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Baltimore Gas & Electric Company (BG&E) hereby requests discretionary enforcement of Unit No. 1
Technical Specification (TS) 3.7.6.1, "Control Room Emergency Ventilation System,” to allow
cleaning of Unit 2 Service Water Heat Exchanger No. 22. We request that we be allowed to operate
Unit | for two hours with both Control Room emergency ventilation systems inoperable before
applying TS 3.0.3. We believe that this is the safest course of action because it avoids the potential
safety consequences of unnecessary plant transients and the sccompanying operation risks and impacts.
The situation requiring this action is temporary and nonrecurring and cleaning of the heat exchanger at
power does not present any significant safety concerns.

Technical Specification 3.7.6.1, “Control Room Emergency Ventilation System,” requires that two air
conditioning units be operable. If one air conditioning unit is inoperable, it must be restored within 7
days or the plant must be shut down.

The Calvert Cliffs Control Room emergency ventilation system (CRHVAC) has two air conditioning
units. Onve unit (No. 11) is powered from a Unit | emergency bus and the other (No. 12) is powered
from a Unit 2 emergency bus.

We request discretionary enforcement of the LCO to allow power operation of Umt No. 1 for two hours
under the circumstances described below.

Calvert Cliffs Units | and 2 are both at full power operation.
Currently, the No. 11 air condition unit is inoperable and both Unit 1 and Unit 2 are in a 7 day Action

statement leading to plant shutdown. The No. 11 CRHVAC was taken out of service for maintenance
on Tuesday, August 24. The maintenance has been completed but post-maintenance testing has not
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been completed. That testing will take over 12 hours to perfurm. The Action statement for the No. 11
CRHVAC ends on Tuesday, August 31, at 05:15 a.m.. We foresee no problem in returning the No. 11
CRHVAC back to service before that time.

The differential pressure limit for the Service Water heat exchangers is a function of, among other
things, inlet water temperature. The inlet water comes from the Chesapeake Bay. The measurod
aifferential pressure across the No. 22 Service Water heat exchanger is very close to the limit and the
limit may drop over the weekend as Bay temperature increases. Normally, we would remove the heat
exchanger from service and clean it. Cleaning takes approximately 1 hour. However, the No. 22
Service Water heat exchanger supports operation of Emergency Diesel Generator No. 21 which is the
emergency power supply for the No. 12 CRHVAC.

The No. 22 Service Water heat exchanger can be removed from service and Unit 2 can enter TS 3.05
for two hours prior to beginning a shutdown. This is sufficient time to clean the heat exchanger and
return it to service. However, Unit 1 cannot enter TS 3.0.5 because it is a Unit 2 power supply that is
out of service. The BASES for TS 3.0.5 state, "This specification delineates what additional conditions
must be satisfied to permit operation to continue, i | w
sources, when a normal or emergency power source is not operable® (emphasis added). Unit 1 would
be in no Action statements for power sources and, therefore, TS 3.0.5 cannot be applied. If the heat
exchanger were taken out of service, Unit | would enter TS 3.0.3 which allows only 1 hour to correct
the condition. Voluntary entry into TS 3.0.3 for maintenance is not permitted.

We request a two hour discretionary enforcement of Unit | LCO 3.7.6.1 which will be used in parallel
with application of the two hour Action in TS 3.0.5 for Unit 2. This will be sufficient time to clean the
heat exchanger and restore No. 12 CKHVAC to operable status.

SAFETY_SIGNIFICANCE/POTENTIAL CONSEQUENCES

The shared Control Room for Units 1 and 2 will still have a CRHVAC unit capable of performing its
safety function for events not involving a loss of offsite power. Specifically, when the No. 22 Service
Water heat exchanger is taken out of service, the emergency power supply (No. 21 Emergency Diesel
Generator) will be inoperable. However, the likelihood of 2 loss of offsite power during the two hour
period is small. We are confident that the actions needed to return No. 21 Emergency Diesel Generator
to service can be completed within the two hour action time given in TS 3.0.5.

The maintenance on No. 11 CRHVAC has been completed and the unit is functional. It has run for
over 6 hours. However, it has not completed formal post-maintenance testing in accordance with our
procedures and is not considered operable.

While Unit 1 will legally have no operable CRHVAC units for two hours, there will be two CRAVAC
units available for use. One is functional, but not tested. The other is functional, but does not have an
emergency power supply. Should an accident occur during the two hours of this enforcement
discretion, we would be able to operate two (with offsite power) or one (with no offsite power)
CRHVAC unit. One CRHVAC unit is capable of maintaining the Control Poom within its design
basis. Therefore, this enforcement discretion has no safety significance and Juss not increase the
potential consequences of an accident.
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COMPENSATORY. ACTIONS

In order to reduce the possibility of losing offsite power, we will prohibit work in our switchyard
during the period of enforcement discretion.

DURATION OF THE ENFORCEMENT DISCRETION

We request that a one-time enforcement discretion be granted for two hours and be available for our use
unti! Tuesday, August 31 at 05:15 a.m. If the No. 11 CRHVAC is not returned to service by that time,
TS 3.0.3 requires that shutdown of both units begin within | hour.

The two hour duration for the Unit | enforcement discretion is based on the two hour action time in
Unit 2 TS 3.0.5 which will be applied in parallel.

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS

The proposed enforcement discretion has been evaluated against the standards in 10 CFR 50,92 and has
been determined to not involve a significaat hazards consideration, in that operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed enforcement discretion:

! Would not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accidens
previously evaluated.

The air conditioning units of the Control Room emergency ventilation system provide cooling
for recirculated Control Room air and protects the operators from exposure to hazardous
airborne materials. The proposed enforcement discretion will allow Unit 1 to operate for up to
two hours with no operable Control Room air conditioning units.

The Control Room emergency ventilation system is not a precursor to any accident. Failure of
the Control Room emergency ventilation system could increase the consequences of an accident
by interfering with the operation of the equipment or personnel in the Control Room.
However, even though the Control Room emergency ventilation system will technically be
inoperable, air conditioning unit No. 11 is functional but has not completed post-maintenance
testing and the No. 12 unit is functional but will not have an emergency power supply.
Therefore, one or both of the units could be brought into service in the event of accident and
there would be no increase in consequences.

Therefore, the proposed enforcement discretion does not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

ra

Would not create the possibility of a new or different type of accidemt from any accidems
previously evaluated.

The Control Room emergency ventilation system is not a precursor to any accident.

Therefore, the proposed enforcement discretion does not create the possibility of 3 new or
different type of accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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3 Would not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

The margin of safety supplied by the Control Room emergency ventilation system is the amount
of cooling and filtration provided by the system. The fiitration of the system is unaffected by
this temporary condition. The required cooling could still be supplied in the event of an
accident by the functional air handling units even though the units cannot be considered
operable according to the technical specifications. Therefore, the proposed enforcement
discretion does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

The granting of the requested enforcement discretion will not result in the release of any radioactive or
chemical materials to the environment. Neither will the granting of the requested enforcement
discretion change the operation of or limitations on radioactive or chemical waste processing systems.
Therefore, the granting of the requested enforcement discretion has no environmental consequences.

SAFETY COMMITTEE REVIEW

This request for enforcement discretion from TS 3.7.6.1 and our discussion of significant hazards
considerations have been reviewed by our Plant Operations and Safety Review Committee. They
concur that utilization of this enforcement discretion will not result in an undue risk to the health and
safety of the public.

Should you have any further questions regarding this matter, we will be pleased to discuss them with
you.

Very truly yours,
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