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The proposed Technical Specification change would allow continued operation of
the Wolf Creek Generating Station until a revised surveillance procedure is
performed prior to start—u? from the next shutdown to Mode 3. The revised
procedure would individually verify the operabiiit, cf the manual trip
function shunt trip contacts. Generic Letter R5-09 describes the precautions
which are applicable to testin? of the manual shunt trip contacts = which
will be incorporated into the licensee's revised procedure.

The Wolf Creek Generating Station reactor protection system is  .ily reliable
end 1t is unlikely that a manual trip would be reguired \» mitigate an
anticipated or design basis event. In adcition, although the surveillance
procedure has been incomplete, thers is no reason to believe that any element
of the manual trip function 1: inoperabie. The manual shunt trig circuitry
tested satisfactorily during pre-rperational testing. Additional confidence
is provided by the fact that the manual tri; function has performed a.
wxpected when called upon. Tne redundancy cf the reactor trip system also
ensures that a failure of any sing.e manual! shunt trip contact would nnt
prevent a successful manual trip resulting from the undervoltage relays or
manual shunt trip associated with the second manual trip handswitch.

Based upon its review, the staff finds the proposec change to the . irveillance
requirements for testing of the manual shunt trip circuitry does not have i
significant safety impact and 1s therefore acceptable.

3.0 EMERGENCY CIRCUMSTANCES

In the letter dated August 17, 1992, the licensee requested that this
amendment applicatiun be trea.ed as an emergency because uniess approved, the
Technical Specifications wruld require a plant shutdown. Uperation from
August 14, 1982, until the completion of the NRC review of this proposea
amendment was covered by a Temporary Waiver of Compliance.

Fegerding the time)iness of the Ticensee's submittal, the discrepancy botween
the Technical Specification survaillance requirements and the existing
surveillznce procegure was determined to render the manual trip function
inoperabl: on August 14, 1992. Upon determining that the surveillance
procedure was inadequate to satisfy the Technical Specification<., the licensee
requested and received @ Temporary Waiver of Compliance verball. on August 14,
1932. By letters of August 17, 1992, the licensee requested the Temporary
Waiver of Compliance and a Technical Specification change on an esergency
basis.

Accordingly, pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(a)(5), the Commission has determined
tha' there are emergency circumstances warranting prompt approval of the
propos~d change.



NO SICNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

The Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR 50.92 state that the Commission may
make a final determination that a iicense amendment involves no significant
hazards considerations 1f operation of thet facility in accordance with the
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Updated Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR) do
credit for the manual trip function and are therefore
cled by the proposed change. The reliablity and redundancy
with the reactor protection system provide a high
ence that the reactor can be successfully tripped even if the
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The change would not invoive a significant reduction in a margin
safety. It is Tikely that the manual shunt trip function would
perform and there is no adverse safety impact invo).ed in delaying
the performance of the required surveillance In the casc where the
manual shunt trip function is assumed to be inoperabie, the margin
of safety is maintained by redundant features of the reactor
protectior. systea and procedures addressing failures of the
protecton system.




5.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Kansas State official was
notified of the proposed fssuance of the amendment. The State official had no
comments.

6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has determined
that the amendment involve no significant increase in the amounts, and no
significant change in the types, of any effiuents that may be released
offsite, and that there is no signifi-ant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission made a fin:1 no significant
hazards consideration finding with respect to this amendment. Accordingly,
the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set
forth in 10 CFR §1.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR $1.22(b) no environmental
impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection
with the issuance of the amendment.

7.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasunable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endangered by operation in the gproposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations
and () the issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.
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