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12 months to 18 months which will result in 1.15 EFPY per cycle. To reflect
the changes in the cycle accounting method, the licensee has proposed to
revise the withdrawal schedule. The staff finds the revision to the
withdrawal schedule acceptable because the icensee follows ASTM Standard: |
185-82, section 7.6.3.4, which specifies that the capsule withdrawals should
be scheduled at the nearest vessel refueling date, The specificalions in ASTM
£ 185 are a part of reactor materials surveillance reovi=ements in Appendix M
to 10 CFR Part S0,

The licensee estimated that at EOC 9 and FOC 10 Palise i have been
operated for about 8.99 EFPY and 9.95 EFPY, respectivel; ased on the
current 15 withdrawal schedule and ASTM £ 185-N2, ca sule W-110 should be
removed at FOC 9. The licensee requested to delay the removal of capsule W-
110 unti) EOC 10 because 1ts removal will deprive the licensee of dosimetry
data for Cycle 10. The staff finds the delayed withdrawal schedule for W-110
acceptable because the withdrawal schedule satisfies Table 1 of ASTM [ 1E5-82.

Based on the above evaluation, the staff concludes that the licensee’s
requests are acceptable because the proposed changes to Palisades 15 satisfy
GL 91-01 and Appendix H to 10 CFR Part 50,

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Michigan State officia)
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comments.

&0 ENVIROWMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment changes a requirement with respect to the installation or use
of a facility component Tocated within the restricted area as defined in 10
CFR Part 20 and a chinge in a surveillance requirement. The staff has
determined that the amendment imvolves 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
otcupationa) ragiation exposure, The Commission has previously issued a
proposer finding that this amendment involves io significant hazards
cons‘derasion and there has been no public conment on such finding

(57 FR 4886), Accordingly, this amendment meets the u11gibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 81.22(c)(9). Pursuant to

10 CFP §1.22(b), no environmental impact s*atement or environmental assessment
need Le prepared in connection with the issuance of this amendment.

5.0 CONCLUSION

We hive contluded, based on the considerations discussed avove, that:

(1) there i¢ reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the proguspd manner, (2) such
activities will te conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations,
and (2) *he issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense ard security or to the health and safety of the public,

Principal Coatributor: John Tsae, DET/EMCB

Date:  Mare; 27, 1922
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CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY
POCKET NO, 50-265
PALISADES PLANT
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENZE

Amendment No, 147
License No. DPK-20

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A.  The application for amendment by Consumers Power Company (the

licensee) dated November 12, 1991, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act),

and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR
Chapter 1;

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the app)ication, the
provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the
Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance (1) that the activities authorized by
this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and

safety of the public; and (11) that such activities wil) be
conduct d in compliance with the Commissfon's regulations;

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;

€. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part &)
of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have

been satisfied.

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to the license amendment
and Paragraph 2.C.2 of Facility Uperating License No. CPR-20 1s hereby
amended to read as follows:
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g 4.3 SYSTEMS SURVEILLANCE
_ |
APPLICABILLYY |
Applies to preoperational aid inservice structura)l surveillance of the
| reactor vessel and other Class 1, Class 2 and Class 3 system components.

QBJECTINE

10 insure the integrity of the Class 1, Class 2 and Class 3 piping systems
and components,

SPECLEICATIONS
.thCod e D.“‘.b

€. The Inservice Inspection program shall be reevaluated as required by
10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g)(8) to consider incorporation of new
inspeccion technigques that have been proven practical, and the
contlustons of the evaluation shall be used as appropriate to update
the inspection program,

A Surveillance of the regenerative heat exchanger and primary coolant
pump flywheels shall be performed as indicated { Table 4.3.2.

9. A surveillance prograr to monitor radiation induced changes in {he
mechanical and impact properties of the reactor vesse! materials
| shall be maintained as described in Section 4.5.3 of the FSAR,

4-16
Amendment No.BZ, 120, 142






Nisce. . neous Survoi‘%nncc Items

faquipment =

Method

Regenerative Heat Exchanger

a. Primary Side Shell to
Tube Sheet Welds

b. Prirary Maad

Primary Coolant Pump
Flywheels

Volumetric

Volumetric

Volumetric

4-23

Frequency

S-Year Maximum
Interval (100%)

S5-Year Maximum
Interval (100%)

100% Upper Flywhee)
Lach Refueling

Amendment No. 34, 78, 142
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AgL.
Taant SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR EGULATION

RELATED TQ AMENDMER NO. 142 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-20
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY
PALISADES PLANT
DOCKET NO, 50-255

1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated November 12, 1991, Consumers Power Company (the licensee)
requested smendment to the Technical Specifications (7S) appended to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-20 for the Palisades Plant. The proposed change
would (1) move the withdrawal schedule of reactor vessel material surveillance
capsules from the Palisades TS to its final safety analysis report (FSAR), (2)
revise the withdrawal schedule to reflect changes in the accounting of the
length of operating cycles, and (3) delay the withdriwal of capsule W-110 from
the end of operating cycle (EOC) 2 to EOC 10. Guidance on the proposed TS
change was provided by Generic Letter (GL) 91-0), of January &, 1991, to all
holders of operating licenses or construction permits for nuclear power
reactors,

2.0 EVALUATION

The capsule withdr al schedule is a part of the surveillance requirement of
the Piessure/Temperature Limits for the reactor coolant system in the current
standard TS. Appendix H to 10 CFR Part 50 requires the submittal to, and
approval by, the NRC of any proposed withdrawal schedule before
implementaticn. The staff has determined that regulatory requirements for the
withdrawal schedule in bath TS and Appendix H are redundant and unnecessa:, .
As part of the TS improvement effort, the staff initiated Generic Letter
91-01, "Removal of the Schedule for the Withdrawal of Reactor Ves: el Material
Specimens from the Technical Specifications." Generic Letter 91-01 provides
guidance for and basis or the removal of the withdrawal schedule frem the 18.
When the withdrawal schedule is removed from the TS, GL 91-01 requires that
the ! *C-approved schedule should be maintained in the Update Final Safety
Analysis Report. The svaff finds the removal of the withdrawal schedule from
the Palisades TS acceptable because the licensee has proposed to incorporate
the capsule withdrawal schedule in the Palisades FSAR.

Palisades operating Cycle 9 ended in February 1992. From Cycle 1 to Cycle &,
the Ticensee had used 0.8 EFPY per fuel cycle to calculate the approximate
refueling outage when capsules should be removed. The licensee proposed to
change the fuel cycle length from 0.8 EFPY per cycle to ] 0 EFPY per cycle
because Palisades has been operated close to 1.0 EFPY per cycle. Also,
starting (cle 11, the licensee will change the fuel cycle length from
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12 months to 18 months which will result in 1.15 EFPY per cycle. To reflect
the chanaes in the cycle accounting method, the licensee has proposed to
revise the withdrawal schedule., The staff finds the revision to the
witdrawal schedule acceptable because the licensee follows ASTM Standards
185 82, section 7.6.3.4, which specifies that the capsule withdrawals should
be scheduled at the nearest vessel refueling date. The specifications in ASTM
£ 185 are a part of reactor materials surveillance requirements in Appendix H
to 10 CFR Part 50,

The licensee estimated that at EOC 9 and EOC 10 Palisades will have been
operated for about 8.99 EFPY and 9.95 EFPY, respectively. Based on the
current TS withdrawal schedule and AST™ E 185-82, capsule W-110 should be
removed at EQC 9. The licensee requested 1o delay the removal of capsule W-
110 until EOC 10 because its removal will deprive the licensee of dosimetry
data for Cycle 10, The staff finds the delayed withdrawal scheduie for W-110
acceptable because the withdrawal schedule satisfies Table 1 of ASTM E 185-82.

Based on the above evaluation, the staff conclude that the licensee's
requests are acceptable because the proposed changes to Paiisades TS satisfy
GL 91-01 and Appendix H to 10 CFR Part 50.

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Michigan State official
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comments.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment changes a requirement with respect to the installation or use
of a facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10
CFR Purt 20 and a change in a surveillance requirement. The staff has
determined that the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts,
and no signi“icant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released
offsite, and that there is no significent increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously issued a
propesed finding that this amendment invoives no significant hazards
consideration and there has been no public comment on such finding

(57 FR 44B6). Accordingly, this amendment meets the eligibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR §1.22(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 this amendment.

5.0 CONCLUSION

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that:

f1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will pe conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations,
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 Contriputor: John Tsao, DET/EMCB

Date:  March 37, 1992



