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Indiana Michigan
Power Company
P.O. Box 16631
Coiumbus, OH 43216

AEP:NRC:0659V

Donald C. Cook Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2
Docket Nos. 50-315 and 50-316
License Nos. DPR-58 and DPR-74
SECTION 6 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS CHANGE REQUEST
(RAD. EFF. REPORTING AND NSDRC MEMBERSHIP)

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555

ATTN: T. E. Murley

April 16, 1993

Dear Dr. Murley:

This letter and its attachments constitute an application for
amendment of the license conditions and technical specifications
(T/Ss) for the Donald C. Cook Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2.
Specifically, the changes proposed in this letter are to accommodate
the NRC final rulings, published in Federal Register, Volume 57,
Number 169, August 31, 1992, entitled "Reducing the Regulatory Burden
on Nuclear Licensees." In addition, changes were made to the NSDRC
charter to reflect a recent corporate reorganization.

We believe the proposed changes to the T/Ss meet the regulatory
requirements for the Radioactive Effluent Release Report. The NRC
final ruling that addresses the reduction of the regulatory burden on
nuclear licensees allows the licensee to submit their radioactive
effluent release report annually in lieu of semi-annually.

The reasons for the proposed changes are to comply with the NRC final
ruling and to reflect a corporate reorganization; we have, therefore,
not included further justification nor do we believe any significant
hazard considerations are necessary. We believe that the proposed
changes will not result in (1) a significant change in the types of
effluents or a significant increase in the amount of any effluents
that may be released offsite, or (2) a significant increase in
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. These
changes do not have any significant environmental impact.

The proposed changes have been reviewed by the Plant Nuclear Safety
Review Committee and by the Nuclear Safety .and Design Review
Committee.
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Dr. T. E. Murley -2- AEP'NRC'0659V

In compliance with the requirements of 10CFR50.91(b)(1), copies of
this'etter and its attachments have been transmitted to
Mr. J. R. Padgett of the Michigan Public Service Commission and to the
Michigan Department of Public Health.

Attachment 1 contains the extent of the proposed, revised T/Ss pages.
Attachment 2 contains the current T/Ss pages marked-up to reflect the
proposed changes. Attachment 3 contains the revised T/Ss pages.

Sincerely,

Vice President

edg

Attachment

CC: A. A. Blind
J. R. Padgett
G. Charnoff
NFEM Section Chief
A. B. Davis - Region III
NRC Resident Inspector - Bridgman



ATTACHMENT 1 TO AEP:NRC:0659V

THE EXTENT OF PROPOSED

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS CHANGES



Attachment 1 to AEP:NRC:0659V

Section to be Chan ed

A. Unit 1 (Section 6 - Administrative Controls)

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Paragraph 6.5.2.2-
Paragraph"6.5.2.3-
Paragraph 6.5 '.9
Paragraph 6.5 '.10
Paragraph 6.9.1.8-
Paragraph 6.9.1.9-
Paragraph 6.9.1.9-
Paragraph 6.9.1.9-

page 6-7
page 6-7
page 6-10

- page 6-10
page 6-15
page 6-15
page 6-16
page 6-17

B. Unit 2 (Section 6 - Administrative Controls)

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Paragraph
Paragraph
Paragraph
Paragraph
Paragraph
Paragraph
Paragraph
Paragraph

6.5.2.
6.5.2.
6.5.2.
6.5.2.
6.9.1.
6.9.1.
6.9.1.
6.9.1.

2 - page 6-7
3 - page 6-7
9 - page 6-10
10 - page 6-10
8 - page 6-15
9 - page 6-15
9 - page 6-16
9 - page 6-17

Extent of Chan e

The changes to these pages will allow the radioactive effluent release
report to be submitted to the NRC once a year in lieu of twice a year.
This requested change is due to the NRC final ruling published in the
Federal Register, Volume 57, Number 169, August 31, 1992, entitled

'Reducingthe Regulatory Burden on Nuclear

Licensees'�

"

Presently, it is required that this report be submitted within 60 days
after January 1 and July 1 of each year. Since the two reports are
being combined, it is being requested to have the annual report
,submitted 90 days after January 1 of each year. This report will now
require additional time to prepare.

Additionally, changes have been made to reElect changes in our corporate
organization.

Discussion

The reason for the proposed changes is to comply with the NRC final
ruling published in the Federal Register, Volume 57, Number 169,
August 31, 1992, entitled "Reducing the Regulatory Burden on Nuclear
Licensees." Also changes were made to reflect the change in our



Attachment 1 to AEP:NRC:0659V Page 2

corporate organization caused by the retirement of the Senior Executive
Vice President, Engineering & Construction and the delegation of his
duties and responsibilities.

We have therefore not included further justification nor do we believe
any significant hazard considerations are necessary. We believe that
the proposed changes will not result in (1) a significant change in the
types of effluents or a significant increase in the amount of any
effluents that may be released offsite, or (2) a significant increase in
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.
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