March 4, 2013

MEMORANDUM TO: Biweekly Notice Coordinator

FROM: Bruce Watson, Chief /RA by John Buckley Acting for/
Reactor Decommissioning Branch
Decommissioning and Uranium Recovery
Licensing Directorate
Division of Waste Management and
Environmental Protection
Office of Federal and State Materials and
Environmental Management Programs

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR PUBLICATION IN BIWEEKLY FR NOTICE - NOTICE
OF CONSIDERATION OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO FACILITY
OPERATING LICENSE, PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS
CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION, AND OPPORTUNITY FOR A
HEARING

Dairyland Power Cooperative, Docket Nos. 50-409 and 72-046, La Crosse Boiling Water

Reactor (LACBWR), La Crosse County, Wisconsin

Date of amendment request: December 10, 2012

Description of amendment request: The proposed amendment would revise certain license

conditions and to remove TS definitions, operational requirements, and specific design
requirements that are no longer applicable with all spent fuel in dry cask storage at the
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI). The proposed changes to the TS also
remove administrative control requirements that have been relocated to the LACBWR Quality
Assurance Program Description (QAPD) or are superseded by regulation or other guidance.

Basis for proposed no significant hazards consideration determination: As required by

10 CFR 50.91(a), the licensee has provided its analysis of the issue of no significant hazards

consideration, which is presented below:
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Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

No. The proposed changes reflect the complete transfer of all spent nuclear fuel from
the Fuel Element Storage Well (FESW) to the Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation (ISFSI). Design basis SAFSTOR accidents related to the FESW were
discussed in the LACBWR Decommissioning Plan. These postulated accidents were
predicated on spent nuclear fuel being stored in the FESW. With the removal of the
spent fuel from the FESW, there are no remaining important to safety systems required
to be monitored and there are no remaining credible accidents that require that actions
of a Certified Fuel Handler to prevent occurrence or mitigate the consequences.

The LACBWR Decommissioning Plan provided a discussion of radiological events
postulated to occur during SAFSTOR with the bounding consequence resulting from a
materials handling event. The proposed changes do not have an adverse impact on
decommissioning activities or any postulated consequences.

The proposed change to the Design Features section of the Technical Specifications
clarifies that the spent fuel is being stored in dry casks within an ISFSI. The probability
or consequences of accidents at the ISFSI are evaluated in the dry cask vendor's FSAR
and are independent of the SAFSTOR accidents that were evaluated in the LACBWR
Decommissioning Plan.

Therefore, the proposed amendment does not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

No. The proposed changes reflect the reduced operational risks as a result of the spent
nuclear fuel being transferred to dry casks within an ISFSI. The proposed changes do
not modify any physical systems, or components. The plant conditions for which the
LACBWR Decommissioning Plan design basis accidents relating to spent fuel were
evaluated are no longer applicable. The proposed changes do not affect any of the
parameters or conditions that could contribute to the initiation of an accident. Design
basis accidents associated with the dry cask storage of spent fuel are already
considered in the dry cask system's Final Safety Analysis Report. No new accident
scenarios are created as a result of deleting non-applicable operational and
administrative requirements.

Therefore, the proposed amendment does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any previously evaluated.
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Does the change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

No. As described above, the proposed changes reflect the reduced operational risks as
a result of the spent nuclear fuel being transferred to dry casks within an ISFSI. The
design basis and accident assumptions within the LACBWR Decommissioning Plan and
the Technical Specifications relating to spent fuel are no longer applicable. The
proposed changes do not affect remaining plant operations, systems, or components
supporting decommissioning activities. In addition, the proposed changes do not result
in a change in initial conditions, system response time, or in any other parameter
affecting the SAFSTOR accident analysis.

Therefore, the proposed amendment does not involve a significant reduction in a margin
of safety.

The NRC staff has reviewed the licensee's analysis and, based on this review, it

appears that the three standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff

proposes to determine that the amendment request involves no significant hazards

consideration.

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Thomas Zaremba, Wheeler, Van Sickle and Anderson, Suite 801,

25 West Main Street, Madison, WI 53703-3398

NRC Branch Chief: Bruce Watson
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