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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20856

SAFETY SVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 186 T0 FACILITY NPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-4S
JOWA ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWEK COMPANY
CENIRAL JOWA PONER CODPERATIVE
CORN_"1T_POWER COOPERATIVE
DUANE _ARNOLD ENEKGY CENTER

DOCKET hy. 50-311

1.0 INTRODUCTICY

By letter dated November )5, 1991, lowa Electric Light and Power Company
(1ELAP), the licensee for the Duane Arnelc Energy Centor (DAEC), transmiited
an application for amendment to Operating License (Pk-49 regarding proposed
changes te Apnendix A of the DAEC Technical Specifications (7S). The proposed
TS changes are primarily revisions regarding “"TORE ALTERATIONS® for the TS
Section 3.9 "Limiting Conditions for Opuration” (LCO) and the TS Section 4.9
"Surveillance Requirements” (SR), and the associated Hases.

The proposed license amendment would (1) revise the requirements applicable to
the loading of fuel assemblies adjaceri tu a Source Range Monitor (SRM) when
establishing the required minimum SRM <ount rate prior to spiral celsading of
the core; (2) add LCO and SR statements which incorporate requirements that
are currently specifiad in DAEC procedures, and/or other 7S sections and
“rovide consistency with the General Electric (GF) Boiling Water Reactor [BWR)

tandara Technical Specifications {ST%), NUREG-0123, Revision 3; and (3) make
administrative an® minor editorial changes, including reorganization, page
yenumbering, and vhe denoting of defined terms, to clarify meaning and provide
consistency with other DADC TS sectieons. recently docketed TS submittals and
the GE BWR S18.

2.0 EVALUATION

The evaluation of the requested TS chanyes was performed using the three
catogories outlined above.

$PM fuel Assembly Loading Reguivement

The DAEC T. .9 "Core Alterations’ section specifies the LLO and SR items to
be met dur refueling operaticns., Current TS requirements state that. prio
to the spiv . reloading of the core, two diagonally adjacent fuel asserblies
with exposure accumulated in the previous operating cycle must be reloadeu
into their former core positions next to each of the four SRMs, This is
specified to estabiish ihe required minimum SRM count -~ate of 3 counts per
second (cps). Since this fuel assembly confinuration was known to be
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changos regroup the LCOs into single and multiple control rod withdrawal
specitications for clarity and consistency with the BWR STS 3/4.9.

&n additional LCU i. proposed to require thet tne LCOs for all core and
containment cooling systems applicabie to refueling (TS 3.5.G) be met whenever
werk is being performed that has the poteantial to drain the reactor vessel,
This change 1s cunsistent with current DAEC procedures. Additional action
statements are proposed to require that movement of “rradiated fuel be
suspended and that the integrity of the secondary co.tainment be estabiished
if the spent fuel pool (SFP) w2ter level falls below the required heighi of

36 feet. This is consisten® with DAEL procedres and with current 7S 3.5.6
end 3.7.C.

Administrative and fditorial Chenges

The current 75 1.0 Definition o1 CORE ALTERATIONS is proposed to be revised to
clarify that routine replacemert of incore detector strings that >-¢ not
reguired to be operable does not constitute an alter>tion of the r2actor core.
A Definilion of SAUTDCWN MARGIN is proposed to be added to be consistent with
another recent 1S r: ision request. Othir minor editoria’l changes will also
be made at the same .ime, including the use of capital letters to denote
definea terns to inprove clarity and vor consistency with other 15 submittals
and the BWR STS formats.

The required surveillances for the grapple load switcn settings wil) be
relocated from the LCO Section 3.9 to the SR Section 4.9 for clarity and
consistency with the STS. The 7' 3/4.9 Bases sr *ion will be revised to
reflect the LCO and SR chanjes. It is also prop..ed to revise the
applicability statement, the references and the nage numbering of 1S 3.9 tn
improve clarity and refiect the revised subsections.

The staff has reviewed the liconsee’s submittal proposing changes to 7S 3/4.9
to revise the requirements for loading fuel adjacent to SRMs prior to spiral
reinading and to provide cunsistency with the GE Boi'ing Water Reactor
Standard lechnical Specificationr NUREG-0123) and with existing DAEC
procedures. Based on the above safety evaluation, the staff concludes that
the requested changes are supported by the licensee's analyses or clarify
existing requirements. Theefore, the proposed changes are acceptable.

3.0 STATE CONSULIATION

In accordance with the Commission's requlations, the lowa State official was
notified of the proposed iscuance of the amendment. ~“e State official had no
coxnents.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

This amendwent involves a change to 2 requirement with respect to the instal-
lation or use of a facility component located within the restricted area as
defined in 10 CFR Part 20 or a change to a surveillance requirement. The staff
has determin2d that the amendment involves no siguificant increase in the
amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any offluents tnat may be
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relessed offsite and that there is no significant increase in individual or
cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously
issued a proposed finding that this amcrdment involves no significant hazards
consideratisn and there has been no public comment on such finding (56 FR
64654). Accordingly, this amendment meets the eiigibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set Torth in 10 CFR 51.22/c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR
§1.22(b), no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need
be prepared in ¢ nection with the issuance of this amendment.

5.0 COBCLUSION

The staff has concluded, based on the coniiderations discussed above, that:
(1) there 15 reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation ir the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will b conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulatons,
and (3) tne issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.
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