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INTRODUCTION

Ey letter dated July €, 1928, Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Corporatior
submitted a request for changes to the Technical Specifications, The
arendnent would delete the short-term resorting requirements related to
primary coolant specific activity levels; and ?2) ro longer require plant
shutdowr §f the prirary coclant specific activity exceeds the limit ¢f
1.0 microcurie/gran dose equivalent I-1°' for an accumulated period of
cver BCO hours in & 1Z-month period.

EVALUATION

Techrical Specification 3.4.8 for Wolf Creek currently requires that:

(1) the plant rust be made subcritical with T less than SOC°F within €
Feurs 1F the specific activity of the pr1mory‘!801cnt is greater than 1.0
ricrocurie/gran dose equivalent 1-131 for more than &8 hours during ore
continuous time interval or grester thar €0 microcuries/gram dose equiva-
lert 11215 (2) the plant must be rade subcritical if the primary coclant
specific activity exceeds the 1imit of 1.0 microcurie/gram dose ecuivalent
1-121 for an accumulated period of over 800 hours in a 1Z-month period;
and (3) the Yicensee must submit a Special Peport to the NPC {f the
prim‘r{ coolant specific activity 1s greater than 1.0 microcurie/grar dose
equivalent 1121,

On September 77, 198F, the NRC staff issued Generic Letter £5-19, "Reporting
Requirements on reimary Coolant lodine Spikes," to all licensees ard
applicants for operating power reactors and holders of construction

permits for power reactors. In Generic Letter B5-19, the staff determined
that: (1) rtgort1n9 requirements related to primary coclant specific
activity levels, specifically fodine spikes, could be reduced from @
short-term report (1.e., Specia) Report or Licensee Event Report) to an

ften to be included in the Annua) Report; and (2) existing shutdowr
requirenents based on exceeding the primary coolant spcciiic activity

Timit ¢f 1.0 microcurie/gran dose equivalent 1-131 for an accumulated



period of over 800 hours were no longer necessary. The change in these
requirements is based cr an improvement in the quality of nuclear fuel over
the past 10 years, and the fact that appropriate actions weuld be initiated
lone. vefore approaching the 1imit as currently specified. Generic Letter
85«15 also presented mode) Teclnical Specifications which reflect these
findings.

3.0 EVALUATION

Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Corporation has proposed amending the Technical
Specifications for Wolf Creek to match the model Technical Specifications.
In accordance with Generic Letter £5-19, the portion of the Technical
Specifications regarding shutdown if the primary coolant specific activity
exceeds 1.0 microcuries/gram dose equivalent 1-131 for more than 48 hours
during one continucus time interval, or 1s greater thar 0 microcurie/gram
dose equivalent 1-13]1 would not be affected by the ¢ changes.
Reporting requirements related to primary < lant Cow vetivity levels
would be incluced in Technice) Specificati. €,8, . . ‘¢ R 3/4 4-€ of

the Pases would be changed accordingly. Since the proposec changes are
corsistert with the mode) Technical Specifications which were enclosed in
Generic Letter £5-1G, the NRC staff finds the proposed amendment acceptable,

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIVERATION
This amendnent invelves 2 change in the installation ¢r use of & fecility
comporent 1ocated within the restricted ares as defined in 10 CFR Part 20
or in & surveillance requirement. The staff has cetermined that the
anerdrent involves no significent fncreese fn the amounts, and no significant
change in the types, of any effluents that mey be relessed cffsite, ard
that there is ne significent increase in individus) or cumulative occupa-
tioral radiation exposures., The Commission has previously issued a
proposed fin<ding that the arendment involves no significant hazards
consiceration enc there has been ne public comment on such finding,
Accordingly, the amendrent veets the eligibility criteria for categorical
exclusicr set forth in 10 CFR Section 51.??(:)(5). Pursuant to 10 CFR
§1,22(0), no environnertal inpact statenent or environmenta) assessient
neecd be prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendrent,

5.0 CONCLUSION

The staff has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reascrable assurance that the health and safety of the
public wil) not be endanqered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2)
such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Cormission's
regulations, and the issuance of the amendrent will not be inimical to the
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public,
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