
December 26, 2000

MEMORANDUM FOR: Ramin R. Assa, Senior Project Manager
Project Directorate II
Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

FROM: Peter R. Wilson, Acting Chief /RA by Jay Y. Lee Acting For/
Licensing Section
Probabilistic Safety Assessment Branch
Division of Systems Safety and Analysis
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

SUBJECT: SAFETY EVALUATION FOR PROPOSED REVISION OF PRIMARY
COOLANT SOURCES OUTSIDE CONTAINMENT PROGRAM IN
VOGTLE ELECTRIC GENERATING PLANT TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS
(TAC NOS. MA9851 AND MA9852)

By letter dated August 28, 2000, the Southern Nuclear Operating Company requested an
amendment to the Vogtle Electric Generating Plant technical specifications (TS) requesting to
revise the program for primary coolant sources outside containment. The Probabilistic Safety
Assessment Branch (SPSB) has completed its review of the proposed TS changes and finds it
to be acceptable. We have attached a safety evaluation.

This memorandum and attached safety evaluation complete our effort on TAC Nos. MA9851
and MA9852, and this review was performed by Jay Lee (415-1080) of SPSB.

Docket Nos.: 50-424
and 50-425

Attachment: As stated
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By letter dated August 28, 2000, SoutElectric Generating Plant, requested anSection 5.5.2, “Primary Coolant Sources Oprogram requirements to minimize leakage frothat could contain highly radioactive fluids duringaccident to levels as low as practicable. It also spesystem listed under Section 5.5.2 at refueling cycle inchange leak rate test requirements specified in Sectionmonths” from “refueling cycle intervals or less,” and to addSurveillance Requirement 3.02 are applicable” to Section 5.5The proposed change affects only the interval at which leak rate tethe proposed change, leak rate testing will be performed at 18 monthactual refueling cycle lengths, and if an extension of that interval becomscheduling consideration, the provisions of Surveillance Requirement (SR)necessary flexibility. The bases for SR 3.0.2 state that the 25 percent extenssurveillance scheduling and considers plant operating conditions that may not bconducting the surveillance. Therefore, the maximum extension that can be applieportions of systems outside of containment subjected to be leak tested under TS Secis 25 percent of 18 months or 4.5 monthsThe staff concludes that the license amendment requested by the licensee is acceptable. Thbases for the staff’s acceptance are (1) the scheduling flexibility provided by the proposedchange will not reduce the effectiveness of the leak test requirements only affectingprogrammatic administrative controls, and (2) the proposed change still meets the requirementsof Item III.D.1.1, ”Integrity of Systems Outside Containment Likely to Contain RadioactiveMaterial for Pressurized-Water Reactors and Boiling-Water Reactors” in NUREG-0737,“Clarification of TMI Action Plan Requirements.”


