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DISCLAIMER OF RESPONSIBILITY

This document was grogarod by the General Electric Company.
Neither the General Electric Company nor any of the contributors
to this docunent!

a. Make any warranty or representation, express or inplied,
wvith respect to the accuracy, com leteness, or usefulness
of the information contained in this document, or that the
use of any information disclosed in this document may or
may not infringe privately owned rights; or

b. Assume any responsibility for 1iability or damage of any
kind which may result from the use of any information
disclosed in this document.

The information contained in this report is believed by General
Electric to be an accurate and true representation of the facts
known, obtained, or provided to General Electric at the time this
report was prepared,
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The use 5f the NF-500 mast dces not involve a change to the FSAR.
However a change to the technical Specifications s required, and
the criteria og \0CFRS0.92 are applied to the change in the NFS00
mast design, particularly with regard to the FHA in the reacter
building. The licensing assessment concludes the foll._wing:

L. The change in the refueling mast design will not increase
the pcssgbillty or coneequences of an accident previocusly
evaluated, The NF500 mast is designed to match or exceed
all aspects of the 762E974 past now in use. The probabllity
of failure of the NF500 mast and of the 762E974 mast are
both judged to be very small. In addition, the consequences
of a FHA contained in the LaSalle FSAR are conservative for
the NF500 compared tc¢ current calculations of radiological
release.

2. The change in the refuel ing mast will not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated, The N¥500 mast is similar
enough in design and function to the 762E974 mast so as not
to create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident. The LaSalle platform structural integrity is not
degraded by the additional weight and stresses are below
allowables.

3. Using the new mast will not reduce the margin of safet, in
the basis of any Techniccl Specification. Refueling
platform hoist setpoints serve no safety function. These
setpoirts exist to prevent damage to reactor internals
(such as the fuel support piece) caused, for example, by a
stuck bundle or similar anomaly. The setpoint changes only
allow for the increased weight of the new nast, L.e., the
difference between the new setpoint and the weight of the
NFS00 mast is approximately the same as the difference
between the current setpoint and the weight of the 762E374
mast.

III. CONCLUSION

It is concluded that the {nstallation and use of the NFS00 mast
at Lasalle (1) will not involve a significant hazards
consideration per the criteria of 10CFR50.92, and (2) it will
require a change to the Technical Specifications to account for
the changes in the set}int values identified in the GE supplied
‘esign documentation.
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