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STATE OF MISSOURI )
) 8 8
CITY OF 8T, LOUIS )

Donald F., Schnell, of lawful age, being first duly sworn
upon oath says that he is Senior Vice President-Nuclear and an officer
of Union Electric Company; that he has read the foregoing document and
knows the content thereof; that he has executed the same for and on
behalf of said compsny wvith full power and authority to do so; and
that the facts therein stated are true and correct to the best of his
knowledge, information and belief.

T .-

Senior Vica President
Nuclear

o L

/I:fb and sworn to before me this 7/of —— day
-Ql(ﬂt t i 1992,
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cC:

T. A. Baxter, Esq.

Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
2300 N. Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C., 20037

Dr, J. 0. Cermak

CFA, Inc,

18225-A Flower Hill Way
Gaithersburyg, MD 20879 5334

R. C. Knop

Chief, Reactor Project Branch 1
U.8., Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region III

799 Roosevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

Bruce Bartlett

Callaway Resident Office

U.:. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
RR#1

Steedman, Missourl 65077

L. R. Wharton (2)

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

1 White Flint, North, Mail Stop 13E21

11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852

Manager, Electric Department
Migsouri Public Service Commission
P.O. Box 160

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Ron Kucera

Department of Natural Resources
P.O, Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102
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DISCUSSION OF LICENSE CHANGE
AND
SAFETY EVALUATION

RISCUSSION OF LICENSE CHANGE

This amendment request proposes to revise the Callaway Facility
Operating License NPF-.0, Appendix B, Environmental Protection
Plan (Non-radiological), by removing Sections 2.3 and 4.3,
*Cultural Resources". Union Electric (UE) has developed and
maintains a management plan for the protection of cultural
re:durces on the Callaway Plant site including those within the
area of potential effects. This evaluation provides a summary of
the plan and the status and disposition or each portion of the
present Appendix B which addresses cultural resources.

Cultural Respurces Management Plan

A cultural resources management plan was developed for UE by
American Resources Group, Itd. in 1983 to protect the cultural
resources located on the C. llaway Plant Site. This program
protects the cultural rescurces by identification, land use
limitation, and avoidance. Union Electric has implemented this
plan through plant procedures and a coutract with the Missouri
Department of Conservation, which manages the residual lands.

The plan contains the following land use limitations:

- O All potentially e'igiole sites which are in forest
vegetation and all historic cemeteries are to be avoided.

2. Land altering activities are prohibited at all potentially
gignificant archaeclogical sites. These activities include
road construction, water line excavation, electrical and
telephone line excavations, transmission line construction,
pond and reservoir construction, building construction,
electrical transmission substation construction, cultivation
(deep plowing or chisel plowing), and silviculture.

3. Limited cultivation in the form of shallow discing is
permissible in order to meintain grass cover on those sites
which were pre.iously used for agriculture.

4. Coordination with the Environmental Services and
Radiological Engineering Departments of UE will occur well
in advance of any land use activities which may affect
potentially significant sites. These Departmente will
contact other regulatory agencies when appropriate.

- Phase II testing for the purpose of further evaluating
significance will not occur unless a potentially significant
site is threatesned by adverse effects.
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6. The architectural sites are not eligible for nomination to
the National Register of Historic Places and are not subject
to land use limitations.

7. There is the remcte possibility that the prehistoric and
historic archaeclogical sites congidered noneligible for
nomination vo the National Register may contain useful
information, Current land use may occur at these sites but
land altering activities are permitted only after
consultation with the proper authorities.

Union Electric has contracted with American Resources Group, Ltd.
to update our cultural resources management plan. This update
will not alter the plan with respect to the protection it
provides cultural resources. A copy of the updated plan will be
rrovided to the NRC and the Missouri State Historic Preserva.ion
Officer (SHPO) upon its completion.

Effects on Cultural Rerources

The following evaluation addresses tiue pections of Appendix B
which are being cemoved:

2.3 Cultural Resources

Section 2.3 states the importance of protecting cultural
resources located within the area of potential impact from
Callaway Plant and refers to Section 4.3 for program
recquirements., This Section can be deleted by virtue of the
completion of all program requirements contained in Section
4.3, and the continued protection of these resources as
provided by UE's cultural resources management plan.

4.3 Cultural Resources
4.3, A, Paragreph 1
This paragraph introduces the program requirements and can

be deleted by virtue of completion of the paragraphs that
follow.

4.3, A, Paragraph 2

The information necessury to initiate a determination of
eligibility request for sites 23CY20, 23CY¥352 and 23CY359
was provided to NRC by letter (ULNRC-1074) dated 3/26/8%
(Reference 1). This letter transmitted the Phase I7 Testing
Report on the three sites. Throughout the entire process,
information wae prepared in consultation with the Missouri
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) as evidenced by
the correspondence listed in References 2 through 9 to this
safety evaluation. An affirmative opinion from the SHPO
regarding the potential eligibility of the three sites for
inclusion in the National Kegister of Historic Places
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Judgements regarding whether there could be an effect are
based on the criteria of effect and adverse effect in the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation regulations
36CFR800.9(a-b) :

gt: 36CFRBUO.9(a)
"An uadertaking has an effect on a historic property when
the undertaking may alter characteristics of the property
that may qualify the property for inclusion in the National
Register. For the purposes of determining effect,
alteration to features of the property’'s location, setting,
or use may be relevant depending on the property's
significant characteristice and should be considered."

36CFR800.9 (b)
"An undertaking is considered to have an adverse effect when
the effect on a historic property may diminish the integrity
of the property’s location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling or association, Adverse effects on
historic properties include, but are not limited to:

1. Physical destruction, damage, or alteracion of all
or part of the property;

2. 1Isclation of the property from or alteration of the
character of the property’'s setting when that
character contributes to the property's
gqualification for the National Register;

3. 1Introduction of visual, audible or atmospheric
elements that are out of character with the
property or alter its setting;

4. Neglect of a property resulting in its
deterioration or destruction; and

5. Transfer, lease, or sale of the property."

Basically, if the undertaking could change the characteristics
that qualify the property for inclusicn in the National
Register in any way, it is conaidered to have an "effect."

If the potential activity could diminish the integrity of

such characteristics, it is considered to have an "adverse
effect." If there is no effect of any kind on the historic
properties, it is considered to have "no effect."

Keeping these criteria in mind, the current operation and
maintenance activities in the vicinity of the three sites
are as follows.

The railroad spvr is no longer in use and has been abandoned
in place. Therefore, no further operational or maintenance
activities will take place in the area of 23CY20. This site
has been fenced and any activity within the fence (other
than routine grass maintenance), is prohibited.
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The proposed changes reflect completion of required actions and
are, therefore, administrative in nature, Implementation of
these changes would not:

; Increase the probability of occuirence or the consequences
of an accident or malfunction of equipment important to
safety previously evaluated in the safety analysis report
(10CFRS50.59(2) (1)) .

The proposed changes are administrative in nature and have
no impact on safety-related structures, systems or
components. Therefore, there is no impact on the
probability of occurrence or the consequences of an accident
or malfunction of equipment previously evaluated.

25 Create the possibility for an accident or malfunction of a
different type -'han any evaluated previously in the safety
analysis report (10CFR50.59(2) (i1)).

The proposed change does not affect any of the assumptions
used in previous accident evaluations. All accidents
continue to be bounded by previous analyses and deletion of
satisfied Environmental Protection Plan requirements is
administrative and will therefore not introduce the
possibility of any new or difference kind of accident.

3 Reduce the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any
Technical Specification (10CFR50.59(2) (iii)).

The proposed changes are administrative and do not affect
the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any
Technical Specification

Conclusion

It has been determined that deletion of Sections 2.3 and 4.3 in
the Crllawey Plant Operating License, Appendix B, Environmental
Protection Plan does not constitute an unreviewed safety
guestion,

References

1. UE letter to NRC (ULNRC-1074) (3/26/85) - Transmitted Phase
I1 Testing Report (2/85) at sites 23CY20, 23CY3F2, and
23CY359 and a copy of 3/12/85 UE letter to SHPO.

2. SHPO letter to UE (12/30/82) - Comments on Draft 1982 Phase
I Survey ana Management Plan Reports.

2 SHPO letter to UE (8/2/23) - Comments on revised final draft
1983 Phase I Survey & Mairagement Plan Reports.

4. UE letter to SHPO (5/3/84) - Transmitted Final Phase I
Survey & Management Plan Reports & requested permission to
demolish architectural properties.
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SHPO letter to UE (5/1€/84) - Transmitted Missouri Historic
Preservation Program Cultural Resource Survey Project |
Summary Sheet to be filled out by UE and gave permission to
demolish architectural properties.

UE letter to SHPO (3/12/85) - Transmitted Phase II Testing
Report (2/85) ac sites 23CY20, 23CY352, and 23CY359 to SHPO
along with completed Nomination Forms and a request that
SHPO forward them to NRC.

SHPO letter to UE (5/16/85) - Transmitted SHPO comments on
Phase 11 Tegting Report & Nomination Forms.

UE letter to SHPO (7/25/85) - Transmitted topographic naps
as part of a response to SHPO 5/16/85 letter, This letter
is actually a follow-up *o UE 7/31/85 letter,

UE letter to SHPO (7/31/85) - Transmitted UE responses to
§/16/85 SHPO letter commenting on Phase II Testing.

UE letter to SHPO (4/2/90) - Transmitted agreement that 25
gites (including 23CY20, 23CY352 & 23CY359) are the only
sites 'Eligible’ on UE property. Returned signed by SHPO on
4/12/90,

ACHP letter to NRC (7/22/88) - Transmitted ACHP position on
eligibility de.2rmination. Suggested that all sites be
considered e€ligible & protected by the Management Plan,

UE letter to NRC (ULNRC-830) (5/23/84) - Transmitted Final
Phase I Survey & Management Plan Reports dated 4/84 and
10/83, respectively.

UE letter to NRC (ULNRC-2204) (4/27/90) - Transmitted 4/2/90
letter agreement between SHPO and UE to NRC.

NRC letter to IAS (regional office) (6/19/85) - Transmitted
Final Phase I Survey and Management Plan Reports, SHPO's
comments on earlier drafts and UE'e response to SHPO's
comments and asked IAS to review.

IAS letter to NRC (8/15/8%) - Comments on the 6/19/85
package.
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T There is the remote po. ibility that the prehistoric and
historic archaeclogical sites considered noneligible for
nomination to the National Register may contain useful
information. Current land use may occur at these sites but
land altering activities are permitted only after
consultation with the proper authorities.

Union Electric has determined that this change is administrative
in nature and will have no environmental impact. Cultural
Rerources on the Callaway Site are located outside the Plant
Protecced Area. There are no impacts on safety-related structures
systems or components. The program requirements of the Cultural
Resources Management Plan address the possible nonradiological
environmental impacts of plant operation and maintenance. There
ie no impact on the continued safety of the Callaway FPlant by
deleting these program requirements from Appendix B.

3 a3 H 48 Conaid .

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration because operation of Callaway Plant in accordance
with chis change would not:

& Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated
(LOCFR50.92(n) (1) ).

The proposed changes ave administrative in nature and have

no impact on safety-related structures, systems or components.
There” 're, there is no impact on the probability of occurrence
or the conjequences of an accident or malfunction of equipment
previcusly evaluated.

25 Creace the possibility <f a new or different kind of accident
from any previously evaluated (10CFR50.92(c) (2)).

The proposed change does .c affect any of the assumptions
used in previous acciu .t evaluations. All accidents
continue to be bounded by previous analyses and deletion of
satisfied Environmeatal Protection Plan requirements is
administ.rative and will therefore not introduce the
possibility of any new or differen: kind of accident.

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety
(10CFRS50.92(¢) (3)).

The proposed changes are administrative and do not affect
the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any
Technical Specification.

Congclusion

On the basis of the abce, Union Electric has determined that the
amendment request does not involve a gsignificant hazards
consideration.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

ANTRODUCTION

Pursuant to the Callaway Plant Operating License, Appendix B,
Section 5.3, the following assessment of environmental impact has
been prepared.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The regquirements in Sections 2.3 and 4.3 of Appendix B, have been
addressed by studies previougly rubmittad to the NRC or as
discugsed in the accompanying safety evaluatirn. As all one-time
studies have been completed with acceptable results, sh)iw no
effect on cultural resources from the undertaking, and afford
continuing protection of cultural resources within the area of
potential effects, the requirements in Appendix B have been
satisfied and may therefore be deleted as fully discussed in the
safety evaluacion.

The proposed chanyes reflect completion of required actions and
are, therefore, administrative in nature. The changes involve no
gignificant hazards consideration; there is no significant change
in the types or significant increase in the amounts of any
effluents that may be released offsite; and there is no
gignificant increase in individual or cumulative occupational
radiation exposure.

CONCLUSION

On the #bove basig, Union Electric has determined that the
proposed changes will have no significant environmental impact
and believes that the amendment meets the eligibility criteria
for categorical exclusion set forth in 10CFRS51.22(c) (9).



