BALTIMORE
GAS AND
ELECTRIC

CHARLES CENTER @ PO BOX 1475 @ BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21203.-1475

Gronoe ¢ CREEL
VitE PRisWint March 28, (991

Nutitan Entrps

fED wuLy

U, 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 205558

ATTENTION: Document Control Desk

SUBJECT: Calvert Cliffs Noclear Power Plant
Unit Nos. 1 & 2. Docket Nos. 50-317 & 50-318
Reguest [or Amendment

Gentlemen:

The Baltimore Gas and Electric Company hereby requests an Amendment to its Operating License
Nos. DPR-53 and DPR-69 for Calvert Cliffs Unit Nos. 1 and 2, respectively, with the submittal of
these proposcd changes,

- Al L]

The proposed amendments will make editorial changes and administrative corrections o the
Licenses and Technical Specifications for both Unit 1 and Unit 2,

BACKGROUND

The original Technical Specifications for Calvert Cliffs Units 1 and 2 had many pages which v ere
identical in content and annotated with both unit numbers. As changes have been made (o the
Technical Specifications, the annotations remain on pages which are not iden’.cal anymore. Many
pages throughout the Technical Specifications are also double-sided. This situation has contributed
to copying and amendment numbering problems. This amendment request is submitted in an effort
to ehixinate the administrative probiems that both of these situations have created and to make
several edicrinl changes. In addition, several administrative corrections have been identified which
ar¢ included. Both the editorial changes and the administrative corrections are detailed in
subsequent sections.
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This amendment will make the following editorial changes throughout the Licenses and Technical
Specifications for Units 1 and 2:

‘ Make all pages Unit specific
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. Make all pages single-sided

‘ Remove all intentionally blank pages

¢ Renumber pages which are alpha-numeric

. Place Defined Terms (Section 1.0) in alphabetical order

‘ Capitalize the first letter of system names

‘ Change the Index to the Table of Contents

. Place numbers by the LCOs so they are consistent with the Table of Contents

. Renumber the Figures and Tables so they are in numerical order and change
references accordingly

‘ Correct obvious typographical e

. R smove outdated footnote:

In sddition ‘o the editorial changes, this amendment will make several corrections involving
discreparzies in both sets of Technical Specifications. These were determined to be administrative in
noture after being rescarched to ensure that they do not constitute a substantive change to the
1echnical Specifications, The requested corrections are briefly described below with the detailed
Justification discussed in the fouoving section:

1. Table 2.2-1 (Units 1 & 2)

2 Bases 2.1.2 (Unit 1)

3 Section 3/4.1.1.1 (Units | & 2)

4, Specification 4.1.1.1.1 (Unit 1)

& Table 3.3-3 (Unit 2)

6. Table 3.3-5 (Unit 2)

Correct the tymgtarhical error which changed the
units for the Thermal Margin/Low Pressure Allowable
Value Limit from "psia” to "psig".

Correct the typographical error which tre.asposed the
hydrotest pressure for the Reactor Coolant System
from "3125 psia® to "3215 psia” in Bases 2.1.2.

Reinsert the asterisk (*) that provides application of
the footnote in 3/4.1.1.1 to each of the three references
(0 "the limit line of Figure 3.1-1b",

Add the word "line" after limit in this Surveillance
Requirement.

Muke & more complete entry for Auxiliary Feedwater
Actuation System of Table 3.3-3,

Reinsert note (1) of Table 3.3-8 as referenced by item
4.a of the Table.
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The administrative corrections have been researched to ensure that they are administrative in nature
and do not constitute a substantive change to the Technical Specifications. Details follow,

1.

'A

Table 2.2-1 (Units 1 & 2)

Technical Specification Table 2.2-1, item 9.a, indicates an allowable value for the
Thermal Margin/Low Pressure trip setpoint limit of 1875 psig. This limit should be
1875 psia to be consistent with the Bases for this section. The discrepancy with the
limit in question was apparently inserted by Amendment Nos. 71 and 61 for Units 1
and 2, respectively. The suomittal did not request a change to the limit in question,
but did identify that a change to the Bases was needed. This change was discussed ‘n
the NRC Safety Evaluation Report for Amendments 71 and 61 where iv was
identified as 1875 psia.  Since the limit of 1875 psig is inconsistent within the
amendment, and with the requests for amendment upon which it was based, BG&E
requests that the trip setpoint limit of 1875 psia be correctly inserted into Table 2.2-1.

Bases 2.1.2 (Unit 1)

Unit 1 Technical Specification Bases 2.1.2 currently states that the “entire RCS is
hydrotested at 3215 psia.” The correct pressure is 3125 psia. With the issuance of
Amendment 130 (Unit 1) this number was transposed from 2125 psia to 3215 psia.
The amendment request had not involved this arca. Since no bases exists for this
change in pressure, BO&E requests that the pressure be restored to show the correct
pressure as it appeared prior to Amendment 130

Section 3/4.1.1.1 (Units 1 & 2)

Three references to Footnote * in the Limiting Condition for Operation and
Surveillance Requirements for Technical Specification 3/4.1.1.1 were inadvertently
omitted from the final pages which were issued with Amendment Nos. 130 and 123
for Units 1 and 2, respectively. The footnote remains on Technical Specification
page 3/4 1-1 and continues to be applicable to the Technical Specification. Since no
basis exists  for the omission, BG&E  requests  that  the  Technical
Specification 3/4.1.1.1 be corrected to reflect its pre-Amendment Nos. 130 and 123
references to the footnote.

Specification 4.1.1.1.1 (Unit 1)

The word “line” in the first sentence of Surveillance Requirement 4.1,1.1.1 was
inadvertently omitied in Amendment No. 130 for Unit 1. The word was included in
the amendment request but was apparently not transferred to the final pages issued
with the amendment. Since no basis exists for this omission, BG&E requests that the
word “line" be placed in the Surveillance Requirement as originally requested.

Table 3.3-3 (Unit 2)

Unit 2 Technical Specification Table 3.3-3, item 9 and 9.a were not correctly
transposed from the amendment request to the amendment. The amendment
request changed the values within the table itself, however upon issuance of the
amendment, the phrase "Actuation System" was not included in item 9 and the term
“(Trip Buttons)" was not included on ‘tem 9.a. As there is no basis for the omission of
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these items from Table 3.3-3, BGAE requests that items 9 and 9.a be returned to
their pre-amendment terminology and that the acronym "AFAS" be included also, for
consistency with Unit 1.

Table 3.3-5 (Unit 2)

Footnote (1) in Technical Specification Table 3.3-5, as applied to item 4.4 in
Amendment Nos. 54 and 37 for Units 1 and 2, respectively, was inadvertently omitted
from a subse&uxcm Unit 2 request for amendment. This request was approved, with
the error, as Unit 2 Amendment No. 61. The error in reference resulted from the
incorrect use of an outdated version of the affected page in developing a markup.
Later submittals also failed io identify the missing footnote. Item 4.a continues (o
reference the footnote and it is needed in the table. Since no basis exists for the
omission, BG&E requests that Table 3.3-5 be corrected by reinserting the footnote.

Tuble 3,36 (Units | & 2)

In Technical Specilication Table 3.3:6 the Alarm/!‘rig Setpoint for item 1.a is
currently given as 200 mrhr. The correct Setpoint is 220 me/hr. 1t was determined
that this trip setpeint was correctly issued in Amendment Nos. 99 and 81 for Units 1
and 2, respectively.  However, other discrepancies were identified within that
amendment for Table 3.3:6 which were subsequently corrected. When the corrected
nages were issued 10 address the other discrepancies, the setpoint for item |.a.0 was
inadvertently listed as 200 me/hr. Since no basis exists for this discrepancy, BG&E
re?)uuu that item Lai in Table 3.3:6 be restored to the correct trip setpoint of
220 mr/hr, as approved by Amendment Nos. 99 and 81.

Table 434 (Units 1 & 2)

Item 3 under INSTRUMENTS AND SENSC LOCATIONS (Table 4.3-4) has
never had a title.  All other information under INSTRUMENTS AND SENSOR
LOCATIONS in this table is identical to that in Table 3.3-7. It is clear from
comparing the two tables that Item 3 of Table 4.3-4 should have the title "Seismic
Acceleration Recorder.” BG&E requests that the title be added to this table for both
units.

Table 3.3-11 (Units 1 & 2)

Technical Specification Table 3.3-11 currently lists information which is contrary to
actual plant configuration. This information includes an incorrect room number (106
should be 116 for Unit 1), transposed detector numbers (Room 111 should have 0
FLAME a: ' 1 SMOKE detector, while Rooms 112/114 should bave 4 FLAME and 0
SMOKE detectors), and a duplicate listing (Room 113 is Unit 1 only; delete from
Unit 2 list). The information was correctly listed in the amendment requests, but was
apparently ‘ncorrectly transferred with the pages provided for issuance of
Amendment Nos. 109 and 92 for Units 1 and 2, respectively. Since no basis exists for
this discrepancy, BG&E requests that the Technical Spe cifications be corrected to
reflect the table listings as originally requested.
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10.

1.

12.

13,

Table 3.6-1 (Unit 2)

The solation times associated with Containment Isolation Valves for Penetration 1A
in Technical !_Slg:ciﬁcatiun Table 3.6-1 were inadvertently omitted in Amendment 47
for Unit 2. values were correctly listed in the amendment request but were
arpawm not transferred with the paga zrovidcd for issuance of the amendment.
Since no basis exists for this omission, BG&AL requests that the isolation time values
for Penetration 1A be included in the Table 3.6-1 to correctly reflect the Table values
as originally requested.

Specification 4.6.5.1 (Units 1 & 2)

The original request for Amendment Nos. 109 and 92 for Units 1 and 2, respectively,
called for the Surveillance Requirements for the Limiting Condition for
Oﬁzration 3.6.5.1 1o be numbered as 4.6.5.1 and 4.6.5.2. However, this numbering
scheme causes confusion as the Surveillance Requirement for LCO 3.6.5.2 is also
numbered 4.6.5.2. In other words, there are currently two Surveillance Requirements
numbered 4.6.5.2. In order to eliminate possible confusion, BG&E requests that the
Surveillance Requirements for LCO 3.6.5.1 be renumbered t0 4.6.5.1.1 and 4.6.5.1.2.

Speeification 3.7.1.1.a (Unit 1)

Unit 1 Technical Specification Action statement 3.7.1.1.a and the corresponding
Unit 2 Technical Specification provide specific actions to be taken with main steam
line code salety valves inoperable. Unit 2 Action statement 3.7.1.1.a concludes with
"otherwise, be in at least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours and in COLD
SHUTDOWN within the next 30 hours.” However, Unit 1 currently concludes this
Action statement with "otherwise, be in at least HOT STANDBY within the
following 30 hours ' Research into the reason for this discrepancy found that prior to
Amendment No. 104 (Unit 1) these two Action statements were similarly worded.
Amendment No. 104 requested a change to this page but did not affect the Action
statement of concern. ¢ new page provided with the amendment omitted the
phrase "next 6 hours and COLD SHUTDOWN within the". This apparently was an
error in transcription, Since no basis exists for the discrepancy, BG&E requests that
Unit 1 Technical Specification Action statement 3.7.1.1.a be restored to its pre-
Amendment No. 104 wording.

Section 3/4.78 (Unit 1)

The Action requirement for Technical Specification 3.78.1  relerences
Specification 4.7.8b and ¢. Specifications 4.7.8b und ¢ do not exist. Examination of
the subjects involved clearly shows that the reference should be to
Specilications 4.7.8.1.b and ¢. Similarly, Surveillance Requirements 4.7.8.1.b and ¢
cach contain reference to Specification 4.7.8.d, which should be 4.78.1.d. These
identical changes were made to Calvert Cliffs Unit 2 Technical Specifications by
Amendment No. 119 on March 24, 1989, included with substantive changes that were
specific to Unit 2. BG&E requests that these references be corrected in the Unit 1
Technical Specifications,
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14, Specification 4.9.12.¢ (Units 1 & 2)

Amendment Nos. 142 and 125 for Units 1 and 2, respectively, included changes
involving in-place testing of HEPA filters and charcoal adsorbers. The testing
reference was changed from ANSI N510-1975 to certain parts of Regulatory
Guide 1.52 itn many parts of the Technical Specifications. In the last paragraph of
Specification 4.9.12.¢c. the Regulatory Guide number was inadvertently omitted for
both units when final pages were prepared. BG&E requests that the Regulatory
Guide number be added to Specification 4.7.12.¢ for cach unit,

15, Section 3/4.12.1 (Units 1 & 2)

The Limiting Condition for Operation title "3/4.12.1 Monitoring Program" ““as
omitted from the issuance of Amendment Nos. 105 and 86 for Units 1 an. 2,
respectively.  The title wae correctly listed on the amendment request but it was
appatently not transferred with the pages provided for the issuance of the
amendment. Since no basis exists (or this omissicn, BO&E requests that the title be
included to correctly refer to the Limiti ¢ Condition for Operation and to correspond
with the Table of Contents,

16. Bases 3/4.2.2,3/4.23,3/42.4 (Unit 1)

The Bases section for Unit 1 Technical Specifications 3/4.2.2, 3/4.2.3, and 3/4.24
contains wording which has been inadvertently duplicated on succeeding pages. This
wording had also been inaccurately transferred from page B3/4 2-2 10 B3/4 21 in the
past. ¢ wording in question was correct when issued as Amendment No, 39
Amendment 104 resulied in this text being transferred from page B3/42-2 1o
B3/4 2-1. During the transfer, the word "not" was inadvertently inserted into the last
paragraph of the current page B34 2:1. On September 29, 1989, unrelatea changes
were rmuwod o page B34 2.2, These Unit | changes were inappropriately
identified in that a Unit 2 page was marked up. The Unit 2 page still contained the
wording in question. The Unit 1 Bases revision was subsequently issued resulting in
the wording in question being re-inserted on Unit | page B3/4 2.2, The discrepancy
was identified at that time, Since ne basis exists for this discrepancy, BG&E requests
that the Technical Specification Bases be corrected to delete the duplicated text and
reflect the pre-Amendment No. 104 wording,

17, Bases 3/4.7.1.6 (Units 1 & 2)

The Amendment Request, dated July 30, 1981, for Amendment Nos. 59 and 41,
Units 1 and 2, respectively, requested the deletion of the Limiting Condition for
Operation 3.7.1.6 and the Surveiilance Requirement 4.7.1.6. However, it neglected
to request deletion of the corresponding Bases.  Since Limiting Condition for
Operation 3.7.1.6 and Surveillance Requirement 4.7.1.6 have been deleted and there
is no longer the need for Bases 3/4.7.1.6, BG&E requests that this Bases section be
deleted from the "t echnical Specifications.

18, Specification 6.4.1 (Units 1 and 2)

apecification 6.4.1 contains a reference 1o Appendix “A" of 10CFR Part §5.
Appendix "A" of 10 CFR Part 55 has been changed to 10 CFR §5.59(¢), as indicated
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19,

20,

in paragraph (H)(i) of Federal Regisier notice 52FR9453. BG&E requests that
specification 6.4,1 be changed accordingly for both units,

Specification 6.5.2.2 (Unit 2)

Amendment Nos. 43 and 26 for Units 1 and 2, respectively, called for changes to the
composition of OSSRC.  The entire change was incorporated into the Unit |
Technival Specification 6.5.2.2.  However, a portion of the change (“and shall
collectively have expertise in all arzas of 6.5.2.1") was not incorporated into the
Unit 2 Technical Specification.  As no basis exists for this discrepancy, BG&E
requests that the missing phrase be included in 6.5.2.2 of Unit 2,

Specification 6.10.2 (Units | & 2)

Amendment Nos, 108 and 91 for Units 1 and 2, respectively, deleted Section 6,13
"Environmental Qualification”. Section 6.13 contained schedule requirements for
completion of activities involving the environmental qualification of electrical
equipment important to safety that had already passed. Moreover, environmental
qualification requirements had been incorporated in 10 CFR 50.49 and thus did not
need Lo nppcnr‘rn the Technical Specifications. The amendment request neglected to
request the deletion of 6.10.2, Ttem 1, which is also related to environmental
qualification and which references paragraph 6,13, The current paragraph 6.13 now
contains information regarding  "System lnlcyrity“. This is obviously re. renced
incorrectly as "Environmental Qualification” through 6.10.2, Item | Since
10 CFR 50.49()) duplicates and supersedes this Technical Specification, and to
eliminate the discrepancy caused by 6.10.2, Item |, BO&E requests that 6.10.2, ftem |
be deleted.

The proposed changes and corrections have been eviduated against the standards of 10 CFR 50.92
and have been determined to not involve a significan: hazards consideration, in that the operation of
the faeility in accordance with the proposed amendraent:

(h

(2)

Would not involve a significar: increase in the probability or consequence of an
accident previously evaluated.

The proposed changes and corrections are editorial and administrative and do not
constitute a substantive change to the Technical Specifications,  Therefore, the
changes and corrections do not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequence of an accident previously evaluated

Waondld -~ ereate the possibility of a new or different type of accident from any accident
previously evaluated,

The proposed changes and corrections do not modify the plant's conliguration or
operation as they are editorial and administrative.  As a result, no new accident
initiators are introduced. Therefore, the changes and corrections do not create the
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possibility of a new or different type of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

(3) Would not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
As the proposed changes and corrections are editorial and administrative and do not

constitute a substantive change to the Technical Specifications, the margin of safety is
not affected.

SCHEDULE

These changes are requested to be approved as soon as practicable. Issuance of this amendment
does not have an impact on continued plant operation.

These proposed changes to the Technical Specifications and our determination of significant hazards
have been reviewed by our Plant Operations and Safety Review Committee and our Off-Site Safety
Review Committee, and they have concluded that implementation of these changes will not resuli in
an undue risk to the health and safety of the pubiic.
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Very truly yours, /

-—— /’/ ;' /

STATE OF MARYLAND :
¢t TO WIT @
COUNTY OF CALVERT '

o o
I hereby certify that on the _ 007 day of
Public of the State of Maryland n and for . personally
appeared George C. Creel, being auly sworn, and stales that resident of the Baltimore

as and Electric Company, a corporation of the State of Maryland; that he provides the foregoing
response for the purposes therein set forth; that the statements made are true and correct (o the best
of his knowledge, information, and belief; ard that he was authorized to provide the response on
behalf of said Corporation,

, 1991, before me, the subscriber, a Notary

AV oA A
WITNEBS my Hand and Notarial Scal: f U L ( (L ,_{ ¢ /}/ i L
Notary Public
PRI B - 7. "
My Commission Expires: '—)4 LA o (N LL Zg
Yite
GOC/IMD/imd/dim

ce: D. A. Brune, Esquire
J. E. Silberg, Esquire
R. A. Capra, NRC
D. G. McDonald, Jr., NRC
T. T. Martin, NRC
L. E. Nicholson, NRC
R. 1. McLean, DNR
J. H. Water, PSC



