DOCKET NUMBER S50-~483
CALLAWAY FPLANT
REVISION TO TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION
i1/4.4.4, AND 1.4.9.73
L1y 4
]
s A L2
" r* o - 5

L)



e T T e it R R M i e T T L e

STATE OF MISSOURI )
) 8 &
CITy OF 8T. LOUIS )

Donald F. Schnell, of lawful age, being first duly sworn
upen cath says that he is Senior Vice President-Nuclear and an officer
cf Union Electric Company; that he has read the foregoing document and
knows the coutent thereof; that he has executed the same for and on
behalf of said company with 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.

By
ona . Schne
Senior Vice President
Nuclear
SUBSCRIBED and sworn to before me this //ﬁ;_w, day

of (7 LY A— , 1992.

4 ;!
" £ 4 { k,

BARBARA Fiprp ¥
ROGORRY PUBLID, STATE OF MISSOUR)
MY COMPEHDN EXPIRES APHIL 22, 199
S1. LOWIS GOunNTY
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T. A. Baxter, Esj.

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

Washington, D.C., 20037

Dr. J. O, Cermak

CFA, Inc,

18225-A Flower Hill Way
3aithersburg, MD 20879-5334

]:. . xnup

Chief, Reactor Froject Branch 1
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region III

799 Roosevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, Illinoie 60137

Bruce Bartlett

Callaway Resident Offic .

U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Ccimission
RR#1

Sieedman, Missouri 65077

L. R. Wharton (2)

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

1 White Fiint, North, Mail Stop 13E2.
11555 Rockville Pike

Rockville, MD 20852

Manager, Electric Department
Missouri Public Service Commission
P.O. Box 360

Jefforgon City, MO €5102

Ron Kucera

Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102
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i@ taken for operation of the PORVa in the FSAR Chapter 15
accident analyses if their operation mitigates the result of
the accident. Turbine trips are evaluated in FSAR Section
15.2.3 with and without the pressurizer PORVs. The loss of
offsite AC power and loss of normal feedwater analyses (FSAR
Sections 1%5.2.6 and 15.2.7) assume the PORVs are operable
only because their operation maximizes the transient
pressurizer water volume caused by condensation of steam
that would have been relieved through the safety valves.

The proposed changes to Technical Specification 3/4.4.4
Action a. reguires that with the block valve(s) closed,
power be maintained to the valve(s) sc they can be readily
opened from the control room. This change would decrease
the amount of time needed to initiate feed and bleed
capabilities in the event an alternative measure to remove
decay heat from the reactor zore ig necessary. The proposed
change to T/S 3/4.4.4 Action d. is a clarification for a
potential situation where an automatic signal to the PORVs
is inoperable but the PORV is wechanically functional,

Since the PORV is still mechanically functional, it would
enhance safe operation to not cleose and remove power from
the block valve, and allcow the PORV to remain in a condition
wheore it could eagily be manually opened from the contrcl
room if required. This clarification is consistent wich the
operability reguirements for the PORVs in Modes 1, 2 and 3.
Therefore, the proposed changes to Technical Specification
3/4.4.4, and its associated Bases are intended to increase
the reliability and availability of the PORVs, and do not
involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Create the possibility of a new or difterent kind of
accident from any previously evaluated. There is no new
type of accident or malfunction being created and the method
and manner of plant operation remains unchanged. Nc change
in testing methodology is being proposed, and the egquipment
is not being operated in a new or different manner. Changes
incorporate the staff positions delineated in GL 90-06.

Involve a significant reduction in margin of safety. There
ar - ..~ plant design changes involved and no changes are
he..., =+ le to the safety limits or safety system settings
that wuuld adversely impact plant safety. The proposed
changes to Technical Specification 3/4.4.4 increase the
availability and reliability of the power-operated relief
valves (PORVs) and block valves to perform their intended
function. The changes do not reduce any technical
specification margin of safety.

The proposed changes to T/S 3.4.9.3 are as foliows below:

The LCO statemeunt ie being modified to require that at least
two overpressure protection devices must be operable. That
is, two POKVs or two Residual Heat Removal (RHR) Suection
relief valveg or one PORV and one RHR suction relief valve
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the level of plant safety and do not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previcugly evaluated.

2, Create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated. There is no new
type of accident or malfunction being created and the method
and manner of plant operation remains unchanged. There are
no changee being propnsed to the level of surveillance
required to demonstrate compliance with the LCO. The
installed overpregsure mitigation devices will continue to
be operated and tested in a manner consistent with their
design and installation. The proposed changes are intended
to enhance the level of overpressure protection during
periods of vulnerability. Changes incorporate the staff
positione delineated in GL 90-06.

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety,
There are no plant design changes involved and no changes
are being made to the safety limits or safety system
settings that would adversely impact plant safety. The
proposed changes to Technical Specification 3.4.9.3
increases the flexibility and availability of the
overpressure protection system to mitigate a low-temperature
cverpressurization event. The changes do not reduce any
technical specifications margin of satety.

Based on the above discussions, it has been determined that the
requested Technical Specification revisions do not involve a
significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident or other adverse condition over previcus evaluations; or
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident or
condition over previous evaluations; or involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety. Therefore, the reguested
license amendment does not involve a significant hazards
consideration,



