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July 19, 1991

appropriate State of Nebraska official is being notified in
accordance with 10 CFR 50,91(b)(1). Copies to the NRC Region 1V
Office and CNS Resident Inspector are also being sent in accordanue
with 10 CFR 50.4(b)(2).

Should ou have any questions or require any additional
information, please contact me.
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Nueclear Power Group Manager
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¢ct H. R. Borchert
Department of Health
State of Nebraska

NRC Regional Office
Region IV
Arlington, TX

NRC Resident Inspector
Cooper Nuclear Station
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STATE OF NEBRASKA )
) 88
PLATTE COUNTY )

G. R. Horn, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is an
authorized representative of the Nebraska Public Power District, a
public corporation and political subdivision of the State of
Nebraska; that he is duly authorized to submit this request on
behalf of Nebraska Public Power Digtrict; and that the statements
containegd herein are true to the best of his knowledge and belief.

« Horn

of

; 1991,

Subscribed ip my presence and sworn tc before me this ~,f¥£Z  day
; (’
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The proposed change to Figure 2.1.1 introduces some new
information, including three new level indication
illustrations, not shown on the current Figure 2.1.1. This
information is controlled by other portions of the Technical
Specifications and does not represent any changes or additions
of hardware, or changes in plant configuration. The Proposed
Flgure 2.1.1 1is wore wuser friendly through f{mproved
presentation of level indication Information. Therefore, this
proposed change does not create the possibility for a new or
different kind of sccident previously evaluated.

The second proposed change deletes & statement from
Paragraph 4.7.C, BASES, involving the performance of tests to
demonstrate secondary containment integrity prior to opening
of the primary containment, This change {s proposed in order
to correct an apparent conflict between the above referenced
statement and Survelllance Requirewent 4.7 .C.1.¢. This change
involves no hardware changes and does not effect operations
(including refueling) in any way. Therefore, this proposed
change does not create the possibility for a new or different
kind of accident previously evaluated.

The third proposed change {nvolves the revision of
Paragraph 6.1.1 of the CN§ Technical Specifications to Include
the Senlor Manager of Staff Support as an additional alternate
for assuming overall onsite fulltime responsibility for the
safe operation of CNS in the absence of the DMNO. This change
is administrative in nature and does not result in any
hardware changes or changes in plant operations. Therefore,
this proposed change does not create the possibility for a new
or different kind of accident previcusly evaluated.

Does the proposed change create a significant reduction in the
margin of safety?

Evaluation

1,

The first proposed change addresses the replacement of the
existing Flgure 2.1.1 of Technical Specifications with a
reformatted and up. “ed Figure 2,1.1. Information displayed
in this proposed cha Je is contained and controiled by other
portions of the CNE Techinlcal Specifications and/or other
controlled CNS documents. There have been no changes in plant
parameters or safety setpoint settings associated with this
proposed change. Therafore, this change makes no physical
impact on the margin of satety.

As for the effect on human factors, the above referenced
proposed change presents reactor vessel level Information in
a format which is both easier to understand, and more
accurately reflects level transmitter and level indication
identification nomenclature nunbers. The improvement in the
manner that information is presented in this figure is an






