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November 1993 Approval

Since the CESEC Code contains a more conservative mode)l of FCS than the CENTS
Code, the operati limits for the Cycle 15 COLR are predicted to be more
restrictive if the CESEC cod2 is used. Cycle 15 will use an extreme low radial
leakage core vesigned specifically to address PTS considerations. Based on
previous reload experience, a 2°F to 6°F reactor vessel inlet temperature %Tc )
decrease to recover the thermal margin lost due to the flux distribution of this
core would be likely. This would result in a 3 Mwe to 9 Mwe reduction in
?enerator electrical output. De,ending on the season, the corresponding revenue
oss from this Tower electrical output ranges from 12}.600 to $82,800 per month.
As in the previous case, OPPD would also inc. - additional costs of

§20,000 to revise the COLR using the CENTS Co. >,

In summary, NRC approvii of the CENTS Code after March 1993 would cause OPPD to
incur additional expenses for revising the COLR, and could have a significant
ogerating impact 1f FCS must start Cycle 15 using a COLR based on the CESEC Code.
Therefore, OPPD requects approval of the CENTS Code by March 1983,

If you should have any questions, please contact me.
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Sincerely,

e 2 e

W. G. Gates
Division Manager
Nuclear Operations
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[ - LeBoeuf, Lamb., Leiby & MacRae
R. D. Martin, NRC Regional Administrator, Region IV
R. P, Mullikin, NRC Senior Resident Inspector
5. D. Bloom, NRC Acting Project Manager



