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SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENDMEN' NO.123 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-40
OMAMA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICY
FORT_CALHOUN STATION, UNIT NO, 1

DOCKET NO. 50-285

1,0 INTRODUCTION

Py letter dated September &, 198%, Omahe Public Power District (the licensee)
submitted ar applicetion for an amendment tc Fecility Cperating License No,
CPR-40, This amendment would modify the Fort Calhour Station, Unit 1 Techrica)
Specifications to correct ar adninistrative error that wes made when Amendmert
Ko, 372 was issued,

2.0 DISCUSSION

In Amendment No, 37, the licensee received @ change to the "Surveillance Method"
of Technical Specification Page 3-15, Secticn 3.1, Table 33, Item 8 « Droppec
Control Element Assembly Indicetion., However, in the licensee's subrittel of
spplicetion for the anerdnent, the page of the Technical Specification denoting
its charge request in Teble 3-3 alsc inadvertently charged Item 12 - Interlocks/
Iscletier Velves on Shutdown Cooling Line, to reflect what was in the origine)
issuence of the Technica) Specificeticrs, This Iten 12 was modified to alleviate
some problers the licensee was experiencin?. These nocdifications were approved
by the staff end issued in Amendnert No, 1€,

Therefore, the change requested by the licensee is an sdninistrative change
since this charge reverts Iten 12 to the exact "Surveillance Method" approved
in Amendment No, 16,

3.0 ENVIRONMEKTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment relates to chanxes in recordkeeping, reporting, or administrative

procedures or requirements, Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility
criteria for categorice) exclusion set forth in 10 CFR Section §1,22(c)(10).
Pursuant to 10 CFR §1,22(b), no environmental impact statement or environ.
ment:;.osscssmont need be prepared in connection with the issuance of the
amendment,

4.0 CONCLUSION

The staff hes concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that:
(1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operatior in the proposed ranner, and (2) suck
sctivities will be corducted in compliarce with the Conmission's regulations,
ard the issverce of the amendment wil) rnct be inimica) to the common deferce
and security or to the health anc sefety of the putlic,

Pate: November 6, 1989 3 89
5 ! 83&“.8882 osééggss
Principa) Contributor: A, Bournig e




