UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D C 20888

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO, 70 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPFe11 AND
AMENDMENT MO, 54 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO, NPF.1E
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1.0 Introguction

\
By letter cated August 18, 1965 (Ref., 1), os amended by letter deted September 13, l
1965 (Ref, 2). Commonwealth Edison Comoan¥ (CECo, the licensee) proposed
chongos to the Technica) Specifications (7S) for LaSe)le County Station Units )
and ¢, The proposed changes would modify specifications having cycle-specific
perameter 1imits by replacing the valves of those 1imits with 2 reference to
the Core Cperating Limits Report (COLR) for the values of those limits, The
roposed changes also include the addition of the COLR to the Definitiors
ection and to the reporting requirenents of the Adrinistrative Controls
Section of the TS, Guidance on the proposed changes was developed by NRC on
the tasis of the review of a leac-plant proposal submitted on the Oconee plant
gocket by Duke Power Company., This guidance was provided to a)) power reactor
Ticensees anc epplicants by Generic Letter BB8.1€, dated October &, 1988 (Ref,

2.0 Evaluation

The Yicensee's proposed cheanges to the TS are 1n accordance with the ouidarce
providec by Generic Letter B8-1€ ang are acdressed below,

(1) The Definition Section of the TS wes modified to include & definition of

the Core Operating Limits Report that requires cycle/reload-specific

perameter 1imits to be established on & unit-specific basis in accordance

with an NRC approved methodology that maintains the 1imits of the safety

enalysis, The definition notes that plant operation within these limits

1 sddressed by individual specifications,
|
|
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(2) The following specifications were revised to replace the values of
cycle-specific parameter 1imits with & reference to the COLR that
provides these limits,

(a) Specification 3/4.2.1

The Average Planar Linear Heat Generation Pate (APLKMGR) limits for
this specificetion are provided in the COLR.



Specification 3/4.2.3

The Minfmum Critice) Power Ratio (MCPR) Yimits including the core

flow cdguttnant factors Kf for this specificetion are proviged in
the COLR,

Specification 3/4.2.4

The Lingar Hoat Genaration Rate (LMGR) Vimits for this specification
are provided in the COLR,

Specification 3/4,3.6 (Table 3.3.6-2)

The Rod Block Monttor (REM) Upscele Setpoint relationships for this
specificetion are provided in the COLR,

The Bases of the affected specificetions have been modified by the
licensee to include eppropriate reference to the COLR, Based on our
Feview, we conclude that the changes to these Bases are acceptable,

Specification 6,.6,A.6 was added to the reporting requirements of the
Administretive Controls Section of the TS, This specification requires
that the COLR be submittee, upon 1ssuance, to the NRC Document Contro)
Desk with copies to the Regionnl Administrator and Resident Inspector.
The report provides the values of cycle-specific parameter dimits thet
ere epplicable for the current fuel cycle, Furthermore, these
specifications require that the velues of these limits be estab)ishec
using NRC epproves methudology and be consistent with al) epplicable

1imits of the safety analysis, The approved methooology 1s the
following:

NEDE-24011+P<A, “Genera) Electric Standard Application for Reactor Fuel,"
(Yotest approved version),

Finally, the specification requires that al) changes in cycle-specific
parameter 1imits be documented in the COLR before each reload cycle or
remeining part of & reload cycle and submitted upon fssuance to NRC,
prior to operation with the new parameter 1imigs.

On the besis of the review of the above ftems, the NRC steff concludes that

the licensee provided an acceptable response to those 1tems as aodressed in

the RRC guidance in Generic Letter BE-16 on modifying cycle-specific parameter
Timits in the 7S, Beceuse plant operation continues to be limited in accordance
with the values of cycle-specific parameter 1imits that are estad)ished using

an KRC approved methodology, the NRC staff concludes that this change s
eaministrative in nature and there 1s no impact on plant safety as a

consequence, Accordingly, the staff finds that the proposed changes are
accepteble,




o3

As part of the tepleamemtation of Generic Letter BB-16, the staff has also
Peviewad & somple COLR that was provided by the licensee, On the basis of
this raview, the staff concludes that the formet and content of the sample
COLR are acceptable,

The licensae 8150 proposed changes to Technice) Spectfications 5.3.1 and

$.3,2, Specification 5.3.1 provides design faatures of the reactor core ond

fuel ossemblies, Specification §,3.2 provices tha desipgn features of the

control rod essemblies, The proposed changes remove some details from the two
spacificotions, However, the intent of the two specifications 15 maintaines

In that only fue) designs that have been approvad for use In BYRs con be used

oy the licensee and contro)l rods wil) allow the use of either boron carbide
powdar (8,C) or hafnfum meta) (Mf) as the neutron absorber. Based on our review,
we conclu%o that the changes to these two specifications are acceptebla,

Although this amendument proposes Technica) Specificetion chon?as for both
LeSelle County Station units, Commonweelth Edison intends to mplement these
changes as Cycle 4 operation bog1ns on the indivioual unit, The primary
difference between the current Cycle 3 operation and Cycle 4 operation 1s that
the reload fuel for both units will consist of the G[Si Fual Destgn during

Cycle & operation, Amendment 18 to GESTAR (NEDE-2401)-P+A) tncorporatad the
GEFE design, and received genaric WRC approva! im May of 1888, For this
resson, Commonweslth Edison fntends to employ the provistons in 10 CFR $0.59
for reviewing this new fue) design end wil) include the appropriste power

distribution 1imits 1n the updeted COLRs, Therefore, issuance of this
emenoment 15 needed to support the initis) start-up of LaSelle County Umit )
Cycle &, currently projected for December 1985, The Unft 2 Technica)
Specification changes will not be required unti) Cycle & operation begins in
June 1990 based on the current outege schedule,

3.0 ENVIBONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment involves @ thange to & reguirement with respect to the
Installetion or use of & fecility component located within the restricted ares
as defined in 10 CFR Part 20 or @ change to & surveillaonce requirement, The
staff hos determined that the amendment involves no slgniftcont Increase in

the amounts, and no sfgnificant change 1n the types, of any effluents that may
be relessed offsite and that there 15 no sfgnificant fncrease in individue) or
cumylative occupationa) rediation exposure, The Commission has previously
15sued 2 proposed finding that this amendment fnvnlves no srgnificant hazards
consideration and there has been no public comment on such finding, Accordingly,
this amendment meets the @ligibi ity criteria for coto?orlcal @xclusion set
forth in 10 CFR 51,22(¢)(9). This amendment also fnvo vas changes in record-
keeping, reporting or administrative procedures or requirements, Accordin W
with respect to these 1tems, the anendments meet the eligidility criteria for
cutogoriccl exclusion set forth 4n 10 CFR $1,22(¢)(10), Pursuent to 10 CFR
61.22(b), no environmenta] tfmpact statement or environmenta) assessment need te
prepared In connection with the fssuarce of this amendment,




4.0 CONCLUSION

We have reviewed request by the CECo to modify the Technica) Specificetions

of the LaSelle County Station, Units | and 2, thet would remove the specific
velues of some cyclo-00p0000a‘ peremeters from the specifications and place the
values 1n o Core Operating Limits Report that would be referenced by the Speci.
ficetion, Based on this review, we conclude that these Technical Specification
modifications are acceptable. We have 2150 reviewed the proposed changes to
Specifications 5.3.1 ane 5,3.2 and conclude that they are scceptable, The
staff has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, thet: (1
there 15 reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public wi)

not be endengered by operation in the progosod manner, and (2) such activities
will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations, and fssuance
of this amendment will not be inimice) to the common defense and security or to
the health and safety of the public,
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