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Docket No. 50-461

Document Corntrol Desk
Nuclear Pagulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Subject: Clinton Power Station
Proposed Amendmen* of Facility

Operating Licens2 No. NPF-62

Dear Sir:

Pursuant to 10CYR50.90, Illinois Power (IP) hereby applies
for amendment of Facility Operating License No. NPr-62, Appendix
A - Technical Specifications, for Clinton Fower Station (CPS).
This request consists of proposed changes to Technical
Specification 6.2.3.2, “"COMPOSITION", which is a subsection of
6.2.3, "INDI PENDENT SAFETY ENG1JEERING GROUP (ISEG)". A
description of the proposed Technical Specification change, the
assocliated justifi.ation (including a Basis Fo. Significant
Hazards Corsideration), and a marked-up copy of t e page trom the
current Technical Specifications are provided in A:tachment 2.
In aduition, an affidavit supporting the facts set forth in this
letter and its attachments is provided in Attachment 1.

IP has reviewed the proposed changes against the criteria of
10CFR51.22 for categorical exclusion from environmental impact
considerations. The proposed changes do not involve a
significant hazards consideration, or significantly increase the
amounts or change the types of effluents that may be released
offeite, nor do they significantly increase individual or
cumulative occupational radiation exposures. Based on the
foreqoing, IP concludes that tbe proposed changes meet the
criteria given in 10CFR51.22(c)(9) for a categorical exclusion
from the requiremert for an Environmental Impact Statement.

Sincerely yours,

s g
8. Perry
Vice President

JCA/alh

Attachments /
cec: Regional Administrator, Region fII, USNRC 06{
_ NRC Clinton Licensing Project danager

3 NRC Resident Inspector, V-690

|
Illincis Department of Nuclear Safety \\
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STATE OF ILLINOIS
COUNTY OF DEWIT1

>h, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: That he
Manacger of lllinolis Power's Clinton Fower Station and has been
duly author:zed to submit ‘nis application for amendment of

recility Operating License NPF-62; that the appiication for

amendment of Facility Operating License nNPF-6Z has been prepared

under his supervision and direction; that he knows the conternts
thereof; and that to the best of his knowleldge and belief said
appliication and the facts contained therein are true and correct.

DATE: This ¢ da D October 1991

S.gned:

Notary Public




Attachment
to U«601858

015

Background

RUREG~=0737, "Clan fication ) i C1 LAr Requireme:
Section 1.B.1.2 ragquire 1 ) ( t I' an operating
to implement an Indepen . atety Engineering Group (1
'hus, Clinton Power Stat ) (CPS), with the lgsuanci
operating license 1n J Jtab 1111 § at CPS.

NUREG=0737 and the CPS Tech § ¢ cat b the

Fer
Lpal

ion of the ISEC 18 imine pla~t operating

terigtics 1 S8 £ Lndusty

' y .
Reports (LER&) an appropriate sources « plant
ign and operating expe ce information that may indicate
areas for improving nl ! saf The 1SEG also performe
independent reviews ¢ lant af vitlies including maintenance
\ .

operatiornal prohlans 8 opoeras A naly ) wher. iselul
improvements can be A« Vel ) G develops and present:

ietalled recommendat

i nor L 1 references 3 { ! Fi{ Ot { '‘NRC Act
Plan Developed as a Sult of the TMI-~2 Accldent, NUREG~
0694, "TMI-Related Requirements for New Operating
not specify any minimum gualification requiremunts T member:
the 1ISEG. It y called for an "increasa in the available
1lcal expertise located onsite" and tu "provide continuing,

!
IC, and i1ndependent ssegsnen f p activ ' *les." In
It of this concept, a more knowledgeable and experienced
nuld produce higher quallty and m » useful

conmenaations for improvement as e lsloned by NUREG~0737 The
}

current CFS Tecanical Specifications prohibit 1ighly trained and

axperienced personnel from the Operations Department who do not
pcuisess a bachelor's degree In engineering or related scie

heing members o y ISEG, ven though gilgni
of 18EG evaluations
operating

noe

L1V L8288 1nvoiving

ficant portion
*




Attachment 2
to U~6018f3
LE-91~-015

Page 2 of 5

Justification for Proposed Change

This proposed change would allow a person with a current or
praviously held SRO license for CPS and five years of experience
in the nuclear field to be substituted in lieu of a person with a
bachelor's deyree in engineering or related science., The ability
to add such an experienced Operations person to tne CPS ISEG
starf would be very valuable by enhancing the 18FG's knowledge
level and insight in the areas of plant operating aciivities.
This proposed change would also provide an additional career path
option for SRO personnel.

The criterion included in CPS Technical Specification 6.2.3.2 for
reguiring a bachelor's degree stems from Section I11.B.2.b of
NUREG=-0731, "Cuidelines for Utility Managemant Structurc aund
Technical Resources," waich states, "Qualification requirements
for these individuals [members of ISEC] should be at a level
generally comparable to that described in Section 4.2 of ANSI/ANS
3.1 (December 1979 draft), i.e., a bachelor's degree in
engineering with two to four years experience in their field, or
equivalert as described in Section 4.1 of ANSI/ANS 3.1.%

However, Section 4.1 of ANSI/ANS 3.1 (December 1%79 draft) wlso
states, "Individuals who do not possess the formal cducation
ragquirements specified in this section shall not be automatically
eliminated where other factors provide sufficient demonstration
of their abilities. These other factors should oe evaluated on a
case~by~case basis."

The level of training and knuwledge required to nbtain an SRO
license is well dccumented and known. The proposed change to
Technical Specif.cation 6.2.3.2 would provide the ability of the
CPS ISEG to broaden its expertise with direct first-hand
operations experience. As noted previously, the proposed chanae
would also requive five years of experionce in the nuclear field.
This is above the current experience requirement of three years
for ISEG members and is ir accordance with Section 4.7.2 of ANS
3.1-1981. Further, uider the proposed cliange. the Tecanical
Specifizations would continue to require trat at least four of
the required ISEG members h-ld a bachelor's degree in engineering
or related science.

In summary, the proposed change would provide the opportunity to
increase the knowledge and experience level of the CP{ ISEG in
nuzlear power plant operating activities without any discernible
reduction in technical knowledge or skills. Hence, if the
proposed option is utilized, it would increase the quality of
ISEG evaluation recommendations in tie area of plant operating
activities,

basis For No Significant Hazards Consideration

In accordance with 10CFR57.92, a pruposed change to the operating
license (Technical Specifica*ions) involves no significant
hazards considerations if operation of the facility in accordance
with the proposed change would not: (1) involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of any accident
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previously evaluated, or (2) create the possibility of & new or
different kinl of accident from zny accideni previously
e«valuated, or (3) involve a significant reductien in a margin o.
safety. The proposed change is evaluated against each of these
criteria as folluws.

1'

The proposed change is administrative in nature as it only
adiresses the gualification regquirements of ISEG members and
dces not alter any plant eguipmeiii, system configurations,
o1 operation. As a result, the proposed change cannot
increase the probability or the consequences of any accident
previously evaluat:.d.

The proposed change only addresses the gqualification
regquirements of ISES membeis. The proposed change dues not
alter any plant equipment, system configurations or
aralyses. As a result, this proposed change does not
introduce any new failure modes. Therefore, the proposed
change cannot create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

The proposed change only addresses the gualification
requirements cf ISEG memkbers. The proposed alternate
qualification reguicement of currently or previously holding
an SRO licensc for CPS and hiving at laast five years
experience in the nuclear field is consistent with the
gqualification reguirements recommended in Section 4.7.2 of
ANS 3.1-1961. Additionally, the proposed change will
continue to require that at leaut four of the ISEG members
hold a bacha2lor's degree in engineering or related science.
As a result, the proposed chanve will enhance the quality,
knowledge level, and insight of the CPS ISEG in the areas of
plant operations without any discernible reduction in
tachnical knowledge or skills. Thevefore, the proposed
change will not result in a significant reduction in any
margin of safety.

Based upon the foregoing, l1llinvis Power has concluded that thls
proposed chance does not involve a significant hazards
consideration.



