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February 20, 1991

DCAN029101

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Hall Station P1-137

. Washington, DC 20555 j

Subject: Arkanses Nuclear One - Units 1 & 2
Docket Nos. 50-313 & 50-368
Licenso Nos. DPR-51 & NPF-6
Minimum Shift Crew Composition

' Technical Specification Change Roquest

Gentlement

Attached for your-review and approval are proposed changes revising Table
6.2-1 of the Administrative sections for ANO 1 and ANO-2 Technical'

' Specifications. This change increases the number of ifcensed and
non-licensed operators required when the plant is in a modo abovo cold
shutdown.

In accordance with 10CFR$0.91(a)(1), and using the criteria in
100FR50'.92(c), T.ntorgy Operations has determined that the chango involves
no significant harards consideration. The basis for those datorminations
are included.in the encioned submittal. Although the circumstancos of
this proposed amendment is not exigent or emergency, your prompt review
and approval is requested.

We request that the of fectivo date for thls change be 30 days af ter NRC-
Issuance of the amendment to allow for distribution of this change.

-Vory truly yours, ;
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cc Mr. Robert Martin -

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region IV
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000
Arlington, TX 76011

,

NRC Senior Resident Inspector
Arkansas Nucicar One - ANO-1 & 2
Number 1. Nuclear Plant Road
Russellville, AR 72801

Mr. Thomas W. Alexion
NRR Project Manager, Region IV/ANO-1
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission i

NRR Mail Stop-13-D-16
One White Flint North
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, Maryland 20852 "

t

Ms. Sheri Peterson
NRR Project Manager, Region IV/ANO-2
U. S. Nucinar Regulatory Commission
NRL Snil Stop 13-D 18
One White Flint North
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Greta Dicus, Director
Div.ision of Radiation Control

and Emergency Management
Arkansas Department of ilcalth
4815 West Markham Street
Little Rock, AR 72201
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STATE OF ARKANSAS )
) SS .

3

COUNTY OF LOGAN )

AFFIRMATION -

1, N. S. Carns, being duly sworn, nubscribe to and say that I

am Vice President, Operations ANO for Entergy; that I have full

authority to execute this af firmation; that I have read the document

numbered OCAN029101 and know the contentu tharcof; and that to the best

of my knowledge, information and belief the statements in it are true.

TAfw_

N. S. Chrns

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before ac, a Notary Public in and

for t.he t, aunty and State above named, this 2(M' day of "

fg4k/ 1991. f.,

t
Aed AkAesawa

[etaryPublic ['

,

My Commission Expires:
,
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ENCI,05URE

PROPOSED TEClINICAL SITCIFICATION

-AND
,

RESPECTAVE SAFETY ANAL,YSES4

JN Tile MATTER OF AMENDING - |
i

L1conne Non. DPR-51 & NPF-6

ENTERGY OPERATIONS, ING,

ARKANSAS NUCI. EAR ONE, UN!?S 1 & 2
i

Docket Nos. 50-313 & 50-368
,
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PROPOSED CllANGE '

This change to the ANO-1 and ANO-2 Techni.al Specifications Table 6.2-1
incienses the required number of senior liconned operators from one to
two and number of non-licensed operators f um two to three above cold
shutdown conditions.

BACKGROUND ,

A revision to 10CFR50.54 provided for an increase in t'is required number
,

| of hic nsed Operaters on shif t. Specifically this chs M e increased the
/ required numi er of Senior Reactor Operators (SR0=) foi s 2 Unit Site

f rom one for each snit to three for both units if both Def ts are above ,

! Cold Shutdot.o * *m iltion. This was based on NUREG 0737 ' tor. I.A.1.3.
- Initially Entena Oper1tions requested and received an asemption from

the requirement i t ' hn in two SR0s por shif t t.ntil such tirac r.s
additional SR0s i,*o'me available.

Although reviews comi iated for the ANO-2 Emergency Operating Procedure :
(EOP) showed that ' "., i stMfing level required to support the EOP was two f

.

no " *nted opera b s, Entergy Operations desires. to increase the
nuv en-ilct Y id operat ors from two to three above CoM Shutdown.
Cote . ?, Operations has been revised to reflect this. For
consistency, a revision to the Technical Specifications is noir 4. In
OCAt'',49012 (Response to IR 90-01, Unit 2 E0P Audit) Entergy cow ut.cd to

,

the NRC to complete the revision by Febt uary 28, 1991.

DISCUSSION
,

10CFR50.54 has boca tev's 'd to reflect NUREG 0737 Item 1. A.1.3 to
. Increase The staf fing } r el for a two Unit site to require t'.irce Senior
' Reactor Operators (SR0s) if both the Units are above Cold hhutdown

condition. If only onn Unit is above Cold Shutdown the required number
of SR0s is two. Arkateas Nuclear One (ANO) is a two Unit site with a
separated control Room. The two Units are of different NSSS design,
Babcock and W11cor and Combustion Engineering. Duo to the
dissimilarities between the two Units at ANO, Entergy Operations feels
that.cach Unit obould have two SRos on shift when that Unit is above

s . 4. . have met this staffing. level for over a year. ThisCold Shu*M.n
staf flag level it :Naersetive with espect to 10CFR50.54.

In response to inspect 'a report 50-313/90-O'4;50-368/90-01, Entergy;~
Operations performed val 4ations cf the ANO 2 E0P. This validation
cont 1sted of using both sThu,'ator scenarlou at.d local action
perdirmances. The nimulatoe ,.lidations required an observation team
an1 on operating crew. Each -A47ario was ruu twice with different
oporating crews and validated igu'nst set criteria. A record of the
time ind actions required by both 'icensed and non-licensed operators
was maintained, For local actJons, different operators were required to

_. . . _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _- _. _ . . - _ . . . . ._
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perform a walk.through of each local action in support of the E0P and a~

performance time was recorded. Based on the re ults of this validation,
Entergy Operations has concluded that two non-Ir .nsed operators are
required-to support the E0P, however we desire te increase the TS
requirement.from two to three. This is conservatave in regard to
10CFR50.54,1as the table requires only two non-licensed operato a per
shift above cold shutdown conditions. For consistency the TS of both
Units are'to be revised to reflect this change.

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFlCANT llAZARDS

An evaluation of_the proposed change has been performed in accordance
with 10CFR50.91(a)(1) regarding no significant hazrrds consideration
uring the standards in 10CFR50.92(c). A discuss;on of those standards
as they relate to this amendment request follow 4:

Criterion 1 - Dose Not Involve a Significant '.ncrease in the Probability
or Consequences of an Accident Previously Ev61unted.

The proposed change increare the required tumber of both licensed and
non-licensed operators required to-be on shift to conform to 19CFR50.54
and our commitment. This change is conservat!ve with respect to the
requirements of_10CPR50.54 and therefore does net involve an increase in
the probability or consequences of- an accident pceviously ovniaated.

Criterion 2 - Does Not Create the Possibility of a 84w or Different Kind
of Accident from any previously Evaluated.

The proposed changes are administrative in nature, not accident related
and, therefore, doca- not create the possibility of a new or dirferent
kind of accident from any previously evaluated.

Criterion 3 - Does Not Involve a Significant Reduction in the Margin of
Safety.

As this proposed change will increase the number of operators available
to respond:- to an abnormal or transient situation, the rargin of safety
will not be reduced.

' The Commission has provided guidance concerning the application of the
standards for-determinir.g 4hether a significant hazards consideration
exists. The proposed amendment most closely matches the following;

examples provided in 51 F.R. 7750, daced birch 6, 1986:c

|

(ii) "A change that constitutes an additional limitation, restriction,'

or cont.rol not presently included in the technir.a1 specifications, e.g.,

a more stringent surveillance: requirement" (for number of non-licensed;-

|: operators.)-
|;
L -(vil) "A change to conform a license to changes in the regulations,
I where'the license change results in'very minor changes to facility

| operations clearly in keeping with the regulations" (for number of
! licensed operators.)

Based on the above evaluation it is concluded that the proposed
Technical Specification change does not constitute a significant hazards
concern.

. _ _ ._ _.


