-‘Duke Power Company
Oconee Nuclear Station
Attachment 1
Proposed Technical Specification Revision

Pages

6.1-6

~~~gs08080292 850529 | |
8206020277 8203526y |
P T TURBR L




TABLE 6.1-1

- MINIMUM OPERATING SHIFT REQUIREMENTS
(With Fuel in the Three Reactor Vessels)

One Unit Two Units ‘All Units All Units

Operating* Operating* ~ Operating* * _Shutdown
Shift Supervisor 1 1 1 1 .
Additional SRO 1 2%% 2 None
Shift Technical Advisor (SRO) 1 ‘ 1 1 None
o _ R : '
: Reactor Operator , 4 ‘ 5%% 5 3

9-1
w

Nuclear Equipment Operator 4 5 : 5

*Above cold shutdown.

**0Only one SRO and fqur Reactor Operators required if both units are operated from one
-Control Room. . , » ‘
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No Significant Hazards Consideration Evaluation

Duke Power Company (Duke) has made the determination that this amendment
.request involves a No Significant Hazards Consideration by applying the
standards established by the Commission's regulations in 10 CFR 50.92.
This ensures that operation of the fac111ty in accordance with the pro-
posed amendment would not:

1) 1Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated; or

2) Create the possibility of a new or different kind of.
accident from any accident previously evaluated; or

3) Involve a significant reduction in margin of safety.

The Commission has provided guidance concerning the application of these
standards by providing certain examples (48 FR 14870). Examples (ii) and
(vii) of the types of amendments considered not likely to involve signifi-
cant hazards consideration are applicable to this amendment request. These
specific examples involve amendment requests that are considered to be a
change that constitutes an additional limitation, or control not presently
included in the technical specifications and, a change to make a license
conform to changes in the regulations, where the license change results in
very minor changes to facility operations clearly in keeping with the regu-
lations, respectively. :

The proposed Technical Specification amendment addressed in this submittal

has been determined by Duke to be a more stringent requirement and a change

in conformance to the changes in -regulations. Briefly, the proposed amend-
ment would revise Technical Specific¢ation Table.6.1-1 to reflect an increase
in the required minimum number of nuclear equipment operators in conformance
to the NUREG-0737, Item I.A.l1.3, and results in very minor changes to fac111ty
operations clearly in keeplng with the regulations.

Duke has determined, based on consideration that the requested amendment
is a conformatory change in nature, that the revision does not involve a
significant increase in the probability or consequences of accidents
previously considered, nor create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident, and will not involve a significant decrease in a safety
margin. Therefore, Duke concludes that there is not 51gn1f1cant hazards
consideration involved in this amendment request. '




