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U, §. Nuclear Requlatory Commission
Document Control Des!

Mail Station P1-137

Washington, D. C. 2055%

Subject: Arkansas Nuclear One « Unit )
Docket No. 50-313
License No, DPR-51
“achnical Specifications Change Request
Decay Heat Removal System Automatic
Closure Interlock

Gentlemen:

Attached for your review and approval are proposed Technical Specification
changcs revising lechnical Specification Table 4.1-1, Item 30 and Table
4,1-2, Item 11 fr- ANO-1. This change clarifies the wording of the
surveillance req: ment to avoid misinterpretation and clarifies the
surveillance ‘nterval from once every 18 months to each refueling outage.

The proposed change has been evaluated in accordance with 10CFR50.91(a)(1)
using the criteria in 10CFR50.92(c) and it has been determined that these
changes involve no significant hazards considerations. The bases for these
determinations are included in the enclosed submittal,

We request that the effective cate for this change be 30 days after NRC
issuance of the amendment to allow for distribution and procedural revisions
necessary to implement this change.

Very truly yours,
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cC! Mr, Robert Martin
U, § Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Ro?ion 1v
611 Ryar Plaza Drive, Suite 1000

Arlington X 76011

NRC Senior Resident Inspecter
Arkansas Nuclear One - ANO-1 & 2
Number 1, Nuclear Plant Road
Russelilville, AR 72801

Mr. Thomas W. Alexfon ‘
NRR Project Manager, Region 1V/ANO-]

U, S, Nuclear Regulatory Commission

NRR Mail Stop 13-D-18

One White Flint North

11555 Rockville Pike

Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms, Sheri Peterson

NRR Project Manager, Region IV/ANO-2
U. $. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NRR Mail Stop 13-D-18

One White Flint North

11655 Rockville Pike

Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Greta Dicus, Director
Division of Radiation Control
and Fmergency Management
Arkansas Department of Health
4815 West Markham Straet

Little Rock, AR 72201




STATE OF ARKANSAS ;
5§
COUNTY OF LOGAN )

AEEIDAVIT

I, N. §. Carns, being duly sworn, subscribe to and say that | am Vice
President, Operations ANO for Entergy Operations, lacorporated; that 1 have
full authority to execute this affidavit; that | have read the document
numbered 1CAN@29102 and know the contents thereof; and that to the best of
my knowledge, information and belief the statements in it are true,

NA fora.
N, 5, Carns

SUBRSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me, & Notary Public in and for the

County and State sbove named, this m day of Méﬂ‘?‘
1991.
5%0“!‘;4 Public ;

!i éomnission Expires:
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The purpose of this interlock is to protect the low pressure piping of the
decay heat removal system from pressure greater than design. This change
to the specification ensures the design function of the Automatic Closure
Interlock is maintained, The change to the test frequency is essentially
the tame frequency since ANO-1 is on an eighteen month fuel cycle. The
test is to be performed at a more crnservative value. Therefore, this
change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated,

Criterion 2 - Does Not Create the Possibility of a New or Different Kind
of Accident from any Previously Evaluated.

This change provides for a correction to the surveillance requirement to
allow testing as intended. The frequency of the testing is stil!l
essentially the same. The design of the Automatic Closure Interlock to
protect the low pressure piping from an overpressure condition is not
changed by this Technical Specification change. Therefore, the possibility
of a new or different kind of ac_ident from any previously evaluated is not
created,

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

With this change the requirement to perform the test once per refueling
frequency is stil] being maintained, This ck ‘~e merely provides wording
that is clear to enhance interpretation of the requirement, The test is to
be performed at a value less than piping design pressure., Therefore, no
significant reduction in the Margin of Safety is incurred,

The Commission has provided gquidance concerning the application of the
standards for determining whether a significant hazards consideration
exists. The proposed amendment most closely matches example (1)

“A purely administrative change to tecnnical specifications: fTor example,
a change to achieve consistency throughout the technical specifications,
correction of an error, or a change in nomenclature."

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




