UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WATHINGTON. D C 20665

" ETY EVALUAT Ff <E_OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENOMENT NG. 145 70 FACIL'TY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-40
OMAHA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT
FORT_CALHOUN STATION, UNIT NO. 1
DOCKET NO. 50-285
1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated January 9, 1992, Omaha Public Power District (OPPD) proposed
changes to Technical Specifications (TS) for the Fort Calhoun Station, Unit
Ne. 1. The requested changes would remove the snubber visual examination
schedule in the existing Technical Specifications and replace it with a
refueiing-outage-based visual exarination schedule, Table 1 of Generic Letter
(6L) 90-09, dated December 11, 1990, to all holders of operating licenses or
construction permits for nuclear power reactors. OPPD also requested that a
typographical error be corrected. The March 23, 1992, letter provided
clarifyiny information that did not change the initial proposea no significant
hazards consideration determination.

2.0 EVALUATION

The snubber visual examination schedule in the existing Technical
Specification is based on the permissible number of inoperable snubbers found
during the visual examination. Because this scheduie is based only on the
«bsolute number of inoperable snubbers found durin$ the visual examinations
irrespective of the total population of snubbers, licensees with a large
snubber population find the schedule excessively restrictive. The purpose of
t' 2 alternctive visual examinatior schedule is to allow the licensee to
perform visual examinations and take zorrective actions during plant outages
without reducing the confidence level provis:” by the existing schedule. The
new schedule specifies the permissible niL.iuver of inoperable snubbers for
various snubber populations. The basic examination interval is the normal
fuel cycle up tn 24 months. Depending on the number of unacceptable snubbers
found during the visual examination, this interval may be extended to as long
as twice the fuei cycle or reduced to as short as two-thirds of the fuel
cycle. The sxamination interval may vory by 25 percent to coincide with the
actual outage.

In the event that one or more snubbers are found inoperable during a visual
examination, th¢ Limiting Conditions for Operatior (LCO) in the present TS
require the licensee to restcre the inoperable snubbers to operaole status, or
replace them, within 72 hours or to daclare the attached system inoperable and

9204090106 920423

PDR
P

K 05000285
ADOC ot



follow the appronriate action statement for that system. This LCO will remain
in the TS. However, the permissible number of inoperable snubberc and the
subsequent® visual examination interval will now be determined in accordance
with the new visual examination schedule (Table 1 of GL 90-0%, dated

December 11, 1990). As noted in the guidance for this line item TS
improvement, certain corrective actions may heve to be performed, depenaing on
the number of inoperable snubbers found. All requirements for rorrective
actions and evaluations associated with the use of the visnal examination
schedule and stated in footnotes 1 through 7 of Table 1 of GL $J-09 shall be
included in the '‘.

The licensee has proposed changes to Specification 3.14 that are consistent
vith the guidance provided in GL 90-09 for the replzcement of the snubber
visual examination scheuule with Table 1 (in: uding footnotes 1 through 7) of
GL 90-09.

The licensee has also proposed to delete TS 3.14(2), which is no longer
required. Specification 3.14(2) was incorporated into the TS by Amendment

No. 27 in response to Regulatory Nperations Bulletin 73-04, dated August 17,
1973, concerning inadequacies in Ber?en—Paterson hydrau'ic shock suppressors
(snubbers). This bulletin required licensees to inspect snubbers for leaks,
ind additional information was transmitted to 1icensees in a letter dated
October 26, 1973, stating that reinspections of snubbers should occur every 30
days for incompatible <eal miaterial. The seals made of incompatible material
have since been replaced with seals of compatible material. This
specification is thus no longer vequired.

The licensee also requested the correcticn of a typographical error. In the

Bases for TS 3.14, a typographical error in the formula for calculating the
re-sample population is being corrected The errorecus formula is:

b(35(1 + ¢/2)(2/(¢c + 1))

The correct {_rmula as stated in the Standard Technical Spocifications is:
b(35{1 + /2)(2/(c + 1))%)

The expression ¢/a is being replaced with the correct expression c¢/2.

On the basis of its review, the staff finds that the proposed changes to the
TS for Fort Calhoun Station, !'nit No. 1, are acceptable.

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission’s regulations, the Nebraska State official
was notified of tne proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comments.



4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a
facility component located within the restricted 2rea as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20 and changes in surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has
determined that the amendment involves no significan® increase in the amounts,
and no significant change in the types, of any effiuents that may be released
offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously issued a
propnsed finding that the amendment involves no significant hazards
consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding

(57 FR 4491). Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CTR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR
81.22(b) no environmental impact -*-*ement or environmental assessment need be
prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment .

5.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the cons.derations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the heaith and safety of the
public will not be endangsred by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations,
and (3) 1he issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the i.ommon
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.
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