizer during
a startup only if the rod worth minimizer
fails after withdrawal of at least twelve
control rods.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

r
(iv) The rod block function of the rod wort),"

'inimizershall be verified by 1

attempting to withdraw an
out-of-sequence control rod beyond the,'..
block point.

(b) If the rod worth mi nimi zer i s i noperab1 e
while the reactor is in the startup or run
mode below 20% rated thermal power and a
second independent operator or engineer is
being used he shall verify that all rod
positions are correct prior to commencing
withdrawal of each rod group.

If the rod worth minimizer fails prior to
the complete withdrawal of the first twelve
rods, then the withdrawn rods shall be
inserted in the reverse order in which they
were withdrawn. A second independent
operator or engineer shall verify that the
operator at the reactor controls is
following the control rod program in reverse
order.

(4) Control rods shall not be withdrawn for approach
to criticality unless at least three source range
channels have an observed count rate equal to or
greater than three counts per second.
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ATTACHMENT B

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION

LICENSE 'DPR-63

DOCKET NO. 50-220

Su ortin Information and No Si nificant Hazards Considerations Anal sis

The proposed change to Specification 3.l.l.b(3)(b) is to address the finding
in NRC Inspection Report No. 50-220/86-09 dated July 21, 1986, that
Specifications 3.l.l.b(3)(b) and 3.1.1.e contradict each other where a failure
of the rod worth minimizer occurs when less than twelve (12) control rods have
been withdrawn. Currently, Specification 3.1.1.l.b(3)(b) requires that when
reactor power is less than 201., no control rods shall be moved without an
operable rod worth minimizer except that it may be bypassed if it fails after
the withdrawal of at least 12 control rods. Specification 3.1.l.e requires
that when Technical Specifications 3.l.l.a through d are not met, the reactor
shall be placed in hot shutdown within ten hours.

If the rod worth minimizer becomes inoperable prior to the withdrawal of
twelve control rods, the control rods must be inserted in order to achieve hot
shutdown as required by Specification 3.1.1.e. Therefore, it is proposed to
revise Specification 3.1.l.b(3)(b) to require the rods to be inserted in
reverse order from which they have been withdrawn, if the rod worth minimizer
fails prior to the complete withdrawal of the first twelve rods. No attempt
will be made to restart the rod worth minimizer with rods withdrawn. All
control rods will be reinserted before troubleshooting the rod worth minimizer.

Since this change is an administrative clarification of an existing
specification, it has no safety significance. This change does not affect the
operation of the plant and only specifically allows what was previously
implied by the Specification.

10CFR50.91 requires that at a time a licensee requests an amendment, it must
provide to the Commission its analysis, using the standards in Section 50.92,
about the issue of no significant hazards consideration. Therefore, in
accordance with 10CFR50.91 and 10CFR50.92, the following analysis has been
performed:

0 eration of Nine Mile Point Unit 1 in accordance with the ro osed amendment
will not involve a si nificant increase in the robabilit or conse uences of
an accident reviousl evaluated.
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In order to minimize the consequences of a control rod drop accident, it is
necessary to limit the maximum fuel enthalpy to less than 280 cal/gm. Since
the maximum fuel enthalpy of 280 cal/gm could be exceeded with reactor power
less than 20% and less than twelve rods withdrawn, it is necessary to withdraw
rods in a predetermined sequence. The purpose of the rod worth minimizer is
to annunciate to the operator when an out-of-sequence rod has been selected
and to block its motion. The revision to the limiting conditions for
operations allows the operator to reverse the withdrawal sequence in order to
shut down should the rod worth minimizer become inoperable. As the control
rod configuration will not deviate from the analyzed condition there will be
no significant increase in the probability or consequences of a postulated
control rod drop accident.

0 eration of Nine Mile Point Unit 1 in accordance with the ro osed amendment
will not create the ossibilit of a new or different kind of accident from
an accident reviousl evaluated.

The proposed change requires no hardware modifications. The change to the
limiting conditions for operation clarify operator action and provide greater
assurance that no unanalyzed control rod configurations will exist.
Therefore, the change does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident.

0 eration of Nine Mile Point Unit 1 in accordance with the ro osed amendment
will not involve a si nificant reduction in a mar in of safet .

The change involves a clarification to the limiting condition for operation
when the rod worth minimizer fails after rods have been withdrawn. The
limiting condition for operation does not involve any safety margins.
Therefore, the change will not result in a significant reduction in the margin
of safety.

As determined by the analysis above, this proposed amendment involves no
significant hazards consideration..
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