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SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

REL ATED TO AMENDMENT NO.142 TO FACIllTY OPERATING _ LICENSE NO. OpR-40

OMAHA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT

FORT CALH0VfLSTAT10N. UNIT N0.1

DOCKET NO. 50-285

1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated January 9, 1992, Omaha Public Power District (OPPD) proposed a
change to the Fort Calhoun Station, Unit No.1 Technical Specifications (TS).
The proposed change removes TS Table 3.7, which provides the schedule for '

reactor vessel specimen withdrawal. Guidance on the proposed TS change was
provided by Generic Letter 91-01, dated January 4, 1990, to all holders of
operating licenses or construction permits for nuclear power reactors.

2.0 EVALUATION

TS 2.1.2, "Heatup and Colddown Rate," contains a limiting condition for
operation for the Reactor Coolant System, limiting the rate of change in
temperature and pressure to values consistent with the fracture toughness
requirements of the American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) Code and
Appendix G to Part 50 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR
Part 50). Changes in the values of these limits are necessary because the
fracture toughness properties of ferritic ma erials in the reactor vessel
change as a function of the reactor operatir,9 time (neutron fluence).

For this reason, the TS include a surveillance requirement, TS 3.3(1)c, to
require the removal and examination of the irradiated specimens of reactor
vrssel material, in accordance with the requirements of Appendix H to 10 CFR
Part 50, the licensee examines the specimens to determine changes in the
material properties. Table 3.7 identifies the material specimens and
specifies the schedule for removal of each specimen.

The removal from the TS of the schedule for withdrawing material specimens
will eliminate the necessity of a license amendment to make changes to this
schedule. However, Section I.B.3 of Appendix H to 10 CFR Part 50 requires the
submittal of a proposed withdrawal schedule for material specimens to the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) and approval by the NRC before
implementation. Hence, adequate regulatory controls exist to control changes
to this schedule without the necessity of subjecting it to the license
amendment process by including it in the TS.
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The licensee has made a commitment to include this schedule.in the next'

; revision of the updated safety analysis report (USAR). In addition, the-
' licensee will include any subsequent NRC-approved revisions to this schedule

in an update of the USAR. The inclusion of the_ withdrawal schedule in the- #

USAR creates a readily available source for this information for NRC
inspectors and other staff. Finally, the surveillance requirements for
withdrawing material specimens remain unchanged except for the removal of.the
reference to Table 3.7.

The proposed change to TS 3.3(1)c is consistent with the guidance provided in
Generic Letter 91-01 for the removal of Table 3.37 from the TS. The NRC has
reviewed this matter and finds that the proposed changes to the TS for Fort
Calhoun Station, Unit 1, are acceptable.

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION-

In accordance with the Commi_ssion's regulations,-the Nebraska State official
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comnents.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTA.L CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
facility component located within the restricted area as defined _in 10 CFR
Part 20 and changes in surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has
determined that the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts,
and no significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released
offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously_ issued a-

proposed finding that the amendment involves no significant hazards
consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding
(57 FR 4491). Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51,22(c)(9). _ Pursuant to 10 CFR
51,22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be

| prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment.
1

5.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health anti safety of the

i public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
|- activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations,
I and (3) the issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the common
; defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributors: T. Dunning
S. Bloom

Date: March 19, 1992
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