Following the NRC Staff’s initial review of this license

=

NRC STAFF PROPOSES TO GMEND RENEWED FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE AT THE

RT CALHOUN STATION, UNIT 1
The U.S. Nuclea.r Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff has recelved an |Icauon dated July 21, 2013, from Omaha Public Pow-
ar ’I:Ilstri (opeu e&le licensee), l:{y an exigent ehe ly nse for the Fort Calhoun Station,
nit 1, loca County,

roposed amendment would revise the Updated Safety Analysis Reron (USAR) for the design-basis tornado (DBT) and
mmado mlssiles to include Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.76, Revision 1, "Design-Basis Tornado and Tornado Mlsslles for Nuclear
Power Plants," and Power Corporation, Topical Report BC-TOP-9A, Revision 2, Se’nember 1974, | S
for Missile Impact.” As described in the license amendment application, the changes will revise the current Ilcensin basis
(CLB) pertaining to ﬁrotectlon from tornadoes and tornado-generated missiles. Section C of RG 1.76, Revision 1 lished
position for licensees to use in selecting the DBT and DBT~generated missiles that a nuclear power plant
should be designed to withstand to prevent undue risk to public health and safety. BC-TOP-9A, Revision Z“;Irovldes a method-
oloq{ approved by the Atomic Eneruy Commission (AEC) for evaluating the impact of tornado missiles.
icensee ensures that the A: t can reach safe shutdown and be in a safe condition during a torna-

do in accordance with Appendix G, Criterion 2, of the USAR.

5

in lts .lul 21, 2013 license 53{ ge ion against tornadoes fo r cer-
tain equipment. During equi ment in: ation and assodated reviews of t exlsting llcensln&!)asls and discussions with
the NRC staff, OPPD determ ned that it eeded to request the amendment described D explained that it r.lld not
submit me amendmem sooner because it had not previously concluded that prior NRC approval was required. OPPD noted

that these dges must be obtained to support plant startup and that due to the complex and integrated nature of the ac-
tivities requlre to recover from an extended outage, m extended delay ln a key actlv?ty would have a cascading, adverse
im| on the resumption of operations. Therefore, reg ested e amendment request be aF ocessed ul
der exigent clrcumstanc in accordance with para?raph 50. 1(a)(6) of Tltle 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR)
An “exigent” amendment reduces the time the public and State have to comment on the associated issue of "no s gnlﬂcant

hazards nslderatio and allows for notice to be provided through local media (e.g., a newspaper) instead of through the
Federal Register. 10 CFR 50. 91(a)(6)(l)(B)

The Commission” s ulation at 10 CFR 50.91(a)(1) requires that, at the time a

must provide to ommlsslon the licensee’s analysis about the issue of no sig lﬂ hmrds consideratlon usin agthe

standards in § 50. 92. which concern whether the proposed amendment (1) lnvolves a significant increase in the pi

or consequences of an acci pr or (2) creates the ss ibility of a new or dlfferent kind of accldent
y d; or (3) invol a significant reduction in a margin of saf

1} the inform:
Ing posed amendment involve a signlﬂmnt increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
Brevlously evaluat
esponse: No.

The proposed char;ge to the current lloenslng basis (CLB) utilizes current NRC guidance (i.e Regulatog Guide (RG) 1.76, Revl-
slon 1). re&aéhd{nf e c aracterlstlcs of the design basis tornado (DBT) and assoclated mis les and NRC-approved methodol-

~TOP-9A, Revlslon analysis thereof. These NI ;aapp roved documents will form
the basls for ensurlng that recentiy identified tornado missile targets are adequately protects

The proposed change does not increase the obahllitr or consequences of an accident prevlousl evaluated. The proposed
change is more comprehensive than the CLB as it will require consideration of the vertical velocity component of DBT mis-
siles, and use an approved methodology BC-TOP-9A for analyzing tornado missile lmpact. This wlll rrovlde a basis for analyz-
ing and protecting designated SSCs [structures, and com| using arriers to enable the plant to
reach safe shutdown and be maintained in a safe shutdown condition during a tomadn.

Therefore, the groposed change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident pre-
viously evaluated.

Proof of publication

AFFIDAVIT

State of Nebraska, County of Douglas, ss:

Kiley Petersen, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he/she is an employee of

[The Omaha World-Herald, a legal daily newspaper printed and published in the
county of Douglas and State of Nebraska, and of general circulation in the
Counties of Douglas, and Sarpy and State of Nebraska, and that the attached
printed notice was published two times in the said newspaper the first insertion
having been on July 24, 2013 and thereafter on July 25, 2013, and that said
newspaper is a legal newspaper under the statutes of the State of Nebraska. The
above facts are within my personal knowledge. The Omaha World-Herald has
an average circulation of 136,645 Daily and 170,486 Sunday, in 2013,

(Signed)%,f/ ,%é Title: Account Executive

Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this ‘Q (Q day of
i 2013,

2. Does the prop create the ibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
jously evaluated? §
Eesponse: No.
g‘r Bo ides the y basis for ing the CLB to uire compliance with RG 1.76, Revision 1
for the DBT and a associated r misslles, and use an approved methodolo?y BC-TOP-9A f or analyzing tornado missfie impact. The
proposed amendment does involve a change in ods governing plant operation. g} sed amendment requlres
consldefation of the vertical vel m:lt;s mponent of DBT misslles not presemly required hy the CLB. Designated SSCs are pro-
tected by barriers against the RG 1.76, Revision and associated missileés to ensure the plant can reach safe
be condition durinq a tornado.

No new i ions b are created. No new fallure of lated will e

ist. The proposed amendment ensures that i d SSCs are pr from the eﬂects of the DBT and associated mls-

silas in accordance with current NRC guidance.
Therefore, the amendment does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any previously evaluated.

2 RDoesotl;\le prﬁposed amendment involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed amendment provides the regulatory basis for chan ing the CLB to utlllze updated NRC guidance regarding the
4 S8Cs are fh'th

characte rlsti s of the DBT and associated missiles. Desl&l gmtected n accordance wi e most recent NRC

uidance an rove d as eqardln the characteristics of the DBT and DBT missiles and

ow to-an éz eir impact on structures, systems and components. roposed amendment does not alter the manner
in whlch saf ty limits or Ilmlﬁng sal stem settlngs are etermlned. safety analysis accertance criteria are not af-
fected b roposed amen ment. u proposed amendment does not change the design funct:lon of any e%télg
ment assum to operate in the event of an accident. The proposed change provides a basis for pmtectinq ignated S
in accordance with current NRC-guidance and approved methodologies to enable the plant to reach safe shut jown and be

condition during a tornado.

Therefore, the proposed amendment does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

has been
against the standards in § 50.92 and the NRC Staff has made a proposed prellmlnary) determlnatlon that the requested
amendment involves no significant hazards considerations. The chan?es do not significantly increase the ability or con-
sequences of any accident prevlousiy considered, nor of an accident o a dmeyent klnd nor significant-
I mﬂoaegg: '?ny margin of safety. The staff notes that the analyzed accidents can be found in Chapter 14 of the Fort Calhoun

|1 the roposed determination that the d lice n di invol no significant hazards consideration becomes
e staff will issue the amendment without first offering an opportunity for a public hearing. An opportunity for a hear-
g\g ewnlil be gubllshed in the Federal Register at a later date and any hearing request will not delay the effective date of the
m
If the staff decides in its final determination that the amendment does involve a significant hazards consideration, a notice
?g :g‘%% ndmlte‘ﬁ;‘a pri :J hearing will be published in the Federal Register and, if aghearing is granted, it will be held before
SSUL

Comments on the proposed determination of no significant hazards consuderatlon ma§ be (1) telephoned to Joseph M.

':.ebrosk¥ Senl ject M: r. Plant Licensing Branch IV, by collect call to 301 415-1132, or by facsimile to 301-415-1885,
fed sebros €.gov (3) submitted in n_g o the Chief, Rules, Announcements and Dlrectlves Branch,
)Ivlslon of Adm n ra ve ice of Admlnlstration. u. Nucl ear Regulatory Commission, Wash DC 20555-
0001. All comments received by close of business on July 25, 2013, from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal worxdays wlll be consid-
ered in reaching a final determination. A copy of the application dated July 21, 2013, may be examined e throu&h
the RCﬁ Agencywlde Docume Access and ment System (ADAMS) at Accession No. ML1320 3A136 in th

rary af a n -rm), adams ml and at the Commission’s Public Document Room (PDR), located at One
White Flint 7 | oc ville Pike (first floor), Rockvllle land. Persons who do not have ac-

cess to ADAMS or who encounter roblems in accessing the documents located in AbAM snould contact the NRC PDR Refer-
ence staff by telephone at 1 800 397 4209, or 301 4154737, or by e mail to pdr.resource@nrc.gov.

GENERAL NOTARY-State ol !lehraska /2
HILLARY ADI )
My Comm. Exp. Nawmbofn 2015
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