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December 15, 1997

Mr. Charles H. Cruse

Baltimore Gas and Electric company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
1650 Calvert Cliffs Parkway

Lusby, MD 20657-4702

SUBJECT: CALVERT CLIFFS NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2 -
CORRECTION TO SAFETY EVALUATION - AMENDMENT NOS. 222 AND 198

Dear Mr. Cruse:

On October 2, 1997, the Commission issued Amendment Nos. 222 and 198 to Facility Operating
License Nos. DPR-53 and DPR-69 for Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos 1 and 2. The
amendment reduced the moderator temperature coefficient limit shown to Technical
Specification Figure 3.1.1.-1.

To correct an administrative error, page 3 of the Safety Evaluation (SE) has been revised to state
that consequences of the previously analyzed accident will be significantly decreased. The staff
finds this change acceptable. If you have any questions, piease call me at (301) 415-3473.

Sincerely,

Original Signed by:
Alexander W. Dromerick, Senior Project Manager
Project Directorate I-1

Division of Reactor Projects - I/1I
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-317
and 50-318

Enclosure: Page 3 of SE

cc w/encl: See next page

DISTRIBUTION:

Docket File SLittle ACRS N o
PUBLIC ADromerick CHill, Region I Lo
PDI-1 R/F 0GC !
BBoger GHill

SBajwa W. Beckner

*See previous concurrence

To receive a copy of this document, indicate in the box: "C" = Copy without attachment/enclosure "E" = Copy with
attachment/enclosure "N" = No copy

OFFICE  |PM:PDI-1 . . , /) LE JtA:ppi-1 (}{J T To:pui-1 [ Toccr I [
NAME ADromerifkf (EC stittle™ SBajwa DN Ay |MYoung
DATE 12/ 74797 12/ 1A/9 12/ 1.5/97 / 12/10/97 12/ /97

9801060318 F71215 _
PDR ' ADOCK 05000317

o4

M )
URVEVESE & ¢

- fficial Record Copy

| |l|“| !l“l ! 5 o H A .



December 15, 1997

Mr. Charles H. Cruse

Baltimore Gas and Electric company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
1650 Calvert Cliffs Parkway

Lusby, MD 20657-4702

SUBJECT: CALVERT CLIFFS NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2 -
CORRECTION TO SAFETY EVALUATION - AMENDMENT NOS. 222 AND 198

Dear Mr. Cruse:

On October 2, 1997, the Commission issued Amendment Nos. 222 and 198 to Facility Operating
License Nos. DPR-53 and DPR-69 for Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos 1 and 2. The
amendment reduced the moderator temperature coefficient limit shown to Technical
Specification Figure 3.1.1.-1.

To correct an administrative error, page 3 of the Safety Evaluation (SE) has been revised to state
that consequences of the previously analyzed accident will be significantly decreased. The staff
finds this change acceptable. If you have any questions, please call me at (301) 415-3473.

Sincerely,

Original Signed by:

Alexander W. Dromerick, Senior Project Manager
Project Directorate I-1

Division of Reactor Projects - VII
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001
December 15, 1997

Mr. Charles H. Cruse

Baltimore Gas and Electric Company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
1650 Calvert Cliffs Parkway

Lusby, MD 20657-4702

SUBJECT: CALVERT CLIFFS NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2 -
CORRECTION TO SAFETY EVALUATION - AMENDMENT NOS. 222 AND 198

Dear Mr. Cruse:

On October 2, 1997, the Commission issued Amendment Nos. 222 and 198 to Facility Operating
License Nos. DPR-53 and DPR-69 for Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos 1 and 2. The
amendment reduced the moderator temperature coefficient limit shown to Technical
Specification Figure 3.1.1.-1.

To correct an administrative error, page 3 of the Safety Evaluation (SE) has been revised to state
that consequences of the previously analyzed accident will be significantly decreased. The staff
finds this change acceptable. If you have any questions, please call me at (301) 415-3473.

Sincerely,

.

Alexander W. Dromerick, Senior Project Manager
Project Directorate -1

Division of Reactor Projects - I/1l

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-317
and 50-318

Enclosure: Page 3 of SE

cc w/encl: See next page
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sole MTC limitation for core design and operation. The licensee pointed out
that although this consideration has Tittle effect on how BGE will design
their future cores, the proposed TS Timit on the maximum positive MTC as the
sole requirement for core design and operation, with respect to a limit on
positive MTC, helps to clarify Calvert Cl1iff's licensing basis. The staff
finds the statement of the licensing basis to be acceptable.

2.3 Staff Conclusion

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s proposed TS changes for Calvert Cliffs
Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2. Based on the staff’s evaluation of
the submittal of March 28, 1996, and the responses to request for additional
information, dated November 20, 1996, and July 31, 1997, the staff approves
the TS change to Figure 3.1.1-1 for Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant, Unit
Nos. 1 and 2. The proposed change makes the 1imit on the maximum positive MTC
more restrictive. From an operational standpoint, a more restrictive limit on
MTC will help mitigate the effect of plant transients of control of plant
parameters (e.g., reactor power, pressurizer pressure, pressurizer level,
etc.) Therefore, consequences of the previously analyzed accident will be
significantly decreased and the staff finds this change acceptable.

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission’s regulations, the Maryland State official
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comments.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendments change a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20. The NRC staff has determined that the amendments involve no
significant increase in the amounts, and no significant change in the types,
of any effluents that may be released offsite, and that there is no
significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation
exposure. The Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that the
amendments involve no significant hazards consideration, and there has been no
public comment on such finding (61 FR 20843). Accordingly, the amendments
meet the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR
51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b) no environmental impact statement or
environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with the issuance of
the amendments.

5.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations,
and (3) the issuance of the amendments will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.
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