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for a postulated boron dilution event initfated from MODE 3, 4, or 5. The
inadvertent boron dilution event has been analyzed for CPSES Unit 1 to
gemonstrate that at least 15 minutes are available, from the initiation of the
event, for the reactor operators to detect and mitigate an inadvertent boron
dilution during MUDE 3, 4, or 5. These analyses incorporate CPSES Unit 1
plant-specific requirements for available shutdown margin and administrative
procedures 1v restrict the maximum dilution flow rate. Conservative
assumptions with respect to active RCS volume for dilution, boron worth, and
critical boron concentration are also incorporated into the analyses. These
analyses provide reasonable confidence that the reactor operators have
sufficient time to identify and mitigate an inadvertent boron dilution event,
In addition, TU Electric will continue to implement contrels equivalent to
existing procecures, operator guidelines, and surveillance requirements for
the BOMS and associated circuitry and subsystems. The use of the BOMS during
CPSES Unit 1 operation provides additiora) assurance that an inadvertent boron
dilution event will be detected and mitigated.

In addition, analyses of the inadvertent boron dilution event have been
conducted by both Westinghouse and the NRC. These analyses have concluded
that the consequences of an inadvertent boron dilution event are not severe
enough to jeopardize the health and safety of the public, f.e., no fuel
failures or system overpressurization is expected following a return to

critical.
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Due to the increased reliance on operator action the proposed change
results in a reduction in the maryin on safety. However, based on the
analyses sbove and the controls established by TU Electric, 1t 1s concluded
that the reductior in margin of safety is not significant.

Yo NRC staff has reviewed the licensee's analysis and, based on this
review, 11 appears that the three standards of 10 CFR 50.82(c) are satisfied.
Therefore, the NRC staff propuses to determine that the amendment resuest
invelves no significant hazards consideration.

Tne Commission is seeking public comments on thiz proposed determination.
Any comments received within thirty (30) days after the date of publication of
this notice will be considered in making any fina) determination. The
Commission will not normally make & final determination unless 1t =eceives a
request for a hearing.

Written comments may be submitted by mail te the Regulatory Publications
Branch, Division of Freedom of Information and Publications Services, Office
of Administration, U.5. Nucleas Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC 20855,
and should cite the publication date and page number of this FEDERAL REGISTER
notice. Written comments may also be delivered to Room P-223, Phillips
Building, 7920 Morfolk Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland, from 7:5J a.m. to 4:1% p.m.
Copies of written comments received may be examined at the NRC Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC 20855, Thc‘
filing of requests fur hearing and petitions for leave to intervene is

¢iscussed below.



By April 13, 1992, the licensee may file a request for a nearing with
respect to issuance of the ame st to the subject Tacility operating license
end any person whose intere © v ope affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participace is a party in the proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to intervene. Requests for a hearing
and a petition for leave to intervene shall be filed in accordance with the
Commission's "Rules of Practice for Domestic Licensing Procesdings” in 10 CFR
Part ¢. Interested persons should consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission”s Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building. 2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC 20555 and at the local public
document room located at the University of Tewxas at Arlington Library,
Government Publications/Maps, 701 South Cooper, P. 0. Box 19497, Arlington,
Texas 76019. If a request for a hearing or petiticr for leave to intervene
is filed by the above date, the Commission or an Atumic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel, designated ty the Commission or by the Chairman of the Atomic
Safety end Licensing Board Panel, will rule on the rejuest and/or petition;
and the Secretary or the designated Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panc)
will issue a notice of hearing or an appropriate order., As required by 10 CFR
2.714, a petition for leave tc Intervene shall set forth with particularity
the interest of the petitioner in the proceeding, and how that interest may be
affected by the results of the proceeding. The petition should snecifically
explain the reasouns why intervention hould be permitted with particular
reference to the following factors: (1) the nature of the petitioner’s right
urder the Act te be nade party to the proceeding; (2) the nature und extent of

the petitioner's prapeity, financial, or other interest in the proceeding; &nd



e effect of any order which may be entered in the proceeding or

'S Interest. The petition should also identify the specific
nJect matter of the proceeding as to which petitivaer
vene \ny person who has filed a petition for leave to
admitted as a party may amend the petition without
of the Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the first
ence scheduled in the proceeding, but such an amended
specificity requirements described above.

1¢
(1%)

days prior to the first prehearing conference
¢ petitioner shall filo a supplement to the
mist include a 1ist of the contentions which are
the matter. Each contention must consist of a
issue of Taw or fact to be raised or controverted,
shall provide a brief explanation of
statement of the alleged facts or expert oepinion
'on and on which the petitioner intends to rely in
the hearing. The petitioner must also provide
\fic sources and documents of which the petitioner is

petitioner intends to rely to establish those facts or
toner must provide sufficient information to show that a

with tne applicant on a material issue of law or fact
be 1imited to matiers within the scope ¢f the amendment

sideration The contention must be one which, if proven, would

er to relief, A petitioner who fails to file such a




lement which satisfies these requirements witt respect to at least one
nt i not be permitted to participate as a party.
Ose permitted to inlervene become par*fes to the proceeding, subject to
Itations in the order granting leave to intervene, and have the
Ity to participate fully in the conduct of the hearing, including the
ity 1o present evidence and cross-examine witnesses.
$ requested, the Commission will make a fina) determination
ificant hazards consideration. The fina) determinatior
the hearing is held.
2termination 1s that the amendment request involves no
‘Geration, the Commission may issue the amendment and
tive, notwithstanding the request for a hearing. Any
1ssuance of the amendment.
that the amendment request involves a
consideration

8

I, any hearing held would take place before

amendment

the Commission will not issue the amendment until the

‘ the

the 30-day notice period. However, should circumstances change

"

wotice period such that failure to act in a timely way would

example, in derating or shutdown of the facility, the Commission
q Y

cense amendment before the expiration of the 30-day notice

od, provided that its final determination is that the amendment involves

gnificant hazards consideration. The final determination will consider

comments received Should the Commission take this
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nity for a hearing after 1ssuance The Commission expects
take this action will occur very infrequently.
for a hearing or a petition for leave to intervene must be
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. Nuciear Regulatory
Wes gton, DC 20555, Attention: Docketing and Services Branch,
red to the Commission's Public Document Room, the Gelman
eet, NW., Washington, DC 20555, by the above date.
during the last ten (1C) days of the notice period,
Litioner promptly so inform the
)nion at 1-(B00D) 325-600¢ 1ssouri 1-(800)
perator should be given Datagram Identificatior
g message addressed to Suzanne C. Black:
one number, date petition was mailed, plant name.
number of this FEDERAL REGISTER notice. A
be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.
Washington, DC 0555, and to George L. E¢
Street, N.W., Suite 1000, Washingtor

licensee.

ilings of petitions for leave to intervene, amended petitions,

and/or requests for hearing will not be entertained

by the Commissi "«, the presiding officer or the Atomic
Board Panel that the petition and/or request should be
a balancing of the factors specified in 10 CFR

~(v) and 2.714(d)




For further details with respect to this action, see the application for

amendment dated February 28, 1992, which is available for public inspection at
the Commission’s Public Documen* Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,
WW., Washington, DC 20555 and at the local public document room located at
at Arlington Library, Government Publications/Maps. 70)
Box 19497, Ariington, Texas 76019.
Maryland, this 9th day of March ¢

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
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