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- REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

f . 3/4.1.3 -M0VABLE-CONTROL ASSEMBLIES

. GROUP HEIGHT

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION
.

3.1.3.1 All full-length shutdown and control rods shall be OPERABLE and
positioned within 1 12 steps (indicated position) of their group step counter
demand position.

APPLICABILITY: ' MODES la and 2".

ACTION:

a. With one or more full-length rods inoperable due to being immovable
as a result of excessive friction or mechanical interference or
known to be untrippable, determine that the SHUTDOWN MARGIN require-
ment of Specification 3.1.1.1 is satisfied within 1 hour and be in
HOT STANOBY within 6 hours,
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b/ ~ With one ' full-length rod trippable but inoperable due to causes
,

other than addressed by ACTION a. above, or misaligned from its "

' group step counter demand height by more than t 12 steps (indicated.
position), POWER OPERATION may continue provided that within I'

hout:

1. The rod is restored to OPERA 8LE status within the above >

alignment requirements, or-*

2. The rod is declared inoperable and the remainder of the rods in1
the group with the inoperable rod'are aligned to within
* 12 steps of the inoperable rod while maintaining the rod ,

sequence and insertion limits of Figure 3.1-1. The THERMAL POWER-
level shall be restricted persuant to Specification 3.1.3.6
during subsequent operation, or *

3. The rod is~ declared inoperable and the SHUTDOWN. MARGIN.

requirement of: Specification 3.1.1.1 is satisfied. POWER -

OPERATION may then continue provided that:

a) 'The THERMAL POWER-level is reduced to less than or equal
to 75% of RATED THERMAL POWER within the next hour and
within the following 4 hours the High Neutron Flux Trip
Setpoint is reduced to less than or equal to 85% of RATED
THERMAL POWER.

. b) The SHUTDOWN MARGIN requirement of Specification 3.1.1.1
is determined at least once per 12 hours;

*See Special Test Exceptions Specifications 3.10.2 and 3.10.3.-
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REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS-

| LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

ACTION (Continued)

c) A power distribution map is obtained from the movable

incore detectors 'and F (Z) and F are verified to beq g
within their limits within 72 hours; and

d) A-reevaluation of vach accident analysis of Table 3.1 1 is '

performed within 5 days; this reevaluation shall confirm-

that the previously analyzed results of these accidents
remain. valid for the duration of operation under these
conditions;

C. (Inser ns u instion c. ,=H a e2)

,

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

p 4.1.3.1.1!- The position of each full-length rod shall be determined.to be'

within the group: demand limit by verifying the individual rod positions at
:least-once per.12 hours except during time intervals when the rod position
deviation monitor is inoperable, then verify the group positionsLat least once
per'4 hours.-,

L 4.1.3'1'.2 Each full-length rod not fully inserted in the core shall be-.

'

i determined OPERA 8LE by movement of at least 10 steps in any one direction at
least once per 31 days., .

L
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REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS |

BASES
,

MOVABLE CONTROL ASSEMBLIES (Continued)

18, 210, and 228 steps withdrawn for the Shutdown Banks provides assurances
that the Digital Rod Position Indicator is operating correctly over the full
range of indication. Since the Digital Rod Position System does not indicate
the actual shutdown rod position between 18 steps and 210 steps, only points
in the indicated ranges are picked for verification of agreement with demanded
position. , sin 3 t , f r'@dleyne,6;l;1y or , t.

,

The ACTION statements which ermit limited var tions from the basic
requirements are accompanied by ditional restrict ns whfch ensure that the
original design criteria are met. J(isalignment of rod requ;tes measurement
of peaking factors and a restriction in THERMAL POWER. These restrictions
provide assurance of fuel rod integrity during continued operation. In Addition,
those safety analyses affected by 1saligned rod are reevaluated to confirm
that the results remain valid durin

future operation.5s 9pg[nge,p aNsck</> (Smt fed.Sn in.perable ee .
The maximum rod drop time restriction is consistent with the assumed red

drop time used in the safety analyses. Measurement with T,,, greater than or

equal to 550*F and with all reactor coolant pumps operating ensures that the
measured drop times will be representative of insertion times experienced
during a Reactor trip at operating conditions. .

Control rod positions and OPERASILITY of tne rod position indicators are
required to be verified on a nominal basis of once per 12 hours with more
frequent verifications required if a rod position deviation monitor is inoper-
able. These verification frequencies are adequate for assuring that the
applicable LCOs are satisfied.

.
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. . Insert to page 3/41-151

!

With more than one full-length rod trippable but inoperable due to causesc.
'

other than addressed by ACTION a. above, or misaligned from its group
step counter demand height by more than 112 steps (Indicated postion).

-|POWER OPERATION may continue provided that:

1.- Within 1 hour, the remainder of the rods in the group (s) with the
iriopertble rods are aligned to within 112 steps of the inoperable
rods while maintaining the rod sequence and insertion limits of
Figure 3.1-1. The THESM AL POWER level shall be restricted
pursuant to Specification 3.1.3.6 during subsequent operation, and

.

i

2. The inoperable rods shall be restored to OPER ABLE status within
72 hours. '

Otherwise, be in HOT STANDBY within 6 hours -

!

!.- Insert to page B3/41-4 !.

!

(continue with paragraph)

With~ multiple inoperable or misaligned but trippable, rods; alignment of the
remaining rods in the bank (s) to within 112 steps of the inoperable rods, and
restriction in THERMAL POW 1 rt assures fuel rod integrity during continued
operation.

For Specification 3.1.3.1 ACTIONS b, and c.,it is incumbent on the plant to
confirm trippability of the Inoperable rod (s). This confirmation may be, for
example, by verification of a control system failure, usually electrical in nature
(such as an Urgent Failure Alarm).'or that the failure is associated with the j;

control rod stepping mechanism. In the event the plant is unable to verify
the rod (s) trippability, it must be assumed to be untrippable and thus falls
under the requirements of ACTION ai

i

i
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. REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS -

3/4.1.3 MOVABLE CONTROL ASSEMBLIES

GROUP HEIGHT

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.1. 3.1 All full-length shutdown and control rods shall be OPERABLE and
positioned within 2 12 steps (indicated posi+ ion) of their gecup step counter
demand position.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1* and 2".

ACTION:

a. With one or more full-length rods ino;erable due to being immovable
as a result of excessive friction or a)echanical interference or
known to L'. =untrippable determine that the SH'jTOOWN KARGIN require-
ment of Specification 3.1.1.1 is satisfied within I hour t.id oc in

HOT STANDBY within 6 hours.
.

b. Sitt ;;r; th;n ;n; ful'-I:ngth r:d i ;;; reb!; ;r mi;;lign;d 'rce the '
gr: ; ;t:p :: enter de :-d p0;!!! - by ?:r: in;n-: -12 ;ttp; 'incicated/ t

petitica),'b: '" 'OT ST*MDBY rith4" 5 'Our.

f(7 With one. full-length rod trippable but inoperable due to causes
other than addressed b, ACTION a. above, or misaligned from. its
group step counter demand height by rere than 212 itaps (indicated
position), POWER OPERATION may continue provided that within 1 e

hour:

1. The. rod is restored to OPERABLE status within the Caove
alignment requirements, or

-2. The rod is declared inoperable and the remainder of the rods Jn
the group with the inoperable rod are aligned to within
2 12 steps of the inoperable rod while maintaining the .od
sequence and insertion limits of figure 3.1-1. The lilERMAL POWER
level shall be restricted pursuant to Specification 3.1.3.6
during subsequent operatios,. or - '

3. The rod is declared inoperable and the SHUTOOWN HARGIN
.. requirement of Specification 3.1.1.1 is satisfied. POWER

OPERATION may.then continue provided that;

a) The THERMAL POWER level is reduced to less -than or equal -

-to 75% of RATED THERMAL POWER within the next hour and
wit!.in the following 4 hours the High Neutron Fiux Trip
Setpoint is reduced to less than or ecual to 8S% of RATED-
THERMAL POWER.

b) The SHUTOOWN MARGIN requirement of Specification 3.1.1.1
is determined at least once per 12 hours;

"See Special Test Exceptions Specifications 3,10.2 and 3.10.3.

t
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REACTIVITY-CONTROL SYSTEMS
.,

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION
'

ACTION (Continued)

c) A power distribution map is obtained from the movable

incore detectors and F (Z) and F are verified to be -

g q

within ths.1. Ilmits within 72 hours; and

.d) ' A reevaluation of each v''.ident- analysis of Table 3.1-1 is '

performed wittin .5 days: this reevaluation shall confirm
that the previteil,y ens yted results of these accidents
rem 4tn valid f0r tra curation of operation under these P

conditions;n

g, ( fgsy& neA Ac.b ~ c , " ~ "

:

'SURVE!LLANCE REQUIRENENTS-,

4.1.3,1.1. The position of each full length red shall be determined to be
-within the group demand limit by verifying the inaividual rod positions at
leasi .mee par 12 hours except during time intervals when the rod position
deviation monit.tr is inoperable, thea verify the' group positions at least once
per 4. hours.

1 .-l.3.1.2 Each full-length rod not fully inserted in the core shall be4

determined OPERABLE by movement of at least 10 steps in any one direction at
least once per 31 days.

,

..
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REACTIVITY CONTROL $YSTEMS\-
,

i

BASES

_-

M0yABLE CONTROL ASSIMBLIES (Continued)
i

18, 210, and 228 steps withdrawn for the Shutdown tanks provides -assurances
that the Digital Rod Position Indir.ator is operating correctly over the full ,

range of indication.
Since the Digital Rod Position System does not indicate

the actual shutdown rod position betweea 18 4teps and 210 steps, only points
in the indicated ranges are picked for verification of agreement with demandec
E*8 ""'

M of b.t.p hle 4-iye 419r

i

The ACTION statements which
requirements are accompanied by / permit limited variationsIfrom the basic

\ additional restrictions ihich ensure that the
n

original design criteria are met. "'J41salignment of a rod requires measurement
of peaking factors and a restriction in THERMAL POWER. These restrictions

'

provide assorance of fuel rod integrity during continued operation.
those safety analyses affected by Jrmisaligned rod are reevaluated to confirmIn addition,
that the results remain valid duringD future coeration.*- 4 :' n we a.tt e.c L d . ** * ff'gn me r e--H. od)

The maximum. rod drop tima
drar timt used in the safety analyses. restriction is consistent with the assumed rod

Measur:::nt with T,,9 greaser that. er

equal to 550'F and with all reactor coolant pumps operating ensures that the
measured drop times will be representative of insertion times experienced
during a Reactor trip at operating conditions.

Control rod positions and OPERABILITY of the rod position indicators are
reovired to be verified on a nominal basis of once per 12 hours with more
f requent verifications required if a rod position deviation monitor is inoper-able. These verification frequencies are adequate for assuring that theapplicable LCOs are satisfied.

..

I

t
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. insert to page 3/11 15

c. With more than one fu1Nength rod trippable but inoperable due to causes
other than addressed by ACTION a. above, or missligned from its group
step counter demand height by more than * 12 steps (indicated postion). ,

PO /ER OPERATION may continue provided that:

1. Within I hour, the remainder of the tods in the group (s) with the
inoperable rods are aligned to within * 12 stsps of the inoperable
rods while maintaining the rod sequence and insertion limits of
Figure 3.1-1. The THERM AL POWER level shall be restricted
pursuant to Specifleation 3.1.3.6 during subsequent operation, and

2. The inoperable rods shall t t restored to OPERABLE status within
72 hours.

Otherwise, be in HOT STANDBY wit 51n 6 hours.

. Insert to page B3/41-4

(continue with paragraph)

With multiple inoperable or misaligned, but trippable, rods: alignment of the
remaining rods in the bank (s) to within ; 12 steps of the inoperable rods, and
restriction in THERM AL POWER assures fuel rod integrity during coti inuedo '

operation.
.

For Specification 3.1.3.1 ACTIONS b. and c.. it is ine' * nt on the plant to
confirm trippability of the Inoperable rod (s). This er afi astion may be, for
example, vi verification of a control system failure. .auy electries.1 in nature
(such as an Urgent Failure Alsrm). or that the failure .: associated with the
control cod stepping mechanism. In the event the plant is unable to verify*

the tod(s) trippability,it must be assumed to be untripppble and thus falls
under the requirements of ACTION a.

<
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ATTACEMDfT 2

DIECRIFTION AND BASES OF THE PAQFOSED CHANCES

The proposed changes revlse the Action Statement for Technical
Specification 3.1.3.1. Moveable Control Assemblies and the associated Bases
Section. The rhvisfor, adds an Action Statement to addesis tia condition when
more than one 41 length rod is inoperable but still capatie of insertion
into the core upou receipt of a reactor trip signal. Under this condition,
the Action Statement permits contini ed operation f or up to 72 hours bef ore a
unit shutdown is required. The 72 hours permits time for diagnosis and repair
of the inoperable but trippable rods. This time extension can potentially
prevent an unnecessary transient on the plant tequired by a shutdown while
still maintaining the safety of the unit since the reactor control and
shutdown rods can perform their intended saf ety f unction of insertion into t.ie
core upon receipt of a reactor trip signal.

The purpose of tne Control Rod Drive System (CRDS) is two-fold. The
CRDS perf orms a control f unction which serves to insert or withdraw rod
cluster ontrol assemblies within the reactor core to control average core
temperature to a program value (Tref). During a temporary loss of the ability
tn adjust rod height, the f unction of maintaining average core temperature in
accordance with its program value (Tref) can be accomplished by either boron

-changes or by changing power level. The CRDS performs its protection or
saf ety f un.. tion, reactor trip, by placing the reactor in a suberitical
condition when a safety system setting is approached with any assumed credible
failure of a single active component. The protection system (reactor trip
function) is designed to be independent and isolated f rom the rod control
system. Therefore, a failure'in the rod control system does not impact the
ability of the protection portion of the CRDS to perform a reactor trip.

The operability of the shutdown and control rod banks are initial
assumptions in all safety analyses which assume rod insertion upon reactor
trip. This ensutaa the assumed reactivity is available for insertion. In
addition, operab[j; y requires maintenance of proper bank withdrawal and
overlap requirements so that correct power distribution and control rod
alignment are maintained.

Technical Specification 3.1.3.1 requires all shutdown and control
rods to be operable and positioned within i 12 steps of their group step
counter demand position. The moveable control assemblies Technical _
Specification 3.1.3.1 ensures that (1) acceptable power distribution limits !
are maintained. .(2) the minimura shutdown margin is maintained and (3) the i

potential effects of rod misalignment on sesociated accident analyses are
limited.

Of11Tsjg
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For one rod being inoperable, the Action Stequirements vary
significantly depending on whether the rod is immovable or untrippable or
whether it is still trippsble. For the rod that is inanovable or untrippable
the Unit must be placed in Mode 3 within 6 hours. For a rod that is
inoperable but still trippable, unit operation may continue indefinitely
provided the Action Requirements of maintaining rod alignment and sequence and
insertion limits are mett or power and the associated trip setpoints are
reduced and the shutdown margin, power distribution, and reevaluation of
certain accident analyses are performed per the Action Requirements. For
individual rod inoperability, the current Technical Specification acknowledges
the signi!icance between the rod being immovable or kncwn to be untrippable
and the rod just being inoperable but trippable. Ilowever, the Technical
Specification does not permit the same flexibility when more than one rod is
inoperable but still trippable. Action b requires that with more than one
full length rod inoperable or misaligned f: m the group step counter demand
position by more than i 12 steps then the Ur 'nust be placed in Mode 3 within
6 hours.

The proposed amendment request provides a distinct Action Requirement
for more than one inoperable but trippable rod that is consistent with the
significance of the malfunction, and the original bases of the specification.
Itaving more than one rod inoperable due to being untrippable is more
significant than havin6 more than one rod that cannot be stepped due to an
electrical malfunction, but remaining trippable. Distinguishing between these
types of malfunctions will allow an appropriate time period to complete
corrective action commensurate with the significance of the malfunction.
Therefore, the proposed amendment allows continued operation for 72 hours with
more than one rod inoperable provided all the rods remain trippable, llowever,
the new action protects the original bases of the Moveable Control Assemblies
cpecifications by requiring the remainder of the rods in the group (s) with thw
inoperable rods be aligned to within i 12 steps of the inoperable rods while
observing the other specifications of the section. The 72 hour interval
permits a reasonable amount of time for diagnosis and repair of the inoperable
rods. Thus, possibly eliminating a unit shutdown that can result in an
unnecessary transient on the plant while the coda are still capoble of
performing their intended safety function.

In most cases when more than one rod is found to be trippable (and
aligned) but inoperable, the malfunction can he traced to the Rod Control

,System. The typical situation that has occurred at Byron and Braidwood '

Stations is that when multiple rods are inoperable a Rod Control Urgent
Failure alarm occurs. This alarin is indicetive of an electronic / electrical
malfunction occurring within the logic or power supply portion of the CRDS.
The conditions that can cause this alarm do not affect the ability to trip any

a control rods. This may result in a situation where the control rods cannot be
stepped in or out of the reactor, llowever, the rods remain trippable and are
therefore capable of performing their safety function. Since the majority of
CRDS malfunctions can be repaired without a reactor shutdown and since plant
conditions are not outside any accident analyais assumptions, there is time
available to locate the malfunction and restore the rods to an operable status.

0611T:jg
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The proposed changes reflect recommended wording provided to the
*

NRC by a Westinghouse letter (E.P. Rahe) to NRC (C.0. Thomas) dated 12/21/84
The proposed Action Statement was developed as a result of several occurrences
at different plants that involved a group or several groups of control rods

,

that become. immovable by a rod control system failure. Amendments similar to '

that proposed in the Westinghouse letter have previously been issued for
several plants including Beaver Valley, Wolf Creek Sh?sron Harris, Seabrook,
Vogtle, South Texas and Millstone. Our proposed wording differ. slightly from
the wording included in the 1984 Westinghouse letter. The wording in this
letter had a separate Action c and d. Action c.1 required that within one
hour the remainder of the rods in the bank (s) with the inoperable rods are
aligned to within i 12 steps of the inoperable rods. Also, Action c had no
specific Action Requirement in the event that the rods were not restored to
operable status within 72 hours. Action d required that with more than one
rod misaligned from its group step counter demand height by more than i 12
steps, be in Hot Standby within 6 hours. The requirement for aligning rods
was redundant between Actions c.1 and de therefore, Action d was incorporated j

into Action e of the Stations proposed amendment.

i

i

!

I

1

i

|

!
i.

..

0611Tsjg

1

|

. .. .. _ _ - - _ _ _ - _ - _ - -



*
,

* '
. .,

.

ATIACWWJf7 3
s

IVALUATIQ1LQf_ElGl{lflfM(T HA7.ARDS CONSIDf1AT10NS

Commonwealth Edison has evaluated this proposed amendment and
determined that it involves no significant hasards considerations. According
to 10CTR50.92(c), a proposed amendment to an operating license involves no
significant hazards considerations if operation of the facility in accordance
with the proposed amendment would nott

1) Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of>

an accident previously evaluated; or
.

2) Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluatedt or >

3) Involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.

This change will provide new Action Statement requirements to
Specification 3.1.3.1 to restrict rod movement and thermal power levels with
multiple inoperable, but trippable, control rods. In this condition the rods

. are unable to provide the normal control f unction, however.the saf ety related
f unction- of trippability is unaf fected. This situation can be caused, for
example, by a blown fuse in the non-safety related control circuitry.
Following is a discussion of the Significant Hazards Evaluation addressing
each of the questions above.

1. The operability of the shutdown and control rod banks are initial
assumptions in all safety analyses which assume control rod insertion
upon reactor trip. This ensures that sufficient reactivity is available
to place the unit in a suberitical condition assuming a credible failure
of a single active component. The proposed amendment does not affect the
shutdown and control rods' safety function of insertion into the core upon
receipt of a reactor trip signal. The. design of the Control Rod Drive
System (CRDS) assures isolation of esseatial elements of the CRDS (those
required to insure reactor trip) from nonessential portion of the CRDS.-

In the proposed revision to Action (c), there is a stipulation
that the inoperable rods must still be trippable for continued operation
to be permitted for an additional 12 hours. If the rods are not verified.
to be trippable the unit must be placed in Hot Standby within 6 hours.
This requirement remains consistent with the current TechnAral
Specifications.

|
|
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Determining that the rods are still trippable may be made, for
('example, by verification of a control system failure, usually electrical in

nature (such as an Urgent Tailure Alarm), or that the f ailure is associated
with the control rod stepping mechanism. For the situation where multiple
rods are inoperable but an Urgent Tallure Alers has not occurred, the
mechanism coil currents can be monitored to differentiate whether the problem
is associated with the control system or mechanism. If the control system
will not vary the currents to the mechanism coils then the problem is in the
control system and not the mechanism. If the control system varies currents
to the coils then the mechanism may be suspect. Grossly abnormal currents
would indicate control system problems and mildly abnormal currents would
indicate mechanism problems. In the event that the rods trippability cannot
be verified, the requirements of Action (a) would be applicable. Action
(a) has not been revised with the proposed amendment.

The proposed changes must also be evaluated relative to possible rod
misalignment, rod ejection and dropped rod scenarios. Power distribution, rod
ejection and rod misalignment analyses are based on the arrangement of the
shutdown and control rods. These proposed changes do not affeet the rod
sequence, insertion and power limits currently included in the Technical
Specifications which ensures the core design limits are not exceeded and rod
location is consistent with assumptions in the accident analyses.
Specification 3.1.3.1 requires the rods to be maintained within i 12 steps of '

their group step counter demand position. Maximum control rod misalignment
directly affects core power distributions and assumptions of available
shutdown margin and it is assumed as an initial condition in several secident
analyses. If a misaligned rod is realigned within one hour the local xenon
redistribution during this short interval will not be significant. However,
this proposed amendment does not alter the allowed maximum rod misalignment of
i 12 steps and, therefore, there is no impact on any accident analysis
assumptions.

To sumarise, the proposed amendment would not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident previously evaluated. Increasing
the allowed outage time associated with multiple inoperable but trippable rods+

is acceptable since the-safety function (reactor trip) r> mains unaffected.
The proposed changes do not affect the inittsting event of any' accident and
therefore do not affect the probability of occurrence of an accident. In
addition, since the rods are verified taippable and, therefore, capable of
performing their intended safety function the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated is not increased. The conclusions in the Updated Final
Safety Analysis Report remain valid.

2. This proposed amendment does not involve any physical changes to the rod
control system or the reactor trip system. In addition, none of the
operational limits such as bank overlap, rod insertion and rod alignment
are being revised. There are no new failure modes or mechanisms

.- associated with the proposed changes. The capability of_the rods to
shutdown the plant is not affected by the proposed change and the
initiating assumption and results of the accident analyses are not
impacted. Therefore, the proposed changes do not create the possibility
of a new or different kind of accident from any previously evaluated.

0611T:jg
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3. The proposed amendment adds an Action Requirement comensureta with the
significance of the CRDS malfunction. With multiple rods inoperable, but
trippable, they can still perform their intended safety function of
insertion into the core to make the reactor suberitical upon receipt of a
reactor trip signal. Operation in this condition is limited to 72 hours
which should provide sufficient time for diagnosis and repair of the CRDS
malfunction. Also, allowing the 72 hour interval where power operation ,

may continue can avert an unnecessary transient on the plant that would
otherwise be required by the shutdown. por the majority of cases where
more than one rod is found to be inoperable but trippable, the
malfunction can be traced to the Rod Control system. As previously
stated the protection system is independent of the control system by
design. Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety since the rods can still perform their
intended safety function. The rods remain trippable and are available to
ensure adequate shutdown margin. If multiple rods are inoperable and can
not be verified to be trippable then continued power operation is not
perinitted and a unit shutdown is required. This requirement has not been

.

changed in the Technical Specifications. In addition, the proposed
amendment does not affect the radiological consequences or expected doses
from any accidents and, therefore, does not adversely affect or endanger
the health or safety of 'he general public. Action (c) provides
increased operational flexibility but does not reduce any safety margin
since the rods remain trippable.
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ATIACMENT 4
,

t

'

ENVIRONMENTAL ABIESSMENT *

,

Commonwealth Edison has evaluated the proposed amendment against the
criteria for and identification of licensing and regulatory actions requiring
environment assessment in accordance with 10CTR51.21. It has been determined
that the proposed change meets the criteria for a categorical exclusion as
provided for under 100TR$1.22(c)(9). This determination was based on the fact
that this change is being proposed as an amendment to a license issued
pursuant to 10CTR50 and the amendment involves changes to the use of
components located within the restricted area, and it involves no significant
hasard considerations. As stated previously in the Evaluation of Significant
Hazards Considerations, the amendment does not affect the radiological
consequences or expected doses from any accidents. Therefore there are no
changes in the type or amounts of effluents released off-site, and there is no
significant increase in individual ~or cumulative occupational radiation

- exposure.
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