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January 14, 1992

U. 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

ATTN: Document Control Desk

Mail Station P1-137

Washington, D.C. 20555 ULNRC= 2546

Gentiemen:

DOCKET NUMBER 50-483
CALLAWAY PLANY

RELAXED AXIAL OFFSET CONTROL
References: 1. WCAP~10216-Pa, "Relaxation of Constant

Axial Offse. Control and F
Surveillance Technical Spcgification,"
June 1983

2. Kansas Gas and Electric Company letter
KMLNRC 86~013 dated January 20, 1986

3. NRC letter dated April 22, 1986
transmitting Amendment No. 1 to Wolf
CreeX Generating Station FOL No. NPF-42

4., ULNRC~-2439 dated July 19, 1991

5., ULKRC~-2196 dated April 12, 199%0

Union Electric Company herewitn transmits an
application for amendment to Facility Operating License
No. NPF-30 for the Callaway Plant.

This amendment application includes revisions
to Technical Specification Table 2.2-1 as well as
Bections 3/4.2.1, 4.2.2.2 through 4.2.2.4, and 6.9.1.9
and associated Bases in order to implement relaxed axial
offset contrel (RAOC) for Cycle 6 at Callaway. The RAOC
methodology has been previously reviewed and approved as
discussed in Reference 1 above. The attached amendment
application is similar to that submitted and approved for
Wolf Creek Generating Station in References 2 and 3
above.

As discussed in Reference 4, the process
described in WCAP-12935, "Large Break LOCA Power
Distribution Methodology," will be used during each
reload design to ensure that the chopped cosine power
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2.4.1 The Axial Flux Difference (AFD) Limite are provided in
Figure 3.
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distribut.on remains liniting for large brean "OCA, In
this process, each powver dictribution calculated in the
core design will be evaluated to determine whethnr it is
more limiting than thu chopped cosine power Jistribution,
With implementation of the WCAP-~1293% methoivlogy,
top~skeved axial power distrcibutions which are
potentially more limiting than the chupped cct ine power
distribution used In the large breal LOCA analysis will
bs precluded from >ccurring bv the design and/cr W(z)
surveillunce factors. As such, it is expected that the
100°'F PCT panaliy discussed In Reference 4 will not apply
to Cytle 6 with RAOC or to future cycles.

The vallaway Plant O'~8ite Roview Commjittse and
the Nuclear Safety Rrview Board have reviewed this
amendment application. Attachments 1 through 5 proviue the
Safety Evaluation, Signlficant Pazards Evaluation,
Environmental Consideration, proposed Technical
Speciticitioun revisions, and prelininary Cycle 6 Core
Operating Limitn Report ,COLR) changes, respectively. in
support of this amendmert request. Tue Callaway Cyclie €
COLK will be provided t» you at a later date., It has
been detarmin~d that this amendmenc application does not
anvolve an unreviewed safety guestion 48 determinel per
17°CFN50.59 nov a significant haxard conscideration as
detorm’'.ned per 10CFR50.92. cssuant to 10CHRS1.22(b), nn
enircnmental impact statenent or environmental
asserament nerd be prepared in =onnection with the
issvarce of this amendaent.

Approval of this ameniment applicution is
needed by May 15, 1992 orior tu startup for Cycle 6, 1If
you have ary questions un this amendment application,
please contact us.

Very truly yours,

)i

Donald F. Schnell
GGY/plh
Attachments: Safety Evaluation
Significant Hazards Evaluation
Environmental Consideration
Proposed Technical Specification

Revisions
5 =« Preliminary Cycle 6 COLR Changes
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ATTACHMENT 1

SAFETY EVALUATION FOR

RELAXED AXIAL OFFSET CONTROL (RAOC)

ULNRC- 2546
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SAFETY EVALUATION

This amendment application includes revieions to Technical
Specification Table 2.2-1 as well as Sections 3/4.2.1, 4.2.2.2
through 4.2.2.4, and 6.9.1.9 and associated Bases in order to

lement Relaxed Axial Offset Control (RAOC) for Cycle € at
Callaway Plant. Implementation of RAOC at Callaway will be in
accordance with WCAP-10216-PA which has been previously reviewed
and approved by the NRC,

1.0 BACKGRQUND
The following discuseion briefly describes the present
methodal of axial power distribution contrel and the

proposed alternative.

1.1 Constant Axial Offset Control (CAQOC)

Axisl power distribution control at the Callaway Plant
ie currently achieved by Constant Axial Offeet Control
(CAOC) . This metbndology was developed and describeu
in WCAP-8385 (Proprietary) and WCAP-B8403
(Non-proprietary). This method asgures peaking tactore
and DNBR remain below the accident analysis limite.

The CAOC strategy developed in thig tepical report does
this v maintaining the axial flux difference (AFD or
delta-4) within a band of +3%, -12% around a measured
target value during normal plant operation (including
power change maneuvers). By controlling the axial
power dietribution, the possible skewing of the axial
xenon distribution ie iimited, thus minimizing xenon
oscillations and their effecte on the power
distribution.

The AFD is a measure of axial power distribution
skewing to the top or bottom hall of the corve. It is
ve.y sensitive to core-related parameters such as
control bank position, core power level, axial burnup,
and zxial xenon distribution. The limits on AFD assure
that the Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor FQ(Z) i8 not
exceeded during either normal operation®or in the event
of xenon redistribution following power changes. They
are used in the nuclear design process and assumed in
the safety analyses as a boundary of possible initial
condition axial power shapes. Operation outside these
limits during Condition I operation influ .nceg the
poseible power shapes and results in Condition II
transients. Condition II transiente, assumed to begin
from within the AFD limits, are used to confirm the
adequacy of Overpower Delta-T (OPDT) and
Overtemperature Delta-T (OTDT) trip setpoints.

.






Each power sir ¢~ gimnerated is examined to see if LOCA
limits are met or exceeded. The standard Westinghouse
synthesis methods for core peaking factors are used, aw
described in WCAP-8385., The result of this .4wmination
i8 ¢ delta-1 range as a function of power which meets
the LOCA limits. The power shapes within thie range
are then examined to ascertain whether theg meet the
thermal-hydraulic constrainte imposed by the loss of
flow accident (LOFA) and the limite are revised
accordingly.

The effect of the widened delta-1 band on the
consequences of the anticipated transients discussed in
WCAP-90216-PA is next investigated. The analyses
consist of choosing initial power distributions from
the allowed power ve. delta-1 domain, being careful to
include the entire domain, and performing the transient
calculation with each distribution. The axial power
rhapes are preserved from each "snapshot" in the event,
and core peaking factors are synthesized by the
« “sndard procedure. The results are examined for
-ations of peak power density and DNB limits., At
«laway, the OTDT trip will be altered to provide
protection by changing the f,(delta-1) penalty function
as discussed below.

2.0 LICENSING BASLS
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The CAOC methodelogy ie presently incorporated into the
Callaway Technical fpecification Sections 3/4.2.1 Axial Flux
Difference and 3/4.2.2 Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor - F_(2)
Surveillance Requirements, The Callaway Plant also uti¥izes
the COLR. The use of this document is established in
Technical Specification Section 6.9.1.9. Preliminary Cycle
6 COLR changes are included in Attachment 5,

FSAR Sections 4.3 and 4.4 also provide a licenging basis,
The specific sections that deal with power distribution
centrol methodologies are: 4.3.2.2.4 Axial Power
Distributions; 4,3.2.2.6 Limiting Power Distributions;
4.3,2.7.6 Stability Control and Protection; and 4.4.4.3.2
Axial Heat Flux Distributions.

TECHNICAL SPECLFICATION CHANGES

Implementation of RAOC requires the alteration of the
Technical Specifications, as shown in Attachment 4. The
negative £, (delta-I) penalty in Technical Specification
Table 2.2-1, Note 1 for the OTDT trip setpoint will be
changed to assure the validity of the design basie analysis.






4.

(MERITE) have demonstrated that a comparison of the safety
limit and the meagured FQ(Z) without adjustments for plant
maneuvers is required,

The footnote for Surveillance Requirement 4.2.2.2.d.1 is
modified to clarify the timing required for obtaining a
power distribution map during startup at the beginning of
each cycle and to state that extended operation ie defined
ag expected operation at a power level for greater than 72
hours. The intent of this footnote ie to allow the plant to
escalate without undue impedance while still assuring
consistency with the safety analysis values. The 72 hour
limit preventp sustained operations at high power levelas
without verification of the FO(Z) pafety limit.

To afford additional flexibility Surveillance Rejuirement
4.4,2.,2.1.2.a 18 added. It provio.s the option of an AFD
operzting space reduction while maintaining the same
surveillance power level. This revision is consistent with
WCAP-10216-PA,

Spociticntiﬁnn 4.2.2.3,a and 4.2.2.4.c are revised to define
k{z) and F, (Z), a® done in Specification 4.2.2.2.¢. VFor
RAFDO erﬁtion, Surveillance Requirement 4.2.2.4.f.1 ig
added which allows a return to normal operation in the event
that sufficient margin is not available to remain in RAFDO.
This requirement clarifies the action necespary - the event
the plant can no longer remain in RAFDO.

Specification 6.9.1.9 is reviped to refl . the change to
RAOC, i.e., RAFDO only target band and RauLC references.
Figure B3/4.2-1 is deleted mince it is not applicable to
RAOC operation, The basis for AFD B3/4.2.1 is also modified
to describe how RAOC and RZ 'DO allow operation at the
maximum permissible power and AFD consistent with safety
analyser. It also describes how the computer alarms
functica for RAOC application. The basis notes that two
alarme exist. The firet alarm indicates operation outside
the PADC operating wpace while the mecond indicates
oper(tion outside RAFDO,

EVALUNTIONS

Both the AFD bands and the OTDT trip setpoints have been
verified by the RAOC analysis and the Callaway Cycle 6
Reload Safety Analysise Checklist (RSBAC), in accordance with
the approved WCAP-9272-PA methodology. No other changes to
the current limite are necessary for the Cycle 6
implementation of RAOC,
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It hae been confirmed that none of the Process Measurement
Accurac{ (PMA) terms nor any of the Delta-I channel terms
listed in the setpeint calculations of Reference 5 will be
affected by this clange to RAOC, Only the positive t1
(delta-I) OTDT penalty term, unaffected by the change™lo
RAOC and remaining at 1,89% delta-T per percent delta-I, ie
used in the OTDT getpoint calculations gince it ie more
limiting in the transient analyses. As such, there will be
no change to the OTDT setpoints (i.e., trip setpoint,
allowable value, total allowance, Z and 8 terms) in
Technical Specification Table 2.2-1,

4.1 LOCA and LOCA-Related Evaluations

The change from CAOC to RAOC has been evaluated for
Callaway Cycle 6 operation for impact upon the LOCA
satety analyses. The LOCA and LOCA-related accident
analyses remain valid for the RAOC implementation given
the above farametor charges and their effect on the
llf.t{ analysis limits. RAOC does not affect the
normal plant operating parameters, the safeguards
systems actuations, the accident mitigation
capabilities important to a LOCA, the assumptions used
in the LOCA-related accidents, nor create conditions
more limiting than those assumed in tnese analyses.

4.2 Non-LOCA Related Evaluations

The effect on the non-LOCA events for a change from
CAOC to RAOC is to increase the number of power shapes
that must be considered wnan d2veloping the

OTDT and OPDT setpoint equations. The OTDT setpoint is
designed to ensure plant operation within the DNB
design basis and hot-leg boiling limit. The OTDT f
(delta-1) function is designed to ensure DNB proteclion
from adverse axial power shapes. The UPDT getpoint is
designed to ensure plant operation within the fuel
temperature design basis and is unaffected by the
change to RAOC,

The f. (delta-I) function is generated based on
cxpoc%ed axial power shapeos from various Condition 1
and 11 events, Because RAOC allowe more severe power
shapes, it was necessary to move the negative wing of
the OTDT f, (delta-I) penalty to eliminate shapes which
may violatd the DNB criteria. Modification of the
negative wing will have no effect on the FSAR transient
safety analyses because they do not model the
f,(delta-I) term in the OTDT setpoint equation. The
tl(delta-l) term accounts for the axial power shape
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4.3

4.4

4.5

effects on the DNB criteria and independently lowers
the OTDT setpoint to ensure a conservative reactor trip
when faced with severe power shapes.

I¢ has been determined that the implementation of RAOC
changes the axial offset limits which are used to
develop the f, (delta-1) penalty function in the OTDT
setpoint equa&ion. The change to the fl(delta-l; torm
has no effect on the conclusions of the non-LOCA FSAR
transient safety analyses. It is concluded that the
implementation of RAOC does not adversely affect the
results of the non-LOCA FSAR transient safety anal,ses
and the conclusions made in the FSAR remain valid.

Contairvinent Integrity Evaluation

The implementation of RAOC does not adversely affect
the short and long term LOCA mese and energy releaseg
and/or the main steamline break mass and energy release
containment analyses. RAOC does not affect the normal
plant operating parameters, system actuations, accident
mitigating capabilities, or assumptione important to
the containment analyses, c. create conditions more
limiting than those assumed in these analyses,
Therefore, the conclusions presented in the FSAR remain
va..d with respect to the containment.

Radiological Evaluation

The transition to RAOC will not affect the radiological
consequences or the post-LOCA hydrogen generation.
S8ince the inputs to the dose analyses do not change,
the accident doses are bounded by those previously
reported in the FSAR. Therefore, the conseguences to
the public resulting from any accident previously
evaluated in the FSAR have not increased.

Mechanical Component and Systems Evaluation

The implementation of RAOC does not directly or
indirectly involve mechanical component hardware
congiderations. Direct effects as well as indirect
effects on safety-related equipment have been
considered. Indirect effects include activities which
involve non-safety related equipment which may affect
pafety-related equipment. Component hardware
congiderations include overall component iategrity,
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subcomponent integrity and the adequacy of component
supportse during all plan. conditions. An evaluation
has determined that RAOC implementation does not alter
the design, material, construction standards, function
or method of performance of any safety-related

equipment .

RAOC implementation does not affect the integrity of
any plant auxiliary fluid system or the ability of any
system to perform ite intended safety function.

The proposed change does not involve an unreviewed
safety question because operaticn of Callaway Plant in
accordance with this change would not:

(1) Involve an increase in the probabil’i_y of
occurrence or the consequences of an accident or
malfunction of equipme.t important to safety
previously evaluated in the FSAR.

There are no accidente which would be more likely
to occur due to the implementation of RAOC since
the methodology does not change the likelihood of
the event to occur and no new failure mechanisms
are introduceu. No new performance requirements
are beirg imposed on any system or component and
plant integrity is not degraded. The proposed
parameter changes for the RAOC implementation
assure that the safety analysis limits are not
exceeded and therefore any mitigation capabil.ties
are not reduced.

The implementation of RAOC will not r-sult in a
violation of the acceptance criteria for any LOCA
or non-LOCA event and does not impact the
mass/energy r:lease criteria. The consequences of
accidents previously evaluated in the FSAR are not
increased due to RAOC. Since the inputs to the
analyses do not change, the accident doses
previously reported in the FSAR are unaffected.
Therefore, the consequences to Lhe public
resulting from any accident or malfuncticn of
equipment important to safety previously evaluated
in the FSAR have not increased.

There are no mechanical or electrical changes to
any equipment due to RAOC implementation which
would increase the probability of the equipment to
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(2)

(3)

malfunction. No new performance requirements are
being imposed on any system or component in order
to support the RAOC implementation. Subsequently,
there is no increase in the probability of
equipment malfunctions previously evaluated.

(reate the possibility for an accident or
malfunction of a different type than any
previonely evaluatea in the FSAR. The proposed
change does not involve any design chanyes or
hardvare modifications to safety-relrted equipment
nor will there be a change in the method by which
any safety-related plant system performs its
safety function. There will be a conservative
trip setpoint-reducing change to the negative

f. (delta-1) penalty term in the OTDT setpoint
ebuation, as well as changes to the non-safety
related AFD Monitor Alarm since penalty deviation
times will no longer be tracked or alarmed.

The implementation of RAOC will not create any new
or different type of accident which is not already
coneidered in the FSAR. The specific axial offset
does not create the possibility that a new event
could occur. No new accident scenarios, failure
mechanisms or limiting single failures are
introduced as a result of the RAOC implementation.
The institution of RAOC will have no adverse
effect and does not challenge the performance of
any € .fety-related system. Therefore, the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident
is not created.

There are no changes *- auy eguipmeun. which would
cause the malfunction of safety-related egquipment,
assumed to be operable in the accident analyses,
as a result of the RAOC impiementation. No new
mode of failure has been created and no new
performance requirements are imposed by the
transition to RAOC. Therelove, t'e implementation
of RAOC will not create the possibility of a new
or different malfunction of safety-related

equipment .

Involve a reduction in the margin of safety as
defined in the basis for any Technical
Specitication. The proposed chinge will not
result in a decrease in the minimum DNBR given in
Bases Section 2.1.1 and repo:ted in the FSAR nor
will there be an increase in the LOCA veak clad
temperature (PCT) above the 2200°F ECCS5 Acceptance
Criteria limit as defined in 10CFR50.46. The

- 9 -



design limits on peak local power Jjensity, F., and
F-delta-H will not be exceeded. Tla2 propo-ea
change does nct alter the manner i1 which safety
limits or limiting safety system settings are
determined. The axial flux difference limiting
condition for operation and F, surveillance are
revised in accordance with th# approved
methodology of WCAP-10216-PA.

The supporting technical specification values are
defined by the accident analyse: which are
performed tc conservatively bound the operating
conditions defined by the Technical Specifications
and tu demcustrate meeting the regulatory
acceptance limits. Performance of analyses and
evaluations for the RAOC transition have confirmed
that the operating envelope defined by the
Technical Specifications cc itinues to be bounded
by the analytical basie, which in no case exceeds
the acceptance limits. Therefore, the margin of
safety provided by the analyses in accordance with
the acceptance limits is maintained and not
reduced.

CONCLUSION

Based on the information presented in the above
evaluations, the change from CAOC to RAOC axial offset
control will not af€=ct the conclusions of the safety
analyses preseuted ‘n tre Callaway FSAR. Therefore,
the proposed change ¢ o not invelve an unreviewed
safety question and will not adversely affect or
endanger the health or safety of the general public.

REFERENCES

WCAP-8385, (W Proprietary), September 1974.
WCPr™=-8403, (W Non-proprietary), September 1974.
"PC#IR DISTRIBUTION CONTROL AND LOAD FOLLOWING
PROCEDURES - TOPICAL REPORT".

WCAP-10216-PA, Rev., 2, (W Proprietary), June 1983,
WCAP-11524-A, Rev. 2, (W Non-proprietary), March 1987.
“RELAXATION OF CONSTANT AXIAL OFFSET CCNTROL AND FQ
SURVEILLANCE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION".

WCAP-9272-PA, (W Proprietary), July 1985.
WCAP-9273-A, (W Non-proprietary), July 1985,
"WESTINGHOUSE RELOAD SAFETY EVALUATION METHODOLOGY"



i
e
2
Pl BT, s
|||c iy =2 1
]

S
sy

oty

IIJ.I




SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION

This amendment application includes revisions to Technical
Specification Table 2.2-1 as well as Sections 3/4.2.1, 4.2.2.2
through 4.2.2.4, and 6.9.1.9 and associated Bases i~ order to
implement Relaxed Axial Offset Control (RAOC) for Cycle 6 at
Callaway Plant., Implementation of RAOC at Callaway will he in
accordance with WCAP-10216-PA which has been previously reviewed
and approved by the NRC.

The implementation of Relaxed Axial Offset Control and F
Surveillance changes have been previously approved by th€ NRC in
WCAP-10216-PA (Proprietary) and WCAP-11524-A (Non-proprietary).
This strategy was developed to provide wider control band widths
and more operator freedom than with Constant Axial Offset Control
(CAOC) . RAOC provides wider control bands particularly at
reduced power by effectively utilizing some of the available core
margin to the peaking factor limits specified in the Cor:
Operating Limits Report (COLR). The wider operating space
increases plant availability by allowing quicker plant startups
and increased operating flexibility without reactor trip or
reportable occurrences.

Implementation of RAOC reguires the alteration of the Technical
Epecificacions. The negative f, (delta-1) peualty in Technical
Specification Table 2.2-1, Note™ 1 for the Overtemperature Delta-T
(OTDT) trip setpoint will be changed to assure the validity of
the design basis analysis. The value of this change is such that
for each percent that the difference between percent Rated
Thermal Power (RTP) in the top half of the core and percent RTP
in the bottom half of the core, delta-I, is more negative than
<24%, the OTDT trip setpoint shall automatically be reduced by
3.25% of its value at RTP. The rather involved CAOC
gpecification is removed and replaced by a specification that
merely regquires the Axial flux Difference (delta-l1 or AFD) be
maintained within the allowed operations band as a function of
power. The allowed operating space becomes the Technical
Specification. If these limits are exceeded, the condition is
alarmed and the delta-I must be returned within the limits within
a 15 minute grace period or power must be reduced to less than
50% RTP. The surveillance requirements, which are similar to
those for other alarmed limite, discuss the verification
frequency of delta-I as a function of alarm status.

The current Technical Specification 3.2.1, per the COLR

specifies a target band of +8%, -7% for normal operation in Mode
1 above 15% RTP. This target band is applicable only for Cycle §
EOL conditions and was changed from +3%, -12% via Revision 3 of
the COLR (ULNRC-2513 dated November 13, 1991). RAOC all.ws an
AFD operating space relaxation to -15%, +12% delta-I at 100% RTP
and linea:rly increasing to -30%, +26% delta-I at 50% RTP, in Mode
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Specification 6.9.1.9 ie revised to reflect the change to RAOC,
i.e., RAFDO only target band and RAOC references. Figure

B3/4.2-1 is deleted since it is not applicable to RAOC operation.e
The basis for AFD B3/4.2.1 is also modified to describe how RAOC
and RAFDO allow operation at the maximum permissible power and

AFD congistent with safety analyses. It also describes how the
computer #larms function for RAOC application. The basis notes
that two ¢larme exist. The first alarm indicates operation
outside th: RAOC operating space while the second indicates
operation cutside RAFDO.

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

(1) Involve a significant increase in the probability or
congsequences of an accident proviously evaluated. The
RAOC-related technical specification changes do not
significantly increase the probability or consequences of
any accident previously evaluated in the FSAR. No new
performance requirements are being imposed on any system or
component in order to support the RAOC implementation.
Subsequently, overall plant integrity is not reduced.
Furthermore, the parameter changes associated with RAOC
assure that the limiting safety analysis inpute (i.e. FQ, AFD
and F-delta-H) are not exceedec. Mitigators to assumed
accident scenarios, such as the f, (delta-I) penalty term in
the OTDT setpoint, are not accideﬁt initiators. Therefore,
the probability of an accident has rot increased.

The consequences of any accident previcualy evaluated in the
FSAR are not increased due to the RAOC-related Technical
Specification changes. Since the results of the LOCA and
non-LOCA analyses remain applicable, the inputs to the dose
analyses do not change. Therefore, the consequences to the
public resulting from any accident previcusly evaluated in
the FSAR has not increased.

(2) Create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated. The proposed change
does not involve any design changes or hardware
modifications to safety-related equinment nor will there be
a change in the method bv which any safety-related plant
system performs its safety function. There will be a
conservative trip setpoint-reducing change to the negative
f,(delta-I) penalty term in the OTDT setpoint equation, as
well as changes to the non-safety related AFD Monitor Alarm
since penalty deviation times will be no longer be tracked
or alarmed.
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(3)

The RAOC-related Technical Specificuation changes do not
create the possibility of a new or ditferent kind of
accident than any already evaluated in the FSAR., No new
accident sgcenariosg, failure mechanisms or limiting single
failures are introduced as a result of the RAOC
implementation. The institution of RAOC will have no
adverse effect and does not challenge the performance of any
safety-related system. Therefore, the possibility of a new
or different kind of accident is not created.

Involve a significant reducticn in a margin of safety. The
proposed change will not result in a decrease in the minimum
DNBR given in Bases Section 2.1.1 and reported in the FSAR
nor will there be an increase in the peak clad temperature
(PCT) above the 2200°F ECCS Acceptance Criteria limit as
defined in 10CFR50.46. The design limits on peak local
power density, F,, and F-delta-H will not be exceeded. The
preposed change Sbes not alter the manner in which safety
limits or limiting safety system settings are determined.
The axial flux difference limiting condition for operation
and F, surveillance are revised in accordance with the
approgbd methodology of WCAP-10216-PA,

The supporting Technical Specification values are defined by
the accident analyses which are performed to conservatively
bound the operating conditions defined by the Technical
Specifications and tc demonstrate meeting the reculatory
acceptance limits. Performance of analyses and evaluations
for the RAOC transition have confirmed that the operating
envelcpe defined by the Technical Specifications continues
to be bounded by the analytical basis, which in no case
exceeds the acceptance limits. Therefore, the margin of
safety provided by the analyses in accordance with the
acceptance limits is maintained and not reduced.

Based upon the preceding information, it has been determined that
the pruposed changes to the Technical Specificacions dou not
involve an increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated, create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated, or involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety. Therefore, it is concluded that the proposed change
meets the requirements of 10 CFR 50.32 (c¢) and does not involve a
significant hazards consideration.
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