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Boron Concentration

3.9.1
3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.1 Boron Concentration
LCO 3.9.1 Boron concentrations of the Reactor Coolant System (RCS), the

refueling canal, and the refueling cavity shall be maintained
within the 1imit specified in the COLR.

APPLICABILITY:  MODE 6.

Only applicable to the refueling canal and refueling cavity
when connected to the RCS.

ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. Boron concentration A.1l Suspend CORE Immediately
not within limit. ALTERATIONS.
AND
A.2 Suspend positive Immediately
reactivity additions.
AND
A.3 Initiate action to Immediately
restore boron
concentration to
within Timit.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.9.1.1 Verify boron concentration is within the 72 hours
limit specified in COLR.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.1-1 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00
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Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves-MODE 6

3.9.2
3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.2 Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves-MODE 6
LCO 3.9.2 Each valve used to isolate primary grade water flow paths

shall be secured in the closed position.

Primary grade water flow path isolation valves may be opened
under administrative control for planned boron dilution or
makeup activities.

APPLICABILITY:  MODE 6.

ACTIONS

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION TIME

A. One or more valves not
secured in closed
position.

Suspend positive

reactivity additions.

Suspend CORE
ALTERATIONS.

Secure valves in
closed position.

Perform SR 3.9.1.

Immediately

Immediately

15 minutes

1. 1 hour

North Anna Units 1 and 2

3.9.2-1
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Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves-MODE 6

3.9.2
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.9.2.1 Verify each valve in the affected flow path | Within
that isolates primary grade water flow 15 minutes
paths is locked, sealed, or otherwise following a
secured in the closed position. boron dilution
or makeup
activity

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.2-2 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



Nuclear Instrumentation

3.9.3
3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.3 Nuclear Instrumentation
LCO 3.9.3 Two source range neutron flux monitors shall be OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 6.

ACTIONS

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION TIME

A. One source range
neutron flux monitor
inoperable.

Suspend CORE
ALTERATIONS.

Suspend operations
that would cause
introduction into the
RCS, coolant with
boron concentration
less than required to
meet the boron
concentration of

LCO 3.9.1.

Immediately

Immediately

B. Two source range
neutron flux monitors
inoperable.

B.1

Initiate action to
restore one source
range neutron flux
monitor to OPERABLE
status.

Perform SR 3.9.1.1.

Immediately

Once per
12 hours

North Anna Units 1 and 2

3.9.3-1 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



Nuclear Instrumentation

3.9.3
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.9.3.1 Perform CHANNEL CHECK. 12 hours
SR 3.9.3.2  cemmmmemmemmeee e NOTE-=--commemc e eee

Neutron detectors are excluded from CHANNEL

CALIBRATION.

Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION. 18 months

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.3-2 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



Containment Penetrations
3.9.4

3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

3.9.4 Containment Penetrations

LCO 3.9.4 The containment penetrations shall be in the following
status:

a. The equipment hatch closed and held in place by four bolts;

b. One door in each installed air lock closed; and

c. Each penetration providing direct access from the
containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere shall be
either:

1. closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve, blind
flange, or equivalent, or

2. capable of being closed by an OPERABLE containment
purge and exhaust isolation valve.

———————————— NOTES - — - — — — — — — — — — -

1. Not applicable to the 7 ft containment personnel air
lock.

2. Penetration flow path(s) providing direct access from the
containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere may be
unisolated under administrative controls.

APPLICABILITY: During movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies within
containment.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. One or more A.1l Suspend movement of Immediately

containment
penetrations not in
required status.

recently irradiated
fuel assemblies within

containment.

North Anna Units 1 and 2

3.9.4-1

Rev 0 (Draft 3), 10/26/00



Containment Penetrations
3.9.4

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVETLLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.9.4.1 Verify each required containment 7 days
penetration is in the required status.

SR 3.9.4.2 Verify each required containment purge and | 18 months
exhaust valve actuates to the isolation
position on manual initiation.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.4-2 Rev 0 (Draft 3), 10/26/00



RHR and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level
3.9.5

3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

3.9.5 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level

LCO 3.9.5 One RHR Toop shall be OPERABLE and in operation.
———————————— NOTE-————— — — — — — — -
The required RHR loop may not be in operation for < 1 hour
per 8 hour period, provided no operations are permitted that
would cause introduction into the Reactor Coolant System
(RCS), coolant of boron concentration less than required to
meet the minimum required boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 6 with the water level > 23 ft above the top of reactor

vessel flange.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. RHR loop requirements [A.l Suspend operations Immediately
not met. that would cause

introduction into the
RCS, coolant with
boron concentration
less than required to
meet the boron
concentration of

LCO 3.9.1.

AND

A.2 Suspend loading Immediately
irradiated fuel
assemblies in the
core.

AND

A.3 Initiate action to Immediately
satisfy RHR loop
requirements.

AND (continued)

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.5-1 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



RHR and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level
3.9.5

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. {(continued) A.4 Close equipment hatch 4 hours
and secure with four
bolts.

A.5 Close one door in each | 4 hours
installed air lock.

A.6.1 Close each penetration |4 hours
providing direct
access from the
containment atmosphere
to the outside
atmosphere with a
manual or automatic
isolation valve, blind
flange, or equivalent.

A.6.2 Verify each 4 hours
penetration is capable
of being closed by an
OPERABLE Containment
Purge and Exhaust
Isolation System.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVETILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.9.5.1 Verify one RHR loop is in operation and 12 hours
circulating reactor coolant at a flow rate
of = 3000 gpm.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.5-2 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



RHR and Coolant Circulation-Low Water Level
3.9.6

3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

3.9.6 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level

LCO 3.9.6 Two RHR loops shall be OPERABLE, and one RHR loop shall be in
operation.

1. A1l RHR pumps may be de-energized for < 15 minutes when
switching from one train to another provided:

a. The core outlet temperature is maintained > 10°F below
saturation temperature;

b. No operations are permitted that would cause a
reduction of the Reactor Coolant System boron
concentration; and

c. No draining operations to further reduce RCS volume
are permitted.

2. One required RHR loop may be inoperable for up to 2 hours
for surveillance testing, provided that the other loop is
OPERABLE and in operation.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 6 with the water level < 23 ft above the top of reactor
vessel flange.

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Less than the required | A.1l Initiate action to Immediately
number of RHR loops restore required RHR
OPERABLE. loops to OPERABLE

status.

A.2 Initiate action to Immediately
establish > 23 ft of
water above the top of
reactor vessel flange.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.6-1 Rev 0 (Draft 3}, 11/01/00



ACTIONS

RHR and Coolant Circulation—-Low Water Level

3.9.6

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION TIME

B. No RHR Toop in
operation.

B.1

Suspend operations
that would cause
introduction into the
RCS, coolant with
boron concentration
less than required to
meet the boron
concentration of

LCO 3.9.1.

Initiate action to
restore one RHR loop
to operation.

Close equipment hatch
and secure with four
bolts.

Close one door in each
installed air Tlock.

Close each penetration
providing direct
access from the
containment atmosphere
to the outside
atmosphere with a
manual or automatic
isolation valve, blind
flange, or equivalent.

Immediately

Immediately

4 hours

4 hours

4 hours

(continued)

North Anna Units 1 and 2

3.9.6-2

Rev 0 (Draft 3), 11/01/00



RHR and Coolant Circulation-Low Water Level

3.9.6
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
B. (continued) B.5.2 Verify each 4 hours
penetration is capable
of being closed by an
OPERABLE Containment
Purge and Exhaust
Isolation System.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.9.6.1 Verify one RHR loop is in operation and 12 hours
circulating reactor coolant at a flow rate
of:

a. > 3000 gpm, or

b. > 2000 gpm if RCS temperature < 140°F
and time since entry into MODE 3
> 100 hours.

SR 3.9.6.2  -----mmmmmemeeeeeo NOTE---------—mmeeeee -
Not required to be performed until 24 hours
after a required RHR pump is not in
operation.

Verify correct breaker alignment and 7 days
indicated power available to the required
RHR pump that is not in operation.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.6-3 Rev 0 (Draft 3), 11/01/00
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Refueling Cavity Water Level

3.9.7
3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.7 Refueling Cavity Water Level
LCO 3.9.7 Refueling cavity water level shall be maintained = 23 ft
above the top of reactor vessel flange.
APPLICABILITY: During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies within
containment.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. Refueling cavity water {A.1l Suspend movement of Immediately
level not within irradiated fuel
limit. assemblies within
containment.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.9.7.1 Verify refueling cavity water level is 24 hours
> 23 ft above the top of reactor vessel
flange.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 3.9.7-1 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00
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SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS
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Boron Concentration
B 3.9.1

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.1 Boron Concentration

BASES

BACKGROUND

The 1imit on the boron concentrations of the Reactor Coolant
System (RCS), the refueling canal, and the refueling cavity
during refueling ensures that the reactor remains
subcritical during MODE 6. Refueling boron concentration is
the soluble boron concentration in the coolant in each of
these volumes having direct access to the reactor core
during refueling.

The soluble boron concentration offsets the core reactivity
and is measured by chemical analysis of a representative
sample of the coolant in each of the volumes. The refueling
boron concentration 1limit is specified in the COLR. Plant
procedures ensure the specified boron concentration in order
to maintain an overall core reactivity of kgs¢ < 0.95 during
fuel handling, with control rods and fuel assemblies assumed
to be in the most adverse configuration (least negative
reactivity) allowed by plant procedures.

GDC 26 requires that two independent reactivity control
systems of different design principles be provided (Ref. 1).
One of these systems must be capable of holding the reactor
core subcritical under cold conditions. The Chemical and
Volume Control System (CVCS) is the system capable of
maintaining the reactor subcritical in cold conditions by
maintaining the boron concentration.

The reactor is brought to shutdown conditions before
beginning operations to open the reactor vessel for
refueling. After the RCS is cooled and depressurized and the
vessel head is unbolted, the head is slowly removed to form
the refueling cavity. The refueling canal and the refueling
cavity are then flooded with borated water from the
Refueling Water Storage Tank through the open reactor vessel
by gravity feeding or by the use of the Low Head Safety
Injection System pumps.

The pumping action of the Residual Heat Removal (RHR) System
in the RCS and the natural circulation due to thermal driving
heads in the reactor vessel and refueling cavity mix the
added concentrated boric acid with the water in the
refueling canal. The RHR System is in operation during

(continued)

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.1-1 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



BASES

Boron Concentration
B 3.9.1

BACKGROUND
(continued)

refueling (see LCO 3.9.5, "Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and
Coolant Circulation-High Water Level," and LCO 3.9.6,
"Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation-Low
Water Level") to provide forced circulation in the RCS and
assist in maintaining the boron concentrations in the RCS,
the refueling canal, and the refueling cavity above the COLR
Timit.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

During refueling operations, the reactivity condition of the
core is established to protect against inadvertent
reactivity addition and is conservative for MODE 6. The
boron concentration limit specified in the COLR is based on
the core reactivity at the beginning of each fuel cycle (the
end of refueling) and includes an uncertainty allowance.

The required boron concentration and the plant refueling
procedures that verify the correct fuel loading plan
(including full core mapping) ensure that the kq¢s Of the
core will remain < 0.95 during the refueling operation.
Hence, at least a 5% Ak/k margin of safety is established
during refueling.

During refueling, the water volume in the spent fuel pool,
the transfer canal, the refueling canal, the refueling
cavity, and the reactor vessel form a single mass. As a
result, the soluble boron concentration is relatively the
same in each of these volumes.

The RCS boron concentration satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR
50.36(c)(2) (ii).

LCO

The LCO requires that a minimum boron concentration be
maintained in the RCS, the refueling canal, and the
refueling cavity while in MODE 6. The boron concentration
limit specified in the COLR ensures that a core kgfs of

< 0.95 is maintained during fuel handling operations.
Violation of the LCO could Tead to an inadvertent
criticality during MODE 6.

APPLICABILITY

This LCO is applicable in MODE 6 to ensure that the fuel in

the reactor vessel will remain subcritical. The required

boron concentration ensures a kqs¢ < 0.95. Above MODE 6,
(continued)

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.1-2 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



BASES

Boron Concentration
B 3.9.1

APPLICABILITY
(continued)

LCO 3.1.1, "SHUTDOWN MARGIN (SDM)" ensures that an adequate
amount of negative reactivity is available to shut down the
reactor and maintain it subcritical.

The applicability is modified by a Note. The Note states that
the limits on boron concentration are only applicable to the
refueling canal and refueling cavity when those volumes are
connected to the RCS. When the refueling canal and refueling
cavity are isolated from the RCS, no potential path for boron
dilution exists.

ACTIONS

A.l1 and A.2

Continuation of CORE ALTERATIONS or positive reactivity
additions (including actions to reduce boron concentration)
is contingent upon maintaining the unit in compliance with
the LCO. If the boron concentration of any coolant volume in
the RCS, the refueling canal, or the refueling cavity is less
than its limit, all operations involving CORE ALTERATIONS or
positive reactivity additions must be suspended immediately.

Suspension of CORE ALTERATIONS and positive reactivity
additions shall not preclude moving a component to a safe
position. Operations that individually add limited positive
reactivity (e.g., temperature fluctuations from inventory
addition or temperature control fluctuations), but when
combined with all other operations affecting core reactivity
(e.g., intentional boration) result in overall net negative
reactivity addition, are not precluded by this action.

A.3

In addition to immediately suspending CORE ALTERATIONS and
positive reactivity additions, boration to restore the
concentration must be initiated immediately.

In determining the required combination of boration flow
rate and concentration, no unique Design Basis Event must be
satisfied. The only requirement is to restore the boron
concentration to its required value as soon as possible. In
order to raise the boron concentration as soon as possible,
the operator should begin boration with the best source
available for unit conditions.

(continued)

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.1-3 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



BASES

Boron Concentration
B 3.9.1

ACTIONS

A.3 (continued)

Once actions have been initiated, they must be continued
until the boron concentration is restored. The restoration
time depends on the amount of boron that must be injected to
reach the required concentration.

SURVETILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR _3.9.1.1

This SR ensures that the coolant boron concentration in the
RCS, and connected portions of the refueling canal and the
refueling cavity, is within the COLR Timits. The boron
concentration of the coolant in each required volume is
determined periodically by chemical analysis. Prior to
re-connecting portions of the refueling canal or the
refueling cavity to the RCS, this SR must be met per

SR 3.0.1. If any dilution activity has occurred while the
cavity or canal were disconnected from the RCS, this SR
ensures the correct boron concentration prior to
communication with the RCS.

A minimum Frequency of once every 72 hours is a reasonable
amount of time to verify the boron concentration of
representative samples. The Frequency is based on operating
experience, which has shown 72 hours to be adequate.

REFERENCES

1. UFSAR, Section 3.1.22.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.1-4 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves—MODE 6
B 3.9.2

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.2 Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves-MODE 6

BASES

BACKGROUND

During MODE 6 operations, the isolation valves for primary
grade water flow paths that are connected to the Reactor
Coolant System (RCS) must be closed to prevent unplanned
boron dilution of the reactor coolant. The isolation valves
must be locked, sealed or otherwise secured in the closed
position.

The Chemical and Volume Control System is capable of
supplying borated and unborated water to the RCS through
various flow paths. Since a positive reactivity addition
made by uncontrolled reduction of the boron concentration is
inappropriate during MODE 6, isolation of all primary grade
water flow paths prevents an unplanned boron dilution.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

The possibility of an inadvertent boron dilution event
(Ref. 1) occurring during MODE 6 refueling operations is
precluded by adherence to this LCO, which requires that
primary grade water flow paths be isolated. Closing the
required valves during refueling operations prevents the
flow of unborated water to the filled portion of the RCS. The
valves are used to isolate primary grade water flow paths.
These valves have the potential to indirectly allow dilution
of the RCS boron concentration in MODE 6. By isolating
primary grade water flow paths, a safety analysis for an
uncontrolled boron dilution accident is not required for
MODE 6.

The RCS boron concentration satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR
50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO

This LCO requires that flow paths to the RCS from primary
grade water sources be isolated to prevent unplanned boron
dilution during MODE 6 and thus avoid a reduction in SDM.

For Unit 1, primary grade water flow paths may be isolated
from the RCS by closing valve 1-CH-217 or 1-CH-220,
1-CH-241, FCV-1114B and FCV-1113B. For Unit 2, primary grade
water flow paths may be isolated from the RCS by closing
valve 2-CH-140, or 2-CH-160, 2-CH-156, FCv-2114B, and
FCV-2113B.

(continued)

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.2-1 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



BASES

Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves—MODE 6
B 3.9.2

LCO
(continued)

The LCO is modified by a Note which allows the primary grade
water flow path isolation valves to be opened under
administrative control for planned boron dilution or makeup
activities.

APPLICABILITY

In MODE 6, this LCO is applicable to prevent an inadvertent
boron dilution event by ensuring isolation of primary grade
water flow paths to the RCS.

In MODES 3, 4, and 5, LCO 3.1.8, Primary Grade Water Flow
Path Isolation Valves, requires the primary grade water flow
paths to the RCS to be isolated to prevent an inadvertent
boron dilution.

In MODES 1 and 2, the boron dilution accident was analyzed
and was found to be capable of being mitigated.

ACTIONS

A.1

Preventing inadvertent dilution of the reactor coolant boron
concentration is dependent on maintaining the primary grade
water flow path isolation valves locked, sealed, or
otherwise secured closed, except as allowed under
administrative control by the LCO Note. Because of the
possibility of an inadvertent boron dilution, other positive
reactivity additions and CORE ALTERATIONS must be prohibited
while securing the isolation valves on the unborated water
systems. The Completion Time of "Immediately" for suspending
positive reactivity additions and CORE ALTERATIONS reflects
the importance of preventing known positive reactivity
additions so that any boron dilution event can be readily
identified and terminated.

A.2

Continuation of CORE ALTERATIONS is contingent upon
maintaining the unit in compliance with this LCO. With any
valve used to isolate primary grade water flow paths not
locked, sealed or otherwise secured in the closed position,
all operations involving CORE ALTERATIONS must be suspended
immediately. The Completion Time of "immediately" for
performance of Required Action A.1 shall not preclude
completion of movement of a component to a safe position.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.2-2 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



BASES

Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves-MODE 6
B 3.9.2

ACTIONS
(continued)

A3

Preventing inadvertent dilution of the reactor coolant boron
concentration is dependent on maintaining the primary grade
water flow path isolation valves secured closed. Locking,
sealing, or securing the valves in the closed position
ensures that the valves cannot be inadvertently opened. The
Completion Time of 15 minutes provides sufficient time to
close, lock, seal, or otherwise secure the flow path
isolation valve.

A.4

Due to the potential of having diluted the boron
concentration of the reactor coolant, SR 3.9.1.1
(verification of boron concentration) must be performed to
demonstrate that the required boron concentration exists.
The Completion Time of 1 hour is sufficient to obtain and
analyze a reactor coolant sample for boron concentration.

SURVETLLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.9.2.1

These valves are to be locked, sealed, or otherwise secured
closed to isolate possible dilution paths. The likelihood of
a significant reduction in the boron concentration during
MODE 6 operations is remote due to the large mass of borated
water in the refueling cavity and the fact that the primary
grade water flow paths are isolated, precluding a dilution.
The boron concentration is checked every 72 hours during
MODE 6 under SR 3.9.1.1. The Frequency is based on verifying
that the isolation valves are locked, sealed, or otherwise
secured within 15 minutes following a boron dilution or
makeup activity. This Frequency is based on engineering
judgment and is considered reasonable in view of other
administrative controls that will ensure that the valve
opening is an unlikely possibility.

REFERENCES

1. UFSAR, Section 15.2.4.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.2-3 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00
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Nuclear Instrumentation
B 3.9.3

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.3 Nuclear Instrumentation

BASES

BACKGROUND

The source range neutron flux monitors are used during
refueling operations to monitor the core reactivity
condition. The installed source range neutron flux monitors
are part of the Nuclear Instrumentation System (NIS). These
detectors are located external to the reactor vessel and
detect neutrons leaking from the core.

The installed source range neutron flux monitors are BF3
detectors operating in the proportional region of the gas
filled detector characteristic curve. The detectors monitor
the neutron flux in counts per second. The instrument range
covers six decades of neutron flux (1E+6 cps). The detectors
also provide continuous visual indication and an audible
alarm in the control room to alert operators to a possible
dilution accident. The NIS is designed in accordance with
the criteria presented in Reference 1.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

Two OPERABLE source range neutron flux monitors are required
to provide a signal to alert the operator to unexpected
changes in core reactivity such as with a boron dilution
accident (Ref. 2) or an improperly loaded fuel assembly. The
need for a safety analysis for an uncontrolled boron
dilution accident is eliminated by isolating all unborated
water sources as required by LCO 3.9.2, "Primary Grade Water
Flow Path Isolation Valves—MODE 6."

The source range neutron flux monitors satisfy Criterion 3
of 10 CFR 50.36(c) (2) (ii).

LCO

This LCO requires that two source range neutron flux
monitors be OPERABLE to ensure that redundant monitoring
capability is available to detect changes in core
reactivity.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.3-1 Rev 0 (Draft 2), 08/28/00



BASES

Nuclear Instrumentation
B 3.9.3

APPLICABILITY

In MODE 6, the source range neutron flux monitors must be
OPERABLE to determine changes in core reactivity. There are
no other direct means available to check core reactivity
levels. In MODES 2, 3, 4, and 5, these same installed source
range detectors and circuitry are also required to be
OPERABLE by LCO 3.3.1, "Reactor Trip System (RTS)
Instrumentation."

ACTIONS

A.l and A.2

With only one source range neutron flux monitor OPERABLE,
redundancy has been lost. Since these instruments are the
only direct means of monitoring core reactivity conditions,
CORE ALTERATIONS and introduction of coolant into the RCS
with boron concentration less than required to meet the
minimum boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1 must be suspended
immediately. Suspending positive reactivity additions that
could result in failure to meet the minimum boron
concentration limit is required to assure continued safe
operation. Introduction of coolant inventory must be from
sources that have a boron concentration greater than that
what would be required in the RCS for minimum refueling boron
concentration. This may result in an overall reduction in
RCS boron concentration, but provides acceptable margin to
maintaining subcritical operations. Performance of Required
Action A.1 shall not preclude complietion of movement of a
component to a safe position.

B.1

With no source range neutron flux monitor OPERABLE, action
to restore a monitor to OPERABLE status shall be initiated
immediately. Once initiated, action shall be continued until
a source range neutron flux monitor is restored to OPERABLE
status.

B.2

With no source range neutron flux monitor OPERABLE, there
are no direct means of detecting changes in core reactivity.
However, since CORE ALTERATIONS and positive reactivity
additions are not to be made, the core reactivity condition
is stabilized until the source range neutron flux monitors
are OPERABLE. This stabilized condition is determined by
performing SR 3.9.1.1 to ensure that the required boron
concentration exists.

(continued)

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.3-2 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/26/00



BASES

Nuclear Instrumentation
B 3.9.3

ACTIONS

B.2 (continued)

The Compietion Time of once per 12 hours is sufficient to
obtain and analyze a reactor coolant sample for boron
concentration and ensures that unplanned changes in boron
concentration would be identified. The 12 hour Frequency is
reasonable, considering the low probability of a change in
core reactivity during this time period.

SURVETLLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR_3.9.3.1

SR 3.9.3.1 is the performance of a CHANNEL CHECK, which is a
comparison of the parameter indicated on one channel to a
similar parameter on other channels. It is based on the
assumption that the two indication channels should be
consistent with core conditions. Changes in fuel loading and
core geometry can result in significant differences between
source range channels, but each channel should be consistent
with its local conditions.

The Frequency of 12 hours is consistent with the CHANNEL
CHECK Frequency specified similarly for the same instruments
in LCO 3.3.1.

SR 3.9.3.2

SR 3.9.3.2 is the performance of a CHANNEL CALIBRATION every
18 months. This SR is modified by a Note stating that neutron
detectors are excluded from the CHANNEL CALIBRATION. The
CHANNEL CALIBRATION for the source range neutron flux
monitors consists of obtaining the detector plateau or
preamp discriminator curves, evaluating those curves, and
comparing the curves to the manufacturer's data. The

18 month Frequency is based on the need to perform this
Surveillance under the conditions that apply during a unit
outage. Operating experience has shown these components
usually pass the Surveillance when performed at the 18 month
Frequency.

REFERENCES

1. UFSAR, Chapter 3.
2. UFSAR, Chapter 15.
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Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.4 Containment Penetrations

BASES

BACKGROUND

During movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies
within containment, a release of fission product
radioactivity within containment to the environment will be
restricted to the personnel air lock and containment purge
and exhaust isolation valves when the LCO requirements are
met. In MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, this is accomplished by
maintaining containment OPERABLE as described in LCO 3.6.1,
“Containment." In MODE 6, the potential for containment
pressurization as a result of an accident is not likely;
therefore, requirements to isolate the containment from the
outside atmosphere can be less stringent. The LCO
requirements are referred to as "containment closure” rather
than "containment OPERABILITY." Containment closure means
that all potential escape paths not accounted for by the Fuel
Handling Accident (FHA) analysis are closed or capable of
being closed. Since there is no potential for containment
pressurization, the Appendix J leakage criteria and tests
are not required.

The containment serves to control fission product
radioactivity that may be released from the reactor core
following an accident, such that offsite radiation exposures
are maintained well within the requirements of 10 CFR 100.
Additionally, the containment provides radiation shielding
from the fission products that may be present in the
containment atmosphere following accident conditions.

The containment equipment hatch, which is part of the
containment pressure boundary, provides a means for moving
large equipment and components into and out of containment.
During movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies
within containment, the equipment hatch must be held in
place by at least four bolts. Good engineering practice
dictates that the bolts required by this LCO be
approximately equally spaced.

The containment air locks, which are also part of the
containment pressure boundary, provide a means for personnel
access during MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4 unit operation in
accordance with LCO 3.6.2, "Containment Air Locks." One of
the containment airlocks is an integral part of the
(continued)
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BASES

Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

BACKGROUND
(continued)

containment equipment hatch. During movement of recently
irradiated fuel assemblies within containment, the airlock
that is normally an integral part of the containment
equipment hatch is typically replaced by a temporary hatch
plate, which becomes an integral part of the containment
equipment hatch. While the penetration plate is installed,
there is only one air lock by which to enter containment. The
FHA analysis assumes that the 7 ft containment personnel air
lock doors are open during the accident. Closure of one of
the 7 ft containment personnel air lock doors is a good
practice, but not required by the FHA analysis. The analysis
assumes that the equipment hatch and its associated air lock
are closed. The personnel air lock has a door at both ends.
The doors are normally interlocked to prevent simultaneous
opening when containment OPERABILITY is required. During
periods of unit shutdown the potential for containment
pressurization as a result of an accident is not present,
therefore, less stringent requirements are needed to isolate
the containment from the environment.

The requirements for containment penetration closure ensure
that a release of fission product radioactivity within
containment and subsequent releases to the environment is as
assumed in the FHA analysis. The closure restrictions are
sufficient to control fission product radioactivity release
from containment due to a fuel handling accident involving
handling recently irradiated fuel during refueling.

The Containment Purge and Exhaust System includes a 36 inch
purge penetration and a 36 inch exhaust penetration. The
purge penetration includes an 18 inch containment vacuum
breaking valve, and the exhaust penetration includes an

8 inch purge bypass valve. During MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, the
two valves in each of the normal purge and exhaust flow paths
are secured in the closed position. The Containment Purge
and Exhaust System is not subject to a Specification in
MODE 5.

In MODE 6, large air exchangers are necessary to conduct
refueling operations. The normal 36 inch purge system is
used for this purpose, and all four valves are closed
manually in case of a FHA.

The 18 inch containment vacuum breaking valve is normally

not used during movement of recently irradiated fuel

assemblies in containment, and is maintained closed.
(continued)
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Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

BACKGROUND
(continued)

The other containment penetrations that provide direct
access from containment atmosphere to outside atmosphere
must be isolated on at least one side. Isolation may be
achieved by closing a containment purge and exhaust
isolation valve, or by a manual isolation valve, blind
flange, or equivalent.

Equivalent isolation methods must be approved and may
include use of a material that can provide a temporary,
atmospheric pressure, ventilation barrier for the other
containment penetrations during recently irradiated fuel
movements.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

During movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies
within containment, the most severe radiological
consequences result from a fuel handling accident involving
handling recently irradiated fuel. The fuel handling
accident is a postulated event that involves damage to
irradiated fuel (Ref. 1). Fuel handling accidents, analyzed
in Reference 2, include dropping a single irradiated fuel
assembly and handling tool with both doors of the
containment 7 ft personnel air lock open. The control room
operator dose limits of 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC-19

(Ref. 3) and NUREG-0800, Section 6.4 (Ref. 2) are met in the
case of a FHA inside containment by closing the containment
purge and exhaust isolation valves in conjunction with
operation of the Main Control Room/Emergency Switchgear Room
(MCR/ESGR) Emergency Ventilation System and MCR/ESGR bottled
air system. The requirements of LCO 3.9.7, "Refueling Cavity
Water Level," in conjunction with a minimum decay time of
100 hours prior to irradiated fuel movement with containment
closure capability, ensure that the release of fission
product radioactivity, subsequent to a fuel handling
accident, results in doses that are well within the
guideline values specified in 10 CFR 100. Standard Review
Plan, Section 15.7.4, Rev. 1 (Ref. 2), defines "well within®
10 CFR 100 to be 25% or less of the 10 CFR 100 values. The
acceptance limits for offsite radiation exposure will be 25%
of 10 CFR 100 values or the NRC staff approved licensing
basis (e.g., a specified fraction of 10 CFR 100 limits).

Containment penetrations satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 CFR
50.36(c) (2) (ii).
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Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

LCO

This LCO Timits the consequences of a fuel handling accident
involving handling recently irradiated fuel in containment
by 1imiting the potential escape paths for fission product
radioactivity released within containment. The LCO requires
any penetration providing direct access from the containment
atmosphere to the outside atmosphere to be closed except for
the containment purge and exhaust penetrations and the 7 ft
containment personnel air lock doors. A Note states that the
LCO is not applicable to the 7 ft containment personnel air
lock doors.

The LCO is modified by a Note allowing penetration flow paths
with direct access from the containment atmosphere to the
outside atmosphere to be unisolated under administrative
controls. Administrative controls ensure that 1) appropriate
personnel are aware of the open status of the penetration
flow path during movement of recently irradiated fuel
assemblies within containment, and 2) specified individuals
are designated and readily available to isolate the flow
path in the event of a fuel handling accident.

APPLICABILITY

The containment penetration requirements are applicable
during movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies
within containment because this is when there is a potential
for the limiting fuel handling accident. In MODES 1, 2, 3,
and 4, containment penetration requirements are addressed by
LCO 3.6.1. In MODES 5 and 6, when movement of recently
irradiated fuel assemblies within containment is not being
conducted, the potential for a fuel handling accident does
not exist. Additionally, due to radioactive decay, a fuel
handling accident not involving handling recently irradiated
fuel (i.e., fuel that has occupied part of a critical reactor
core within a time frame established by analysis. The term
recently is defined as all irradiated fuel assemblies, until
analysis is performed to determine a specific time) will
result in doses that are well within the guideline values
specified in 10 CFR 100 even without containment closure
capability. Therefore, under these conditions no
requirements are placed on containment penetration status.

ACTIONS

A.l

If the containment equipment hatch or any required
containment penetration that provides direct access from the
containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere is not in

(continued)
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Containment Penetrations

B 3.9.4

BASES

ACTIONS A.1 (continued)
the required status, the unit must be placed in a condition
where the isolation function is not needed. This is
accomplished by immediately suspending movement of recently
irradiated fuel assemblies within containment. Performance
of these actions shall not preclude completion of movement
of a component to a safe position.

SURVEILLANCE SR 3.9.4.1

REQUIREMENTS

This Surveillance demonstrates that each of the containment
penetrations required to be in its closed position is in that
position. The Surveillance on the open purge and exhaust
valves will demonstrate that the valves are not blocked from
closing. Also the Surveillance will demonstrate that each
required containment purge and exhaust valve operator has
motive power, which will ensure that each required
containment purge and exhaust isolation valve is capable of
being manually closed.

The Surveillance is performed every 7 days during movement
of recently irradiated fuel assemblies within containment.
The Surveillance interval is selected to be commensurate
with the normal duration of time to complete fuel handling
operations. A surveillance before the start of refueling
operations will provide two or three surveillance
verifications during the applicable period for this LCO. As
such, this Surveillance ensures that a postulated fuel
handling accident involving handling recently irradiated
fuel that releases fission product radiocactivity within the
containment will not result in a release of significant
fission product radioactivity to the environment in excess
of the analyses.

SR_3.9.4.2

This Surveillance demonstrates that each containment purge
and exhaust valve actuates to its isolation position on
manual initiation. The 18 month Frequency maintains
consistency with other similar instrumentation and valve
testing requirements. This Surveillance performed during
MODE 6 will ensure that the valves are capable of closing
after a postulated fuel handling accident to limit a release
of fission product radioactivity from the containment.
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B 3.9.4

BASES

REFERENCES 1. UFSAR, Section 15.4.7.
2. Standard Review Plan, Rev. 2, July 1981.
3. 10 CFR 50, Appendix A.
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RHR and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level
B 3.9.5

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.5 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level

BASES

BACKGROUND

The purpose of the RHR System in MODE 6 is to remove decay
heat and sensible heat from the Reactor Coolant System (RCS)
to provide mixing of borated coolant and to prevent boron
stratification (Ref. 1). Heat is removed from the RCS by
circulating reactor coolant through the RHR heat
exchanger(s), where the heat is transferred to the Component
Cooling Water System. The coolant is then returned to the RCS
via the RCS cold Teg(s). Operation of the RHR System for
normal cooldown or decay heat removal is manually
accomplished from the control room. The heat removal rate is
adjusted by controlling the flow of reactor coolant through
the RHR heat exchanger(s) and the bypass. Mixing of the
reactor coolant is maintained by this continuous circulation
of reactor coolant through the RHR System.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

If the reactor coolant temperature is not maintained below
200°F, boiling of the reactor coolant could result. This
could lead to a loss of coolant in the reactor vessel.
Additionally, boiling of the reactor coolant could lead to a
reduction in boron concentration in the coolant due to boron
plating out on components near the areas of the boiling
activity. The loss of reactor coolant and the reduction of
boron concentration in the reactor coolant would eventually
challenge the integrity of the fuel cladding, which is a
fission product barrier. One train of the RHR System is
required to be operational in MODE 6, with the water level
> 23 ft above the top of the reactor vessel flange, to
prevent this challenge. The LCO does permit the RHR loop to
not be in operation for short durations, under the condition
that the boron concentration is not diluted. This
conditional removal from operation of the RHR Toop does not
result in a challenge to the fission product barrier.

The RHR and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level
specification satisfies Criterion 4 of 10 CFR
50.36(c) (2) (i1).
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RHR and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level
B 3.9.5

LCO

Only one RHR loop is required for decay heat removal in
MODE 6, with the water level > 23 ft above the top of the
reactor vessel flange. Only one RHR loop is required to be
OPERABLE, because the volume of water above the reactor
vessel flange provides backup decay heat removal capability.
At least one RHR Toop must be OPERABLE and in operation to
provide:

a. Removal of decay heat;

b. Mixing of borated coolant to minimize the possibility of
criticality; and

c¢. Indication of reactor coolant temperature.

An OPERABLE RHR Toop includes an RHR pump, a heat exchanger,
valves, piping, instruments, and controls to ensure an
OPERABLE flow path and to determine the RHR discharge
temperature. The flow path starts in one of the RCS hot legs
and is returned to at least one of the RCS cold legs.

The LCO is modified by a Note that allows the required
operating RHR loop to not be in operation for up to 1 hour
per 8 hour period, provided no operations are permitted that
would dilute the RCS boron concentration by introduction of
coolant into the RCS with boron concentration less than
required to meet the minimum boron concentration of

LCO 3.9.1. Boron concentration reduction with coolant at
boron concentrations less than required to assure the RCS
boron concentration is maintained is prohibited because
uniform concentration distribution cannot be ensured without
forced circulation. This permits operations such as core
mapping or alterations in the vicinity of the reactor vessel
hot leg nozzles and RCS to RHR isolation valve testing.
During this 1 hour period, decay heat is removed by natural
convection to the large mass of water in the refueling
cavity.

APPLICABILITY

One RHR loop must be OPERABLE and in operation in MODE 6,
with the water level > 23 ft above the top of the reactor
vessel flange, to provide decay heat removal. The 23 ft
water level was selected because it corresponds to the 23 ft
requirement established for fuel movement in LCO 3.9.7,
"Refueling Cavity Water Level." Regquirements for the RHR
System in other MODES are covered by LCOs in Section 3.4,

(continued)
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RHR and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level

B 3.9.5
BASES
APPLICABILITY Reactor Coolant System (RCS). RHR loop requirements in
(continued) MODE 6 with the water level < 23 ft are located in
LCO 3.9.6, "Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant
Circulation-Low Water Level."
ACTIONS RHR loop requirements are met by having one RHR loop OPERABLE

and in operation, except as permitted in the Note to the LCO.
A.l

If RHR Toop requirements are not met, there will be no forced
circulation to provide mixing to establish uniform boron
concentrations. Suspending positive reactivity additions
that could result in failure to meet the minimum boron
concentration limit is required to assure continued safe
operation. Introduction of coolant inventory must be from
sources that have a boron concentration greater than what
would be required in the RCS for minimum refueling boron
concentration. This may result in an overall reduction in
RCS boron concentration, but provides acceptable margin to
maintaining subcritical operation.

A.2

If RHR loop requirements are not met, actions shall be taken
immediately to suspend loading of irradiated fuel assemblies
in the core. With no forced circulation cooling, decay heat
removal from the core occurs by natural convection to the
heat sink provided by the water above the core. A minimum
refueling water level of 23 ft above the reactor vessel
flange provides an adequate available heat sink. Suspending
any operation that would increase decay heat load, such as
loading a fuel assembly, is a prudent action under this
condition.

A.3

If RHR loop requirements are not met, actions shall be
initiated and continued in order to satisfy RHR loop
requirements. With the unit in MODE 6 and the refueling
water level > 23 ft above the top of the reactor vessel
flange, corrective actions shall be initiated immediately.
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RHR and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level
B 3.9.5

ACTIONS
(continued)

A.4, A.5, A.6.1, and A.6.2

If LCO 3.9.5 is not met, the following actions must be taken:

a. the equipment hatch or equipment hatch cover must be
closed and secured with at least four bolts;

b. one door in each installed air lock must be closed; and

c. each penetration providing direct access from the
containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere must be
either closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve,
blind flange, or equivalent, or verified to be capable of
being closed by an OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust
Isolation system.

With RHR loop requirements not met, the potential exists for
the coolant to boil and release radioactive gas to the
containment atmosphere. Performing the actions described
above ensures that all containment penetrations are either
closed or can be closed so that the dose limits are not
exceeded.

The Completion Time of 4 hours allows fixing of most RHR
problems and is reasonable, based on the low probability of
the coolant boiling in that time.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.9.5.1

This Surveillance demonstrates that the RHR loop is in
operation and circulating reactor coolant. The flow rate is
determined by the flow rate necessary to provide sufficient
decay heat removal capability and to prevent thermal and
boron stratification in the core. The Frequency of 12 hours
is sufficient, considering the flow, temperature, pump
control, and alarm indications available to the operator in
the control room for monitoring the RHR System.

REFERENCES

1. UFSAR, Section 5.5.4.
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B 3.9.6

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.6 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level

BASES

BACKGROUND

The purpose of the RHR System in MODE 6 is to remove decay
heat and sensible heat from the Reactor Coolant System (RCS)
to provide mixing of borated coolant, and to prevent boron
stratification (Ref. 1). Heat is removed from the RCS by
circulating reactor coolant through the RHR heat exchangers
where the heat is transferred to the Component Cooling Water
System. The coolant is then returned to the RCS via the RCS
cold leg(s). Operation of the RHR System for normal cooldown
decay heat removal is manually accomplished from the control
room. The heat removal rate is adjusted by controlling the
flow of reactor coolant through the RHR heat exchanger(s)
and the bypass lines. Mixing of the reactor coolant is
maintained by this continuous circulation of reactor coolant
through the RHR System.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

If the reactor coolant temperature is not maintained below
200°F, boiling of the reactor coolant could result. This
could lead to a loss of coolant in the reactor vessel.
Additionally, boiling of the reactor coolant could lead to a
reduction in boron concentration in the coolant due to the
boron plating out on components near the areas of the boiling
activity. The loss of reactor coolant and the reduction of
boron concentration in the reactor coolant will eventually
challenge the integrity of the fuel cladding, which is a
fission product barrier. Two trains of the RHR System are
required to be OPERABLE, and one train in operation, in order
to prevent this challenge.

The RHR and Coolant Circulation-Low Water Level
specification satisfies Criterion 4 of 10 CFR
50.36(c) (2)(ii).

LCO

In MODE 6, with the water level < 23 ft above the top of the
reactor vessel flange, both RHR loops must be OPERABLE.
Additionally, one loop of RHR must be in operation in order
to provide:

a. Removal of decay heat;
(continued)
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RHR and Coolant Circulation-Low Water Level
B 3.9.6

LCO
(continued)

b. Mixing of borated coolant to minimize the possibility of
criticality; and

c. Indication of reactor coolant temperature.

This LCO is modified by two Notes. Note 1 permits the RHR
pumps to be de-energized for < 15 minutes when switching
from one train to another. The circumstances for stopping
both RHR pumps are to be limited to situations when the
outage time is short and the core outlet temperature is
maintained > 10°F below saturation temperature. The Note
prohibits boron dilution or draining operations when RHR
forced flow is stopped. Note 2 allows one RHR loop to be
inoperable for a period of 2 hours provided the other loop is
OPERABLE and in operation. Prior to declaring the loop
inoperable, consideration should be given to the existing
unit configuration. This consideration should include that
the core time to boil is short, there is no draining
operation to further reduce RCS water and that the
capability exists to inject borated water into the reactor
vessel. This permits surveillance tests to be performed on
the inoperable loop during a time when these tests are safe
and possible.

An OPERABLE RHR loop consists of an RHR pump, a heat
exchanger, valves, piping, instruments and controls to
ensure an OPERABLE flow path and to determine the RHR
discharge temperature. The flow path starts in one of the RCS
hot legs and is returned to at least one of the RCS cold
legs.

APPLICABILITY

Two RHR loops are required to be OPERABLE, and one RHR Toop
must be in operation in MODE 6, with the water level < 23 ft
above the top of the reactor vessel flange, to provide decay
heat removal. Requirements for the RHR System in other MODES
are covered by LCOs in Section 3.4, Reactor Coolant System
(RCS). RHR Tloop requirements in MODE 6 with the water level
> 23 ft are located in LCO 3.9.5, "Residual Heat Removal
(RHR) and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level."

ACTIONS

A.l1 and A.2

If less than the required number of RHR loops are OPERABLE,

action shall be immediately initiated and continued until

the RHR Toop is restored to OPERABLE status and to operation
(continued)
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RHR and Coolant Circulation-Low Water Level
B 3.9.6

ACTIONS

A.1 and A.2 (continued)

or until = 23 ft of water level is established above the
reactor vessel flange. When the water level is > 23 ft above
the reactor vessel flange, the Applicability changes to that
of LCO 3.9.5, and only one RHR loop is required to be
OPERABLE and in operation. An immediate Completion Time is
necessary for an operator to initiate corrective actions.

B.1

If no RHR loop is in operation, there will be no forced
circulation to provide mixing to establish uniform boron
concentrations. Reduced boron concentrations cannot occur by
the addition of water with a lower boron concentration than
that contained in the RCS, because all of the unborated water
sources are isolated.

B.2

If no RHR Toop is in operation, actions shall be initiated
immediately, and continued, to restore one RHR loop to
operation. Since the unit is in Conditions A and B
concurrently, the restoration of two OPERABLE RHR loops and
one operating RHR loop should be accomplished expeditiously.

B.3, B.4, B.5.1, and B.5.2

If no RHR is in operation, the following actions must be
taken:

a. the equipment hatch or equipment hatch cover must be
closed and secured with at least four bolts;

b. one door in each installed air Tock must be closed; and

c. each penetration providing direct access from the
containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere must be
either closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve,
blind flange, or equivalent, or verified to be capable of
being closed by an OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust
Isolation system.

With RHR loop requirements not met, the potential exists for
the coolant to boil and release radioactive gas to the
containment atmosphere. Performing the actions described

(continued)
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RHR and Coolant Circulation-Low Water Level
B 3.9.6

ACTIONS

B.3, B.4, B.5.1, and B.5.2 (continued)

above ensures that all containment penetrations are either
closed or can be closed so that the dose limits are not
exceeded.

The Completion Time of 4 hours allows fixing of most RHR
problems and is reasonable, based on the low probability of
the coolant boiling in that time.

SURVETILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR _3.9.6.1

This Surveillance demonstrates that one RHR loop is in
operation and circulating reactor coolant. The flow rate is
determined by the flow rate necessary to provide sufficient
decay heat removal capability and to prevent thermal and
boron stratification in the core. In addition, during
operation of the RHR loop with the water level lowered to the
level of the reactor vessel nozzles, the RHR pump net
positive suction head requirements must be met. The
Frequency of 12 hours is sufficient, considering the flow,
temperature, pump control, and alarm indications available
to the operator for monitoring the RHR System in the control
room.

SR_3.9.6.2

Verification that the required pump is OPERABLE ensures that
an additional RCS or RHR pump can be placed in operation, if
needed, to maintain decay heat removal and reactor coolant
circulation. Verification is performed by verifying proper
breaker alignment and power available to the required pump.
The Frequency of 7 days is considered reasonable in view of
other administrative controls available and has been shown
to be acceptable by operating experience.

The SR is modified by a Note that states the SR is not
required to be performed until 24 hours after a required
pump is not in operation.

REFERENCES

1. UFSAR, Section 5.5.4.
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B 3.9.7

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.7 Refueling Cavity Water Level

BASES

BACKGROUND

The movement of irradiated fuel assemblies within
containment requires a minimum water level of 23 ft above
the top of the reactor vessel flange. During refueling, this
maintains sufficient water level in the containment,
refueling canal, fuel transfer canal, refueling cavity, and
spent fuel pool. Sufficient water is necessary to retain
iodine fission product activity in the water in the event of
a fuel handling accident (Refs. 1 and 2). Sufficient iodine
activity would be retained to limit offsite doses from the
accident to well below 10 CFR 100 limits.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies, the water
Tevel in the refueling canal and the refueling cavity is an
initial condition design parameter in the analysis of a fuel
handling accident in containment, as postulated by
Regulatory Guide 1.25 (Ref. 1). A minimum water level of

23 ft (Regulatory Position C.1.c of Ref. 1) allows a
decontamination factor of 100 (Regulatory Position C.1.g of
Ref. 1) to be used in the accident analysis for jodine. This
relates to the assumption that 99% of the total iodine
released from the pellet to cladding gap of all the dropped
fuel assembly rods is retained by the refueling cavity
water. The fuel pellet to cladding gap is assumed to contain
10% of the total fuel rod iodine inventory (Ref. 1).

The fuel handling accident analysis inside containment is
described in Reference 2. With a minimum water level of

23 ft, the analysis and test programs demonstrate that the
iodine release due to a postulated fuel handling accident is
adequately captured by the water and offsite doses are
maintained within allowable limits (Ref. 3).

Refueling cavity water level satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR
50.36(c)(2)(i1).

LCO

A minimum refueling cavity water level of 23 ft above the
reactor vessel flange is required to ensure that the
radiological consequences of a postulated fuel handling
accident inside containment are within acceptable limits.
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Refueling Cavity Water Level
B 3.9.7

APPLICABILITY

LCO 3.9.7 is applicable when moving irradiated fuel
assemblies within containment. The LCO minimizes the
possibility of a fuel handling accident in containment that
is beyond the assumptions of the safety analysis. If
irradiated fuel assemblies are not present in containment,
there can be no significant radioactivity release as a
result of a postulated fuel handling accident. Requirements
for fuel handling accidents in the spent fuel pool are
covered by LCO 3.7.16, "Fuel Storage Pool Water Level."

ACTIONS

A.1l

With a water level of < 23 ft above the top of the reactor
vessel flange, all operations involving movement of
irradiated fuel assemblies within the containment shall be
suspended immediately to ensure that a fuel handling
accident cannot occur.

The suspension of fuel movement shall not preclude
completion of movement of a component to a safe position.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.9.7.1

Verification of a minimum water level of 23 ft above the top
of the reactor vessel flange ensures that the design basis
for the analysis of the postulated fuel handling accident
during refueling operations is met. Water at the required
level above the top of the reactor vessel flange limits the
consequences of damaged fuel rods that are postulated to
?esult ;rom a fuel handling accident inside containment
Ref. 2).

The Frequency of 24 hours is based on engineering judgment
and is considered adequate in view of the large volume of
water and the normal procedural controls of valve positions,
which make significant unplanned level changes unlikely.

REFERENCES

1. Regulatory Guide 1.25, March 23, 1972.
2. UFSAR, Section 15.4.7.
3. 10 CFR 100.10.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 B 3.9.7-2 Rev 0 (Draft 1), 07/02/00



SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS

MARKUP AND JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
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(:: 77; Boron Concentration
3.9.1

co——"

3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

3.9.1 Boron Concentration

( LCO 3.9.1 Boron concentrations of the Reactor Coolant System.” the (:)
3.73 refueling canal. and the refueling cavity shall be
maintained within the limit specified in the COLR.

6; , ; 'ﬁablc 1o +he "Cfucll'h? Canal
g4 /737 cavity u)km,(onntdgi o the

ST/F-272
APPLICABILITY:  MODE 6. TS

dné rC'fMC

RCSe - - - e -
ACTIONS
CONDITION . REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
aq\ A. Boron concentration Al Suspend CORE Immediately
" not within limit. ALTERATIONS.
N.\\of'\
AND
A.2 Suspend positive Immediately
reactivity additions.
AND
A.3 Initiate action to Immediately
restore boron
concentration to
within limit.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
garz SR 3.9.1.1  Verify boron concentration is within the 72 hours
limit specified in COLR.

WOG STS 3.9-1 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.1, BORON CONCENTRATION

1. Editorial change made for enhanced clarity or to be consistent with the ISTS Writers
Guide.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.2

LCO 3.9.2

APPLICABILITY: MODE 6.

ACTIONS

Each valve used to isolate
secured in the closed position.

)"l'h’lﬂ ﬂ;.

’ NaterIso]ation Vghgfeg @
(Flow Fath _

(UpboRated)Water (SpEce) Isolation Va1ves
ater(spufees )shall be

(Mo0c6)
0

O
()

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION TIME

One or more valves not
secured in closed
position.

A$@ suspend CORE
ALTERATIONS .

AND

Immediately

A.@@ _ '_iat
gecure valve’in
closed position.

AND

A.ér@ Perform SR 3.9.1.1.

e-dctions o)

@
(I@iatﬂy‘

@ﬂ@ &

A . [ Sa.f/rnJ post

Jve Imme d 1&/!5

feae.‘{)urly a JJ/":"ans.

AND

WOG STS

3.9-2

©)

Rev 1, 04/07/95

Rev.0



ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES -
MODE 6

INSERT

NOTE
Primary grade water flow path isolation valves may be opened under
administrative control for planned boron dilution or makeup
activities.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page 3.9-2 Revision 0



P‘r;r.& 3rade
(Unbafated)Water (o

Isolation Valves

m( aj/tckc’ ‘flo“' /0"“" 3.9.2
. = )
C T3 SIRVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS -
SIRIRIELE FREQUENCY
Orymary Jfadé

Verify each valve that isolates (nborated
is,secured in the closed

7_

otherwise

WOG STS

} oc,/fc-J, ScaLJ, or

3.9-3

Rev 1, 04/07/95

P

0,



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES -
MODE 6

1. The North Anna boron dilution analysis requires the primary grade water flow path
isolation valves to be locked, sealed, or secured in the closed position in MODES 3, 4, 5
and 6. ITS 3.1.8, Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves, was created to
provide these requirements in MODES 3, 4, and 5. ISTS 3.9.2 is renamed to “Primary
Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves - MODE 6” to differentiate between the titles of
LCO 3.1.8 and LCO 3.9.2.

ISTS 3.9.2 is modified to reflect the North Anna boron dilution analysis. An LCO Note
is added which allows the primary grade water flow path isolation valves to be opened
under administrative control for planned boron dilution or makeup activities. This is
permitted under the CTS and the accident analysis.

2. The ISTS 3.9.2 “separate entry condition” note is deleted as it is not necessary and is
eliminated for consistency with the CTS. Under Section 1.3, a subsequent entry into the
Condition would allow the full Completion Times of 15 minutes and 1 hour from the
subsequent entry to complete the Required Actions.

3. The CTS Action to suspend positive reactivity additions is added to the ISTS. This
addition is appropriate as other positive reactivity additions, such as temperature changes,
could mask a boron dilution event and slow operator response to terminate the event.

4. The ISTS Action to immediately initiate actions to secure the valve in a closed position is
changed to be consistent with the CTS requirement to secure the valve within 15 minutes.
This Completion Time is sufficient to close and lock, seal, or otherwise secure the
isolation valve.

5. The ISTS requirement to verify the boron concentration is changed from a 4 hour
Completion Time to the CTS 1 hour Completion Time. One hour is sufficient time to
request and analyze an RCS sample to determine boron concentration.

6. The ISTS Surveillance 3.9.2.1 is changed to the CTS requirement to verify each valve in
the affected flowpath that isolates primary grade water flow paths is locked, sealed, or
otherwise secured in the closed position within 15 minutes following a boron dilution or
makeup activity. This change is necessary as the CTS allows the isolation valves to be
opened under administrative control, so more frequent verification of the valve position is
necessary than the ITS Frequency of 31 days. This periodic Frequency also eliminates the
need for the ISTS Condition Note which states Required Action A.3 (performance of SR
3.9.1.1) is required whenever Condition A is entered. Under the North Anna ITS,
opening of an primary grade water flow path isolation valve would require performance
of SR3.9.2.1.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



Nuclear Instrumentation

CT5

3?12

AC‘/’ to~

NEJ

9.3
3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.3 Nuclear Instrumentation
1CO 3.9.3 Two source range neutron flux monitors shall be OPERABLE. ‘Yé‘l:: @
APPLICABILITY: MODE 6.
ACTIONS
REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. One source |A.1  Suspend CORE Immediately 0]
range neutron flux ALTERATIONS.

monitor inoperable.
AND

A.2 Susper _posit}y/ Immediately

ivity additions TsTF
z &6

B. Two source |B.1 Initiate action to Immediately - @

range neutron flux restore one source
monitors inoperable. . range neutron flux
monitor to OPERABLE
status.
AND
B.2 Perform SR 3.9.1.1.
TSTF
qe

WOG STS 3.9-4 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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ITS 3.9.3, NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTATION

INSERT

Suspend operations that would cause introduction into the RCS, coolant with boron
concentration less than required to meet the boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert Page 3.9 -4 Revision 0



Nuclear Instrumentation

3.9.3
TS
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEITLARCE FREQUENCY
4452, & SR 3.9.3.1 Perform CHANNEL CHECK. 12 hours
Ne_a) SR 3.9-3.2 """""""""" NOTE """"""""""
Neutron detectors are excluded from CHANNEL
CALIBRATION.
Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION. éylséfhonths (::)
WOG STS 3.9-5 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.3, NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTATION

1. The brackets are removed and the proper plant specific information/value is provided.

2. ISTS LCO 3.9.3 is modified by an approved TSTF- 23 and changes the LCO and Actions.
This TSTF is not applicable to North Anna because the evaluation of the boron dilution
accident in the safety analysis does not credit operator action to mitigate the event.
Therefore, the TSTF that brackets an audible alarm or count rate is not applicable and is
not incorporated.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page | Revision 0



Containment Penetrations

3.9.4
CTs
—_ 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.4 Containment Penetrations
LCO 3.9.4 The containment penetrations shall be in the following
3.4.4 status:
a. Thc]e equipment hatch closed and held in place by([fourJ/ @
b.  One door in each¥air Tock closed: and @
q
fex NOTES c. Each penetration providing direct access from the
. D containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere either:
[. Not ayphreable Yo e 784
0T appleable Yo le 1. closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve,
‘l"“"f“"'u»*f personnel air blind flange, or equivalent, or
k., ,
x 2. capable of being closed by an OPERABLE g’ontainment
Jurge and fxhaust Jsol ation
"APPLICABILITY: Tiregy
uring movement of ,irradiated ffuel assemblies within
containment.
_ L. Penctratron £low pathy) provding dirctacess from+le :anfm'nm»h‘fmosfbrc ) .
New ACTIONS Yo teoutside admosphert may bevatolated vakradmincsdeative D ia I TSTF-31T
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. One or more Al | 1pfediat I57r5)
A cron containment ‘ ;}y

penetrations not in
required status.

A@e@ Suspend movement of Immediately
irradiated fuel
assemblies within TsTF-S1
containment.

fCCEn#?

WOG STS 3.9-6 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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Containment Penetrations

3.9.4
CTS
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVETLLANCE FREQUENCY
444 SR 3.9.4.1 Verify each required containment 7 days

penetration is in the required status.

: 2)
SR 3.9.4.2  Verify each required containment ?urge and E[l&jjmonths

exhaust valve act to the isolation j@

on manval {aitiation

WOG STS 3.9-7 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

1. The brackets are removed and the proper plant specific information/value is provided.

2. The requirement to have at least one of the doors in the 7 ft personnel air lock closed is
not adopted. The requirement to have the purge and exhaust valves closed automatically
by an OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation System is also not adopted.
A Note is added stating that the containment penetration requirements are not applicable
to the 7 ft containment personnel air lock. The Fuel Handling Accident (FHA) inside
containment analysis assumes that both doors of the 7 ft personnel air lock are open. This
feature of the analysis eliminates the need to adopt TSTF-68, "Containment Personnel
Airlock Open during Fuel Movement," and the changes to SR 3.9.4.2 in TSTF-284, "Add
‘Met vs. Performed’ to Specification 1.4, Frequency." The control room operator dose
limits of 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC-19 and NUREG-0800, Section 6.4 are met in the
case of a FHA inside containment by closing the containment purge and exhaust isolation
valves in conjunction with operation of the Main Control Room/Emergency Switchgear
Room (MCR/ESGR) Emergency Ventilation System and MCR/ESGR bottled air system.
The existing analysis does not address the other containment penetrations, so the
requirements for the remaining penetrations are retained.

3. One of the containment airlocks is an integral part of the containment equipment hatch.
During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies within containment, the airlock that is
normally an integral part of the containment equipment hatch is typically replaced by a
temporary hatch plate, which becomes an integral part of the containment equipment
hatch. While the penetration plate is installed, there is only one air lock by which to enter
containment. Changes are made reflecting this design.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



RHR and Coolant Circulation—High Water Level
3.9.5

C 73 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.5 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—High Water Level

3,9.5-1 LCO 3.9.5 One RHR Toop shall be OPERABLE and in operation.

The required RHR 1uop may

< 1 hour per 8 hour period, provided no operations are
A .'1"0 a C. permitted that would cause (r@duction of)the Reactor Coolant re7r-
¢ Systemxboron concentration 2 8¢
vl Fomat N T T fndroducton iats)
.{—ffénf;fn;h«'z reg wired boron
anﬁe"'}r-.ﬁ‘n‘ o; Lo 2.9.1
APPLICABILITY: MODE 6 with the water level = 23 ft above the top of reactor
vessel flange.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
Adion . A. RHR loop requirements Immediately —
T on'o not met. Ii?c—
.{ocs,aaul a/,\efd(?'é"f
+L..rf' k)au,‘—l fansc
L "h‘h,od“fﬁ',n mto the
Ac-{,'on . RLS coolant uith A.2 Suspend loading Immediately
’ fratron irradiated fuel
hovon coneen ™, b assemblies in the
Jess than 1‘7 e core.
4 +[‘( orom
%cew*’f‘*""“ e AND
Lece 29.1. A.3 Initiate action to Immediately
satisfy RHR loop
/4 c:/ion . requirements.
AND
(continued)
3.9-8 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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C73

Ae,’\(lbn L

H.981.2

ACTIONS

RHR and Coolant Circulation—High Water Level

3.9.5

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION TIME

A. {(continued)

~ penetrations
providing

access TS TF-/?7
ide
-j
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.9.5.1 Verify one RHR loop is in operation and 12 hours
circulating reactor coolant at a flow rate
of = (2500)) gpn.
(3:70m>)
WOG STS 3.9-9 Rev 1. 04/07/95

Rev.



ITS 3.9.5, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - HIGH WATER LEVEL

INSERT

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION
TIME

A4

A6.2

Close equipment hatch
and secure with four
bolts.

Close one door in each
installed air lock.

Close each penetration
providing direct access
from the containment
atmosphere to the outside
atmosphere with a
manual or automatic
isolation valve, blind
flange, or equivalent.

Verify each penetration is
capable of being closed
by an OPERABLE
Containment Purge and
Exhaust Isolation System.

4 hours

4 hours

4 hours

4 hours

North Anna Units 1 and 2

Insert to Page 3.9-9

Revision 0



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.5, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - HIGH WATER LEVEL

1. The brackets are removed and the proper plant specific information/value is provided.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



CTS

398.2

}\674113"‘1

Adction b

3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

RHR and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level

3.9.6

3.9.6 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level

Two RHR loops shall be OPERABLE, and one RHR loop shall be

LCO 3.9.6
in operation. TSTF-34F
APPLICABILITY: MODE 6 with the water level < 23 ft above the top of reactor
vessel flange.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. Less than the required | A.1 Initiate action to Immediately
number of RHR loops restore required RHR
OPERABLE . loops to OPERABLE
status.
OR
A.2 Initiate action to Immediately
establish > 23 ft of
water above the top
_ of reactor vessel
flange.
B. No RHR loop in B.1 Immediately
operation. ST
284
AND
(continued)
SLL§QCMMJ =/ ’A”"S

into 4he RCS, awb,#udk
Loron édn(t’-—-"‘fw/'l'o-\ fe s than

I4< wied o + 4he bovon
(ozcghbwhav~of Lco 391,

WOG STS

3.9-10 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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ITS 3.9.6, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - LOW WATER LEVEL

INSERT

NOTES

1. All RHR pumps may be de-energized for <15 minutes when switching from
one train to another provided:

a. The core outlet temperature is maintained > 10° F below saturation
temperature;

b. No operations are permitted that would cause a reduction of the Reactor
Coolant System boron concentration; and

c. No draining operations to further reduce RCS volume are permitted.

2. One required RHR loop may be inoperable for up to 2 hours for surveillance
testing, provided that the other loop is OPERABLE and in operation.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page 3.9-10 Revision 0



A c‘)l on b

A“ (77 ] b

RHR and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level
3.9.6

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

B. (continued) B.2 Initiate action to Immediately
restore one RHR loop :
to operation.

TSTF-m7

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.9.6.1 Verify one RHR loop is in operation and 12 hours

circulating_reactor coolant at a flow rate

nsc.r'f 2

SR 3.9.6.2 Verify correct breaker alignment and 7 days
indicated er available to the required

RHR pump that is not in operation.

— - qee -

S -~ NOTE —
Not requind 4o ke preformed yndd 2
hours afHder a N qUS R H R pomp Ys Aot

‘-r\ 17 P[ r4\+ro,\ .

- e
e s > o e T e —— T —

WOG STS 3.9-11 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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ITS 3.9.6, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - LOW WATER LEVEL

INSERT 1

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION
TIME

B.3 Close equipment hatch
and secure with four
bolts.

B.4 Close one door in each
installed air lock.

B.5.1 Close each penetration
providing direct access
from the containment
atmosphere to the outside
atmosphere with a
manual or automatic
isolation valve, blind
flange, or equivalent.

B.5.2 Verify each penetration is
capable of being closed
by an OPERABLE
Containment Purge and
Exhaust Isolation System.

4 hours

4 hours

4 hours

4 hours

North Anna Units 1 and 2

Insert to Page 3.9-11

Revision O



ITS 3.9.6, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - LOW WATER LEVEL

INSERT 2

a. 2 3000 gpm, or

b. > 2000 gpm if RCS temperature < 140° F and time since entry into MODE 3 > 100

hours.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page 3.9-11 Revision 0



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.6, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - LOW WATER LEVEL

1. The brackets are removed and the proper plant specific information/value is provided.

2. Consistent with TSTF-265, a Note is added to SR 3.9.6.2 which permits the performance
of the SR to verify correct breaker alignment and power availability to be delayed until 24
hours after a required pump is not in operation. This provision is required because when
pumps are swapped under the current requirements, the Surveillance is immediately not
met on the pump taken out of operation. This change avoids entering an Action for a
routine operational occurrence. The change is acceptable because adequate assurance
exists that the pump is aligned to the correct breaker with power available because, prior
to being removed from operation, the applicable pump had been in operation. Allowing
24 hours to perform the breaker alignment verification is acceptable because the pump
was in operation, which demonstrated OPERABILITY, and because 24 hours is currently

allowed by invoking SR 3.0.3. This is a new Surveillance Requirement not required in
CTS 3.9.8.2.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision O



C 73

3.9./0.1

A c fions

Refueling Cavity Water Level

3.9.7

3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.7 Refueling Cavity Water Level
Lco 3.9.7 Refueling cavity water level shall be maintained = 23 ft

above the top of reactor vessel flange.
APPLICABILITY: TSTF-5/

2 unlatching of trol rod driv afts
During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies within
containment.
ACTIONS
= CONDITION
REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

level not within ALTERATIONS.
1imit.

A. Refueling cavity water |(A.1 spend CORV Immediapely TQTF-S]

W% Suspend movement of | Immediately
irradiated fuel '
assemblies within
containment.

AND
Z T S7F-20

Immedjdtely

WOG STS 3.9-12 Rev 1. 04/07/95
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C 15

4.9m.1

Refueling Cavity Water Level

3.9.7
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
FREQUENCY
SR 3.9.7.1 Verify refueling cavity water level is 24 hours
> 23 ft above the top of reactor vessel
flange.
WOG STS 3.9-13 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.7, REFUELING CAVITY WATER LEVEL

None

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS BASES

MARKUP AND JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Revision O



Boron Concentration

B 3.9.1
B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
B 3.9.1 Boron Concentration
BASES
BACKGROUND The 1limit on the boron concentrations of the Reactor Coolant

System (RCS), the refueling canal, and the refueling cavity
during refueling ensures that the reactor remains
subcritical during MODE 6. Refueling boron concentration is
the soluble boron concentration in the coolant in each of
these volumes having direct access to the reactor core
during refueling.

The soluble boron concentration offsets the core reactivity
and is measured by chemical analysis of a representative
sample of the coolant in each of the volumes. The refueling
boron concentration 1imit is specified in the COLR. Plant
procedures ensure the specified boron concentration in order
to maintain an overall core reactivity of k., =< 0.95 during
fuel handling, with control rods and fuel assemblies assumed
to be in the most adverse configuration (least negative
reactivity) allowed by plant procedures.

GDC 26 W requires that two @
independent reactivity control systems of different design

gginciples be provided (Ref. 1). One of these systems must
capable of holding the reactor core subcritical under
cold conditions. The Chemical and Volume Control System
(CVCS) is the system capable of maintaining the reactor
subcritical in cold conditions by maintaining the boron
concentration.

The reactor is brought to shutdown conditions before
beginning operations to open the reactor vessel for
refueling. After the RCS is cooled and degressurized and
the vessel head is unbolted, the head is slowly removed to
form the refueling cavity. The refueling canal and the
refueling cavity are then flooded with borated water from
the refueling water storage tank through the open reactor

avity feeding or by the use of the RezfdualAteds) }@
System pumps.

The pumping action of the@ System in the RCS and the
natural circulation due to thermal driving heads in the
_reactor vessel and refueling cavity mix the added
concentrated boric acid with the water in the refueling

mt

(continued)

WOG STS B 3.9-1 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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Boron Concentration
B 3.9.1

BASES

BACKGROUND canal. The RHR System is in operation during refueling (see
{continued) LCO 3.9.5, "Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant
Circulation—High Water Level,” and LCO 3.9.6, "Residual
Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—Low Water
Level™) to provide forced circulation in the RCS and assist
in maintaining the boron concentrations in the RCS, the
refueling canal, and the refueling cavity above the COLR

Timit.
APPLICABLE During refueling operations. the reactivit condition of the
SAFETY ANALYSES core is et @

Qgﬂyll e . d fe d
conservative for MODE 6. The boron concentration limit
specified in the COLR is based on the core reactivity at the
beginning of each fuel cycle (the end of refueling) and
includes an uncertainty allowance.

The required boron concentration and the plant refueling
procedures that verify the correct fuel loading plan
(including full core mapping) ensure that the k,, of the
core will remain < 0.95 during the refueling operation.
Hence, at least a 5% Ak/k margin of safety is established
during refueling.

During refueling, the water volume in the spent fuel pool.
the transfer canal, the refueling canal, the refueling
cavity, and the reactor vessel form a single mass. As a
result, the soluble boron concentration is relatively the
same in each of these volumes.

imit4fig boron dilufion accideniehalyzed occursAn (ii)
(Ref. 2). etailed di sion of this nt is
ided in Ba B 3.1.2, " OWN MARGIN )—T

on concentration satisfies Criterion 2 of (the ARO }
ate : 70 CFR 50.36LcX2)(i7) @

LCO The LCO requires that a minimum boron concentration be
maintained in the RCS, the refueling canal, and the
.refueling cavity while in MODE 6. The boron concentration
1imit specified in the COLR ensures that a core k,, of

(continued)

WOG STS B 3.9-2 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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Boron Concentration

B 3.9.1
BASES
LCO < 0.95 is maintained during fuel handling operations.
(continued) Violation of the LCO could lead to an inadvertent

criticality during MODE 6.

APPLICABILITY This LCO is applicable in MODE 6 to ensure that the fuel in

the reactor vessel will remain subcritical. The required

boron concentration ensures a < 0.95, _Aboye 6. X
LCO 3.1.1. "SHUTDOWN MARGIN (SOM)¥. > 2005F)" ezl T374136
(L{0-3.1 2 —SHUTDOWRMARGIN €SP _=200°F7 ensure that

an adequate amount of negative reactivity 1is available to

shut down the reactor and maintain it subcritical. é:__Ci:——-—::)
TSTF-
nsert | 272

ACTIONS A.l and A.2

Continuation of CORE ALTERATIONS or positive reactivity
additions (including actions to reduce boron concentration)
is contingent upon maintaining the unit in compliance with
the LCO. If the boron concentration of any coolant volume
in the RCS, the refueling canal, or the refueling cavity is
less than its limit, all operations involving CORE
ALTERATIONS or positive reactivity additions must be
suspended immediately.

Suspension of CORE ALTERATIONS and positive reactivity
additions shall not preclude moving a component to a safe
position.

é\ — TETE-
A3 @ 286

In addition to immediately suspending CORE ALTERATIONS or
positive reactivity additions, boration to restore the
concentration must be initiated immediately.

In determining the required combination of boration flow
rate and concentration, no unique Design Basis Event must be
satisfied. The only requirement is to restore the boron
concentration to its required value as soon as possible. In
order to raise the boron concentration as soon as possible,
the operator should begin boration with the best source

. available for unit conditions.

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.1 BASES, BORON CONCENTRATION

INSERT 1

The Applicability is modified by a Note. The Note states that the limits on boron
concentration are only applicable to the refueling canal and the refueling cavity when those
volumes are connected to the RCS. When the refueling canal and the refueling cavity are
isolated from the RCS, no potential path for boron dilution exists.

INSERT 2

Operations that individually add limited positive reactivity (e.g., temperature fluctuations
from inventory addition or temperature control fluctuations), but when combined with all
other operations affecting core reactivity (e.g., intentional boration) result in overall net
negative reactivity addition, are not precluded by this action.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-3 Revision 0



Boron Concentration
B 3.9.1

BASES

ACTIONS A.3 (continued)
Once actions have been initiated, they must be continued
until the boron concentration is restored. The restoration
time deﬁends on the amount of boron that must be injected to
reach the required concentration.

SURVEILLANCE SR_3.9.1.1
REQUIREMENTS

] ecded This SR ensures that the coolant boron concentration in the

are conn RCS,nthe refueling canalg and the refueling cavitypis within

Pof\‘"""‘ . The COLR limits. The boron concentration of the coolant in NEI
-//%Nolume is determined periodically by chemical analysis.@ 272
@ A minimum Frequency of once every 72 hours is a reasonable

amount of time to verify the boron concentration of
representative samples. The Frequency is based on operating
experience, which has shown 72 hours to be adequate.

REFERENCES 10 CFR50, AppediX A. GDC-26.) @
_Chapter (5% @
[LFSAR Section 3. Lz2.)
W0G STS B 3.9-4 Rev 1, 04/07/95



ITS 3.9.1 BASES, BORON CONCENTRATION

INSERT

Prior to re-connecting portions of the refueling canal or the refueling cavity to the RCS, this
SR must be met per SR 3.0.1. If any dilution activity has occurred while the cavity or canal
were disconnected from the RCS, this SR ensures the correct boron concentration prior to
communication with the RCS.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-4 Revision 0



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.1 BASES, BORON CONCENTRATION

1. North Anna Units 1 and 2 were designed and constructed on the basis of the proposed
General Design Criteria, published in 1966. Since February 20, 1971, when the General
Design Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants, Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50, were
published, the Company attempted to comply with the intent of the newer criteria to the
extent practical, recognizing previous design commitments. The NRC’s Safety
Evaluation Report for North Anna Units 1 and 2 reviewed the plant against 10 CFR Part
50, Appendix A and concluded that the facility design conforms to the intent of the newer
criteria. The North Anna UFSAR contains discussions comparing the design of the plant
to the 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, General Design Criteria. Bases references to the 10 CFR
50, Appendix A criteria have been replaced with references to the appropriate section of
the UFSAR.

2. The Bases are revised to reflect the North Anna boron dilution analysis. The North Anna
analysis is based on locking out the primary grade water sources. As a result, there is no
“limiting” boron dilution analysis. A detailed discussion of this event does not appear in
the Bases for Specification 3.1.1. Therefore, these sentences are deleted.

3. The criteria of the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications
Improvements have been included in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(11). Therefore, references in the
ISTS Bases to the NRC Final Policy Statement are revised in the ITS Bases to reference
10 CFR 50.36.

4. Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) to the ISTS which reflect the
plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or licensing
basis description.

5. Editorial changes are made to the Bases to be consistent with the ITS or to make the
sentences grammatically correct.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



BASES

BACKGROUND

During MODE 6 Joperations, (8¥])isolation valves for
ning-anborated watep that are g~ @

water GSouteés)(conta
connected to the Reactor Coolant System (RCS) must be closed
to prevent unplanned boron dilution of the reactor coolant.

The isolation valves must be,secured in the closed position. .
The Chemical and Volume Control System is capable of ~ otherwise

supplying borated and unborated water to the RCS through

led various,flow paths. Since a positive reactivity addition :
an Co';,'_*"’l s made the boron concentration is inappropriate @
reduction during MODE 6, isolation of aﬂ@@water ')

prevents an unplanned boron dilution. -
rmog 728> Elw P

APPLICABLE The possibility of an inadvertent boron dilution event
SAFETY ANALYSES (Ref. 1) occurring during MODE 6 refueling operations is
luded by adherence to this LCO., which requires that
potertial grration searcey be isolated. Closing the
réauired valves during refueling o?erations prevents the
flow of unborated water to the filled/portion of the RCS. - @
The valves are used to isolate(unbtrated waterm
These valves have the potential to indirectly allow dilution

of the RCS boron concentration in MODE 6. By isolating

a safety analysis for an
ion accident Gpactorgance with the
is not required for MODE 6.

The RCS boron concentration satisfies Criterion 2 of he” NRC @
Eolity Statemeny )

s " (O cFRSO38LcXNG

Lco This LCO requires that flow paths to the RCS from {ipBorated) 0)
water sources be isolated to prevent unplanned boron ‘

dilution during MODE 6 and thus avoid a reduction in SOM.

0

(continued)

WOG STS B 3.9-5 Rev 1, 04/07/95

Kev.0



ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES -
MODE 6

INSERT

For Unit 1, primary grade water flow paths may be isolated from the RCS by closing valve 1-
CH-217 or 1-CH-220, , 1-CH-241, FCV-1114B and FCV-1113B. For Unit 2, primary grade
water flow paths may be isolated from the RCS by closing valve 2-CH140, or 2-CH-160, 2-
CH-156, FCV-2114B, and FCV-2113B.

The LCO is modified by a Note which allows the primary grade water flow path isolation
valves to be opened under administrative control for planned boron dilution or makeup
activities.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-5 Revision 0



Hater

(Zf/'mc‘(.m 6”‘_.:__1() @
Isol ationBVgl ;e;

BASES (continued)

Coy

APPLICABILITY In MODE 6, this LCO is applicable to prevent an_inadverten a ade
boron dilution event by ensuring isolation of @F Soureet of) " He
Qboratet water o the RCS. vaster Fop
For other MODES e boron dilujion accident wa
yzed and was.found to be capgbTe of being mi)*iﬁited. @

ACTIONS The S table has modified by a Note that allg _ @
separate Condition eptfy for each un ted water soupCe
iSolation valve.
AT
Continuation of COREfALTERATIONS is{contingent upon .
maintaining the unit\jin compli his LCO. /With any
valve used to isolatenborated)water not *secured in - @
the closed position, alT operations involving CORE
ALTERATIONS must be suspended immediately. The Completion

Time of "immediately” for performance of Required Action A.1
shall not preclude completion of movement of a component to

a safe position. @

Conditigr & has been mogified by a Note tg-fequire tha '

Required Action A.3 completed whene Condition A”is

ered.

Aﬁ 40416"\7/ L /'):7 Al @
Preventing inadvertent dilution of the{reactor coolant boron — ) @
concentration is dependent on maintaini he Primxggre

so]ation valves secured closed. ¥, Becuring the valves O]

in the closed position ensures that the valves cannot
inadvertently opened. The Completion Time of /immedi

T initiate ac s to close open
solation valy€ in the closed position
actions are jmrftiated, theyAfust be /
the valves are/secured in the” closed

s saficent tim to close, lock,
geceere 1he flow path jsolatron

1§~ minafes provide
geal, or o Fhe rwie
Va I -

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES -
MODE 6

INSERT 1

In MODES 3, 4, and 5, LCO 3.1.8, Primary Grade Water Flow Path Isolation Valves,
requires the primary grade water flow paths to the RCS to be isolated to prevent an
inadvertent boron dilution.

In MODES 1 and 2, the boron dilution accident was analyzed and was found to be capable
of being mitigated.

INSERT 2

Al

Preventing inadvertent dilution of the reactor coolant boron concentration is dependent on
maintaining the primary grade water flow path isolation valves locked, sealed, or otherwise
secured closed, except as allowed under administrative control by the LCO Note. Because
of the possibility of an inadvertent boron dilution, other positive reactivity additions and
CORE ALTERATIONS must be prohibited while securing the isolation valves on the
unborated water systems. The Completion Time of “Immediately” for suspending positive
reactivity additions and CORE ALTERATIONS reflects the importance of preventing known
positive reactivity additions so that any boron dilution event can be readily identified and
terminated.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-6 Revision 0



Frime Gote P ey 0
(ipborated)Water (Satpce) Isolation Valves”

B 3.9.2
BASES

ACTIONS R, | 0

(continued)

Due to the potential of having diluted the boron
concentration of the reactor coolant, SR 3.9.1.1
(verification of boron concentration) must be performed
(wWherfeve—E0ndiEaon Ads Enteped)to demonstrate that the @
’ required boron concentration exists. The Completion Time of

@ hourg) is sufficient to obtain and analyze a reactor

coolant sample for boron concentration.

SURVEILLANCE ~ SR_3.9.2.1 locked, Seald, or otheiwis 0.
REQUIREMENTS

These valves are to beYsecured closed to isolate possible
dilution paths. The likelihood of a significant reduction

in the boron concentration during MODE 6 operations is :

remote due to the large mass of borated water in,w o
refueling cavity and the fact that nboraked water— P 'me 7 777

SO

ourceare isolated, precluding a dilution. The boron o
I Néer + concentration is checked every 72 hours during MODE 6 under

SR 3.9.1.1. /Jkfs urve 2
(ape’closed Ahirough a system walkdown” 2y Frequ
is based on engineering judgment and is considered

reasonable in view of other administrative controls that
will ensure that the valve opening is an unlikely
possibility.

REFERENCES 1. @sm Section £15.2.4" 0,
2 NUREG70800 SbctionT5.475) 3
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ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES -
MODE 6 :

INSERT

The Frequency is based on verifying that the isolation valves are locked, sealed, or
otherwise secured within 15 minutes following a boron dilution or makeup activity.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page 3.9-7 Revision 0



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.2 BASES, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES
- MODE 6

1. The Bases to ITS 3.9.2 have been modified to reflect the changes made to the ITS.

2. The criteria of the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications
Improvements have been included in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii). Therefore, references in the
ISTS Bases to the NRC Final Policy Statement are revised in the ITS Bases to reference
10 CFR 50.36.

3. Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) to the ISTS which reflect the
plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or licensing
basis description.

4. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has been
provided.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



Nuclear Instrumentation
B 3.9.3

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.3 Nuclear Instrumentation

BASES

BACKGROUND

The source range neutron flux monitors are used during
refueling operations to monitor the core reactivity
condition. The installed source range neutron flux monitors
are part of the Nuclear Instrumentation System (NIS). These
detectors are located external to the reactor vessel and
detect neutrons leaking from the core.

The installed source range neutron flux monitors are BF3
detectors operating in the proportional region of the gas
filled detector characteristic curve. The detectors monitor
the neutron flux in counts per second. The instrument range
covers_six decades of neutron flux (1E+6 cps)
g he detectors also provide continuous
visuaT indication 4n the control room
to alert operators to a possible dilution accident. Z
is designed in accordance with the criteria presented in
Reference 1.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

Two OPERABLE source range neutron flux monitors are reguired
to provide a signal to alert the operator to unexpecte
changes in core reactivity such as with a boron dilution
accident (Ref. 2) or an improperly loaded fuel assembly.

The need for a safety analysis for an uncontrolled boron

1STF
23

©O

dilution accident is eliminated by isolating 211 unborated
water sources as re uireg by LCO 3.9.2, Tkt om
GQUrCEZIsolaEAbn ﬁs Pumaryfra/e-u:fﬁ:wc:'mob[‘ @

The source range neutron flux monitors satisfy Criterion 3
of“ﬁﬁ@wo.w @) (2)ee))

LCO This LCO requires that two source range neutron flux
monitors be OPERABLE to ensure that redundant monitoring
capability is available to detect changes in core
reactivity.

(continued)
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Nuclear Instrumentation
B 3.9.3

BASES (continued)

APPLICABILITY In MODE 6. the source range neutron flux monitors must be
OPERABLE to determine changes in core reactivity. There are
no other direct means available to check core reactivity
levels. In MODES 2, 3., 4, and 5, these same' installed
source range detectors and circuitry are also required to be
OPERABLE by LCO 3.3.1, "Reactor Trip System (RTS)
Instrumentation.”

ACTIONS : A.1 and A.2

With only one source range neutron flux monitor OPERABLE,
redundancy has been lost. Since these instruments are the
only direct means of monitoring core reactivity condition
CORE ALTERATIONS and €igsifive reactAvity adgt

sus?ended immediately.\ Performance o q i .
shall not preclude completion/of movement of a component to
a safe position.

B.1

With no source range neutron flux monitor OPERABLE, action
to restore a monitor to OPERABLE status shall be initiated
jmmediately. Once initiated, action shall be continued
until a source range neutron flux monitor is restored to
OPERABLE status.

B.2

With no source range neutron flux monitor OPERABLE, there
are no direct means of detecting changes in core reactivity.
However, since CORE ALTERATIONS and positive reactivity
additions are not to be made, the core reactivity condition
is stabilized until the source range neutron flux monitors
are OPERABLE. This stabilized condition is determined by
performing SR 3.9.1.1 to ensure that the required boron

concentration exists. m
The Completion Time of .’l hours is sufficient to obtain and

analyze a reactor coolant samﬁle for boron concentrationg/2adl)

ensures that unplanned
.cha 7h boron concentration would be identified. The
12 hour Frequency is reasonable, considering the Tow

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.3, NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTATION

INSERT 1

introduction of coolant into the RCS with boron concentration less than required to meet the
minimum boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1

INSERT 2

Suspending positive reactivity additions that could result in failure to meet the minimum
boron concentration limit is required to assure continued safe operation. Introduction of
coolant inventory must be from sources that have a boron concentration greater than that
what would be required in the RCS for minimum refueling boron concentration. This may
result in an overall reduction in RCS boron concentration, but provides acceptable margin to
maintaining subcritical operations.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B3.9-9 Revision 0



Nuclear Instrumentation
B 3.9.3

BASES

ACTIONS B.2 (continued)

propagility of a change in core reactivity during this time
period. :

SURVEILLANCE SR_3.9.3.1

REQUIREMENTS
SR 3.9.3.1 is the performance of a CHANNEL CHECK, which is a
comparison of the parameter indicated on one channel to a
similar parameter on other channels. It is based on the
assumption that the two indication channels should be
consistent with core conditions. Changes in fuel loading
and core geometry can result in significant differences
between source range channels, but each channel should be
consistent with its local conditions.

The Frequency of 12 hours is consistent with the CHANNEL
CHEEéoFgeguency specified similarly for the same instruments
in 3.1,

SR _3.9.3.2

SR 3.9.3.2 is the performance of a CHANNEL CALIBRATION every
18 months. This SR is modified by a Note stating that
neutron detectors are excluded from the CHANNEL CALIBRATION.
The CHANNEL CALIBRATION for the source range neutron flux
monitors consists of obtaining the detector plateau or
preamp discriminator curves, evaluating those curves, and
comparing the curves to the manufacturer’'s data. The

18 month Frequency is based on the need to perform this
Surveillance under the conditions that apﬁ'ly during a @
outage. Operating experience has shown these components
usually pass the Surveillance when performed at the 18 month
Frequency.

UF;AR (‘_l»utf'ler 31
REFERENCES 5 TR 20628 @

WOG STS B 3.9-10 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.3 BASES, NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTATION

1.  The brackets are removed and the proper plant specific information/value is provided.

2. The criteria of the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications
Improvements have been included in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii). Therefore, references in
the ISTS Bases to the NRC Final Policy Statement are revised in the ITS Bases to
reference 10 CFR 50.36.

3.  Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) to the ISTS which reflect the
plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or
licensing basis description.

4.  The specific accuracy of the Source Range channel is not a part of the licensing basis of
North Anna and has been deleted.

5.  North Anna Units 1 and 2 were designed and constructed on the basis of the proposed
General Design Criteria, published in 1966. Since February 20, 1971, when the General
Design Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants, Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50, were
published, the Company attempted to comply with the intent of the newer criteria to the
extent practical, recognizing previous design commitments. The NRC’s Safety
Evaluation Report for North Anna Units 1 and 2 reviewed the plant against 10 CFR Part
50, Appendix A and concluded that the facility design conforms to the intent of the
newer criteria. The North Anna UFSAR contains discussions comparing the design of
the plant to the 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, General Design Criteria. Bases references to
the 10 CFR 50, Appendix A criteria have been replaced with references to the
appropriate section of the UFSAR.

6. ISTS 3.9.3 Bases are modified by an approved TSTF- 23. This TSTF is not applicable
to North Anna because the evaluation of the boron dilution accident in the safety
analysis does not credit operator action to mitigate the event. Therefore, the TSTF that
brackets an audible alarm or count rate is not applicable and is not incorporated.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

B 3.9.4 Containment Penetrations

e
BACKGROUND During (CQRE“ALTERA] hu@ movement of\lirradiated fuel
- assemblies within containment, a release of fission product

+o+LLFemon~d air locke radioactiééﬁg within _containment ;l]ng restricted
. (escapingxto the environmentywhen t requirements are
and containmen® purat (e f™ 70 "MOBES 1, 2, 3, and 4, this is accomplished by
and f;kqa;ffgohﬁan maintaining containment OPERABLE as described in LCO 3.6.1,
"Containment.” In MODE 6, the potential for containment
valves pressurization as a result of an accident is not likely:
therefore, requirements to isolate the containment from the
outside atmosphere can be less stringent. The LCO
requirements are referred to as “containment closure” rather
than "containment OPERABILITY.” Containment closure means
hat 311 potential escape pathsfare closed or capable of
being closed. Since there is no potential for containment
" pressurization, the Appendix J leakage criteria and tests
are not required.

e containment serves to(coatain)fission product
radicactivity that may be Teleased from the reactor core
foliowing an accident, such that offsite radiation exposures
are maintained well within the requirements of 10 CFR 100.
Additionally, the containment provides radiation shielding
from the fission products that may be present in the
containment atmosphere following accident conditions.

n o'* Quol“+d 4:—

Lr He Pvc' “{40\6[('«8
ALLF&A'\’ (‘:HA)

a v\q\7s s

The containment equipment hatch, which is part of the
containment pressure boundary, provides a means for moving

Tsrr-5 1

@

®@

©®

large equipment and components into and out of containment,
1 1 ((eeenty) TSTES

During £ movement¥ot irradiated fue
assemblies within containment, the equipment hatch must be
held in place by at least four bolts. Good engineering
practice dictates that the bolts required by this LCO be
approximately equally spaced.

m The containment air locks, which are also part of the

containment pressure boundary, provide a means for personnel
access during MODES 1, 2, 3. and 4 unit operation in
accordance with LCO 3.6.2, "Containment Air Locks.~

(:::)’") air lock has a door at both ends. The doors are normally
. interlocked to prevent simultaneous opening when containment
OPERABILITY is required. During periods of unit shutdown

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

INSERT

One of the containment airlocks is an integral part of the containment equipment hatch.
During movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies within containment, the airlock that
is normally an integral part of the containment equipment hatch is typically replaced by a
temporary hatch plate, which becomes an integral part of the containment equipment hatch.
While the penetration plate is installed, there is only one air lock by which to enter
containment. The FHA analysis assumes that the 7 ft containment personnel air lock doors
are open during the accident. Closure of one of the 7 ft containment personnel air lock
doors is a good practice, but not required by the FHA analysis. The analysis assumes that
the equipment hatch and its associated air lock are closed.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-11 Revision 0



Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

BASES

BACKGROUND
(continued)

The requirements for containment penetration closure ensure
T anonr) that a releasg of fissi uct radioactivity withi @
15 a from” escapings to the .

containment
-k(.L PHA anal 9IS

env1ronmen The closure restrictions are sufficient to _
: ission product radioactivity release from T @
tajnment due to a fuel handling accident during l"V"I"""? *““‘ i
) ; ipradie TX7F-
o) 36> e sl

The purge penctradron

tnclvdes gqn 1% inch g
Comtainmert The Containment Purgg and t System dnc S two
ontaiament v wom (Subsystems. norpal subsystep)includes a inch pur
breakine, valw and e netration and a inch_exhaust . penetration, second|
9 ) , subsystem, & minipurge system, Ancludes an 8 inch pur
erhaos pm%fa*rm welades netratién and an 8 ifAch ust penetration./ During @

an Bk \ low. - 3, and 4, the two valves in each of (the normal
LN ey PR VAl purge and exhaustpeneipations are secured in the close

sition. /The valves in each the two minipu
pe i an be opened intermittently, but are”closed
i y by the Enginee Safety FeaturegActuation

The (“*“""“‘"*""’4‘\ ané ) _Neither of“the subsystems is)subjec
Exhavst Syedem isnot)  Specification in MODE 5.
In MODE 6, large air exchangers are!necessary to conduct @

refueling operations. The normal inch purge system is
and all four valves are closed

Floarpaths

used for this purpos

ngineere

Manva”7 ‘n caseoty ,
: Instrufentation. ”

[ The minipurge system remains operational in MODE 6, and all
four valves”are also closed by the ESFAS.

inipurge system is not used in MODE 6. A1l four 8 inch
ves are secured in the cl

.The other containment penetrations that provide direct
access from _containment atmosphere to outside atmosphere

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

INSERT

the potential for containment pressurization as a result of an accident is not present,
therefore, less stringent requirements are needed to isolate the containment from the
environment.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-12 Revision 0



Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

@A a («m“af... .”m
¥ prree
aases D

BACKGROUND must be isol atedén at least one side. Isolation may be
(continued) achieved by @n 0 automa isolation valve, or by a

manual isolation valve, blind flange. or equivalent.
Equivalent isolation methods must be approved and may
include use of a material that can provide a temporary,

atmospheric pressure, ventilation barrier for th
containment penetrations during fuel movements . @

IVNI’I" \‘9 ‘O‘J/ a3
fC(tn*//7 irvadiated

~(recently )
APPLICABLE During (COREALTERATIONS 61 Jnovement of¥irradiated fuel :

SAFETY ANALYSES assemblies within containment, the most severe radw]o

D) consequences result from a fuel handling accident uel TSTF-51
@L ~~_handling accident is stulated event that involves damage ’
to irradiated fuel &%EQ. Fuel handling accidents, @
analyzed in Reference include dropping a_single

1rrad1ated fuel

and_handling tool

. The re- 1rﬁu-

apd The m1n1mum ’
ensure

€ release of fission product ra-1oact1v1ty. ] "o/ Ry

subsequent to a fuel handling accident, results in doses

that are well within the guideline values specified in

1Q CFR 100. Standard Review Plan, Section 15.7.4, Rev. 1

(Ref.{2), defines "well within™ 10 CFR 100 to be 25% or less (:é)

of the 10 CFR 100 values. The acceptance limits for offsite

radiation exposure will be 25% of 10 CFR 100 values or the

NRC staff approved licensing basis (e.g.. a specified

fraction of 10 CFR 100 limits).

i netrations satisfy Criterion 3 of ¢heAR @
~ Policy Statement). i N
[TnsehT o ) 10 ¢FR 50,36 ()()(i5) ToTF-312

f Y{a Jnnkcj S’bﬂ!(
an'l’d"‘ mer

closeere CA/" 2 /}')

LCO This LCO Timits the consequences of a fuel handling accident i"‘"""’z ,A,‘;‘jfz
in containment by limiting the potential escape paths for ';:f,"
fission product radioactivity released within containment. 7877-51

The LCO requires any penetration providing direct access
from the contaimnment atmosphere fo the outside atmosphere to
be closed except.for the (QPFRABLE) ajnment purge and

®

ation System. The OPERABT
phsure that the automatic

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

INSERT 1

with both doors of the containment 7 ft personnel air lock open. The control room operator
dose fimits of 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC-19 (Ref. 3) and NUREG-0800, Section 6.4
(Ref. 2) are met in the case of a FHA inside containment by closing the containment purge
and exhaust isolation valves in conjunction with operation of the Main Control
Room/Emergency Switchgear Room (MCR/ESGR) Emergency Ventilation System and
MCR/ESGR bottled air system.

INSERT 2

and the 7 ft containment personnel air lock doors. A Note states that the LCO is not
applicable to the 7 ft containment personnel air lock.

INSERT 3

The LCO is modified by a Note allowing penetration flow paths with direct access from the
containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere to be unisolated under administrative
controls. Administrative controls ensure that 1) appropriate personnel are aware of the
open status of the penetration flow path during movement of recently irradiated fuel
assemblies within containment, and 2) specified individuals are designated and readily
available to isolate the flow path in the event of a fuel handling accident.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-13 Revision 0



Containment Penetrations

B 3.9.4
BASES
LCO closure times specifjed in the FSAR can be achitved and,
{continued) therefore, meet t

assumﬁtions used in the gafety analysis
to ensure that refeases through the valves/are terminated,
such that radjelogical doses are within the ‘acceptance

recen
APPLICABILITY The containmen agtion requirements Jre applicable
during movement ofYirradiated fuel
con ainment because this is when there is
a potential for G fuel handling accident. In MODES 1, 2, 3, TSTF-
and 4, containment penetration requirements are addr sed by St
LCO 3.6.1. In MODES 5 and 6, whengm
movement of irradiated fuel assemblies within containment '

@"@ not being conducted, the potential for a fuel handling
accident does pot_exjst. » Therefore, under these conditions
0 requirements are placed on containment penetration

status.

ACTIONS A.1 (apd 17) Rladl
If the containment equipment hatchor any @
ontamnent penetration that provides d cess from the
containment atmosphere to the outswde atmoshere is not in
the required status.incTuding :

placed 'ma _cond ere the 1so atwn function is not

1
needed, This is accomplished by immediately suspendmg TS7F-
(ALTERATIONS—a7id movement of sirradiated fuel assemblies b st
within containment. Performance o ese actions shall not

preclude completion of movement of a component to a safe
position.

SURVEILLANCE SR 39.4.1
REQUIREMENTS
This Surveillance demonstrates that each of the containment
penetrations required to be in its closed position is in
that position. The Surveillance on the open purge and
- exhaust valves will demonstrate that the valves are not
blocked from closing. Also the Surveillance will

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

INSERT

Additionally, due to radioactive decay, a fuel handling accident involving recently irradiated
fuel (i.e., fuel that has occupied part of a critical reactor core within a time frame
established by analysis. The term recently is defined as all irradiated fuel assemblies, until
analysis is performed to determine a specific time) will result in doses that are well within
the guideline values specified in 10 CFR 100 even without containment closure capability.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-14 Revision O



Containment Penetrations

, B 3.9.4
f‘q)u,,\gb can+au\ m€n+ ‘)dh%}
BASES \4nd ﬂ(hau)“' isolaton
SURVEILLANCE SR_3.9.4.1 (continued)
REQUIREMENTS
demonstrate that each ve operator_has motive power, which @
will ensu t eachsvalve is capable of beingv«clo a

automat i€ containment purge” and exhdust isolaidfon

signals

q
The Surveillance is performe G_Jevery 7 days during @ }7:97‘-51
ME@ r

movement of¥irradiated fuel assemblies within
containment. The Surveillance interval is selected to be
commensurate with the normal duration of time to complete
fuel handling operations. A surveillance before the start
of refueling operations will provide two or three
surveillance verifications during the applicable period for
this LCO. As such, this Surveillance ensures that a E

stulated Tuel handling accident¥that releases fission
product radioactivity within the containment will not result

in a release of‘ﬁssmn iroduct radioactivity to the

SR_3.9.4.2

This Surveillance demonstrates that each containment purge
and exhaust valve actuates to .its isolation position on

manual initiation @F on < actual-or simulatedhigh
he 18 month Frequency maintains
consistency mth other simila i_‘s! instrumentation 2

alve testing requirements. /In !4 .6, the Coptainment

‘m excess o\c
‘{'LE ﬁr\l(t{ 55

system actuagion response tipé
18 months, Auring refueling

y) pe g
wilT ensure tha : va1ves are capable of closing after a
postulated fuel handling accident to limit a release of
fission product radipactivity from the containment.

{continued)
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Containment Penetrations
B 3.9.4

BASES (continued)

REFERENCES ( 1. GPU Nucleir Safety Evaluatjerf SE-0002000- (y Rev. 0.) @
3
O 2 QFsr. Section§15.4.@(® : ©%0

® @ (NREE0800) (SEEtien 15.7.4,)Rev.%.]u1y 1981. ®)

2
ST:AA(\«& etlrwphb\
@ 10 (FRS O, A,FAJ;, A, @
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.4 BASES, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

1. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has been
provided.

2. The criteria of the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications
Improvements have been included in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii). Therefore, references in the
ISTS Bases to the NRC Final Policy Statement are revised in the ITS Bases to reference
10 CFR 50.36.

3. Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) to the ISTS which reflect the
plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or licensing
basis description.

4. Changes are made adding material moved to the Bases from the Technical Specifications.

5. Changes are made to reflect consistency with or those changes made to the ISTS. The
following requirements are renumbered or revised, where applicable, to reflect the
changes.

6. One of the containment airlocks is an integral part of the containment equipment hatch.
During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies within containment, the airlock that is
normally an integral part of the containment equipment hatch is replaced by a temporary
hatch plate, which becomes an integral part of the containment equipment hatch. While
the penetration plate is installed, there is only one air lock by which to enter containment.
Changes are made reflecting this design.

7. Changes are made to describe the Containment Purge and Exhaust System design because
the ISTS description assumes two subsystems, which does not reflect the configuration at
NAPS.

8. The reference to a dropped heavy object onto irradiated fuel assemblies in the Applicable
Safety Analyses is deleted because the analysis is for a dropped irradiated fuel assembly.

9. The requirement to have at least one of the doors in the 7 ft personnel air lock closed is
not adopted. The requirement to have the purge and exhaust valves closed automatically
by an OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation System is also not adopted.
A Note is added stating that the containment penetration requirements are not applicable
to the 7 ft containment personnel air lock. The Fuel Handling Accident (FHA) inside
containment analysis assumes that both doors of the 7 ft personnel air lock are open. The
control room operator dose limits of 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC-19 and NUREG-
0800, Section 6.4 are met in the case of a FHA inside containment by closing the
containment purge and exhaust isolation valves in conjunction with operation of the Main
Control Room/Emergency Switchgear Room (MCR/ESGR) Emergency Ventilation
System and MCR/ESGR bottled air system. The existing analysis does not address the
other containment penetrations, so the requirements for the remaining penetrations are

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page | Revision 0



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.4 RASES, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

retained. The Bases are modified to describe the allowance to have the 7 ft containment
personnel air lock open, and account for manual closure of the containment purge and
exhaust valves.

10. TSTF-51 revises the ISTS to only apply Technical Specification controls during
movement of "recently” irradiated fuel. A fuel handling accident without containment
closure with fuel that has not been irradiated "recently” will not result in offsite doses that
exceed the guidelines in 10 CFR 100. Therefore, the containment closure requirements
are only required when moving recently irradiated fuel assemblies. The proposed Bases
in TSTF-51 defines "recently” irradiated fuel as fuel that has been part of a critical reactor
core within a licensee-specified number of days. The Company has not determined a
plant-specific value for this decay time. Therefore, the Bases are modified to state that
until analyses are performed to determine a specific value, all irradiated fuel assemblies
will be considered "recently irradiated.” This change is appropriate because it maintains
Technical Specifications controls on all irradiated fuel and provides the ability to
establish a specific decay time as the definition of "recently” irradiated under the
Technical Specifications Bases Control Program.
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RHR and Coolant Circulation—High Water Level
B 3.9.5

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
B 3.9.5 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—High Water

Level

BASES

BACKGROUND The purpose of the RHR System in MODE 6 is to remove decay
heat and sible heat from the Reactor Coolant System (1)

to provide mixing of borated
coolant and to prevent boron stratification (Ref. 1). Heat
is removed from the RCS by circulating reactor coolant
through the RHR heat exchanger(s), where the heat is
transferred to the Component Cooling Water System. The
coolant is then returned to the RCS via the RCS cold leg(s).
Operation of the RHR System for normal cooldown or decay
heat removal is manually accomplished from the control room.
The heat removal rate is adjusted by controlling the flow of
reactor coolant through the RHR heat exchanger(s) and the
bypass. Mixing of the reactor coolant is maintained by this
gontinuous circulation of reactor coolant through the RHR
ystem.

APPLICABLE If the reactor coolant temperature is not maintained below
“SAFETY ANALYSES 200°F, boiling of the reactor coolant could result. This
could lead to a loss of coolant in the reactor vessel.
Additionally, boiling of the reactor coolant could lead to a
reduction in boron concentration in the coolant due to boron
plating out on components near the areas of the boiling
activity. The loss of reactor coolant and the reduction of
boron concentration in the reactor coolant would eventually
challenge the integrity of the fuel cladding, which is a
fission product barrier. One train of the RHR System is
required to be operational in MODE 6, with the water Tevel
> 23 ft above the top of the reactor vessel flange, to
revent this challenge. The LCO does permit @e-energiZing
the RHR Jpump) for short durations, under the condition that T sTE-
the boron concentration is not diluted. This conditional /€3

fle~erfergizing of the RHR does not result in a challenge
to the fission product barrier:

the RHR System dbes not meet a cific criteri
NRC Policy St , it was igefitified in the NRC
Statement an important cgafributor to ris

(continued)

rempvel from
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RHR and Coolant Circulation—High Water Level
B

3.9.5
BASES
APPLICABLE redu n. Thepefore, the System is ned a ) (::>
SAFETY ANALYSES Maﬁf /EHR/ /;et{ ),é’
(continued)
LCO Only one RHR loop is required for decay heat removal in

MODE 6, with the water level > 23 ft above the top of the
reactor vessel flange. Only one RHR loop is required to be
OPERABLE, because the volume of water above the reactor
vessel flange provides backup decay heat removal capability.
At lggst one RHR loop must be OPERABLE and in operation to
provide:

a. Removal of decay heat:

b. Mixing of borated coolant to minimize the possibility
of criticality; and

c. Indication of reactor coolant temperature.

An OPERABLE RHR loop includes an RHR pump, a heat exchanger,

valves, pi?ing. instruments, and controls _to ensure an

OPERABLE flow path and to determine the {ow/erid)temperature.

The flow path starts in one of the RCS hot legs and is TSlé;D
4 least one)  preturned togthe RCS cold legs.

The LCO is modified by a Note that allows t
operating RHR loop to(pe“femg ]
1 hour per 8 hour
permitted that would
concentratior Boron concentration reduction,ds prohibited
because uniform concentration distribution canno ensured
without forced circulation. This permits operations such as
core maRping or alterations in the vicinity of the reactor
vessel hot leg nozzles and RCS to RHR isolation valve
testing. During this 1 hour qeriod. decay heat is removed
by natural convection to the large mass of water in the
refueling cavity.

APPLICABILITY One RHR Toop must be OPERABLE and in operation in MODE 6.
with the water level = 23 ft above the top of the reactor
.vessel flange, to ?rovide decay heat removal. The 23 ft
water level was selected because it corresponds to the 23 ft

(contihued)
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RHR and Coolant Circulation—High Water Level
B 3.9.5

BASES

APPLICABILITY requirement established for fuel movement in LCO 3.9.7,
(continued) "Refueling Cavity Water Level.” Requirements for the RHR
System in other MODES are covered by LCOs in Section 3.4,

Reactor Coolant System (RCS)( and-Sectign-3.5, Emepgency) 3
. RHR Toop requirements in
MODE & with the water Tevel < 23 ft are located in

LCO 3.9.6, "Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant
Circulation—Low Water Level.”

ACTIONS RHR loo reguirements are met by having one RHR 100ﬁ
OPERagLchn in operation, except as permitted in the Note
to t .

A.l

If RHR loop requirements are not met, there will be no
forced circulation to provide mixing to establish uniform

boron concentra'atwns. Reduc Oro 7r.
i ined 1 2l of 28¢

If RHR loop requirements are not met, actions shall be taken
immediately to suspend loading of irradiated fuel assemblies
in the core. With no forced circulation cooling, decay heat
removal from the core occurs by natural convection to the
heat sink provided by the water above the core. A minimum
refueling water level of 23 ft above the reactor vessel
flange provides an adequate available heat sink. Suspending
any operation that would increase decay heat load, such as
loaging a fuel assembly, is a prudent action under this
condition.

A3
It RHR loop requirements are not met. actions shall be

initiated and continued in order to satisfy RHR loop
. requirements. With the unit in MODE 6 and the refueling

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.5, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - HIGH WATER LEVEL

INSERT

Suspending positive reactivity additions that could result in failure to meet the minimum
boron concentration limit is required to assure continued safe operation. Introduction of
coolant inventory must be from sources that have a boron concentration greater than what
would be required in the RCS for minimum refueling boron concentration. This may result
in an overall reduction in RCS boron concentration, but provides acceptable margin in
maintaining subcritical operation.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-19 Revision 0



BASES

RHR and Coolant Circulation—High wateg gegel
.9.5

ACTIONS

A.3 (continued)

water level > 23 ft above the top of the reactor vessel
flange, corrective actions shall be initiated immediately.

pad T AS Abland Bt :Q TSTZ-

197

p requirements are not mét, all containment
penetpations providing direct gectess from the containment
atmp$phere to the outside atpdsphere must be closed within
ours. With the RHR loop/Trequirements not met, the
potential exists for the coolant to boil and release
radioactive gas to the containment atmosphere. Closjrg
containment penetratifns that are open to the outside

atmosphere ensureg/dose 1imits are not exceeded.

ime of 4 hours is reasonable,

The Completig
i¥ity of the coolant boiling in that time.

Tow probab

SURVETLLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR_3.9.5.1

This Surveillance demonstrates that the RHR loop is in
operation and circulating reactor coolant. The flow rate is
determined by the flow rate necessary to provide sufficient
decay heat removal capability and to prevent thermal and
boron stratification in the core. The Freguency of 12 hours
is sufficient. considering the flow, temperature, pump
control, and alarm indications available to the operator in
the control room for monitoring the RHR System.

REFERENCES Z 1. ‘SR, Section@. @@

WOG STS
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ITS 3.9.5, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - HIGH WATER LEVEL

INSERT

if LCO 3.9.5 is not met, the following actions must be taken:

a) the equipment hatch or equipment hatch cover must be closed and secured with at least
four bolts;

b) one door in each installed air lock must be closed; and

c) each penetration providing direct access from the containment atmosphere to the outside
atmosphere must be either closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve, blind flange,
or equivalent, or verified to be capable of being closed by an OPERABLE Containment
Purge and Exhaust Isolation system.

With RHR loop requirements not met, the potential exists for the coolant to boil and release
radioactive gas to the containment atmosphere. Performing the actions described above
ensures that all containment penetrations are either closed or can be closed so that the
dose limits are not exceeded.

The Completion Time of 4 hours allows fixing of most RHR problems and is reasonable,
based on the low probability of the coolant boiling in that time.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-20 Revision 0



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.5 BASES, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - HIGH WATER LEVEL

1. North Anna Units 1 and 2 were designed and constructed on the basis of the proposed
General Design Criteria, published in 1966. Since February 20, 1971, when the General
Design Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants, Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50, were
published, the Company attempted to comply with the intent of the newer criteria to the
extent practical, recognizing previous design commitments. The NRC’s Safety
Evaluation Report for North Anna Units 1 and 2 reviewed the plant against 10 CFR Part
50, Appendix A and concluded that the facility design conforms to the intent of the newer
criteria. The North Anna UFSAR contains discussions comparing the design of the plant
to the 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, General Design Criteria. Bases references to the 10 CFR
50, Appendix A criteria have been replaced with references to the appropriate section of
the UFSAR.

2. The criteria of the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications
Improvements have been included in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii). Criterion 4 describes
systems which are important contributors to risk. Therefore, references in the ISTS Bases
to the NRC Final Policy Statement are revised in the ITS Bases to reference the
appropriate 10 CFR 50.36 Criterion.

3. Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) to the ISTS which reflect the
plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or licensing
basis description.

4. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has been
provided.
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RHR and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level
B 3.9.6

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
B 3.9.6 Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level

BASES

BACKGROUND The purpose of the RHR System in MODE 6 is to remove decay

_ ible heat from the Reactor Coolant System
: by GOE-31) to provide mixing of borated
coolant, and to prevent boron stratification (Ref. 1). Heat
js removed from the RCS by circulating reactor coolant
through the RHR heat exchangers where the heat is
transferred to the Component Cooling Water System. The
coolant is then returned to the RCS via the RCS cold leg(s).
Operation of the RHR System for normal cooldown decay heat
removal is manually accomplished from the control room. The
heat removal rate is adjusted by controlling the flow of
reactor coolant through the RHR heat exchanger(s) and the
bypass lines. Mixing of the reactor coolant is maintained
by this continuous circutation of reactor coolant through
the RHR System.

APPLICABLE If the reactor coolant temperature is not maintained below

SAFETY ANALYSES  200°F, boiling of the reactor coolant could result. This
could lead to a loss of coolant in the reactor vessel.
Additionally, boiling of the reactor coolant could lead to a
reduction in boron concentration in the coolant due to the
boron plating out on components near the areas of the
boiling activity. The loss of reactor coolant and the
reduction of boron concentration in the reactor coolant will
eventually challenge the integrity of the fuel cladding,
which is a fission product barrier. Two trains of the RHR
System are required to be OPERABLE, and one train in
operation, in order to prevent this challenge.

RHR System d
Policy State

tion.
cification.

LCO . In MODE 6. with the water level < 23 ft above the top of the
reactor vessel flange, both RHR loops must be OPERABLE.

(continued)
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RHR and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level

B 3.9.6
BASES
LCO Additionally, one loop of RHR must be in operation in order
(continued) to provide: ¢ 7F-349
a. Removal of decay heat: : TSTE-34L

b. Mixing of borated coolant to minimize the possibility @
of criticality; and
¢. Indication of reactor coolant temperature.
echare
An OPERABLE RHR loop consists of an RHR pump, a heat kﬂfr" dise s @
exchanger, valves, piping, instruments and controls_to
ensure an OPERABLE flow path and to determine the

temperature. The flow path starts in one of the RCS hot @
legs and is returned quthe RCS cold legs.

APPLICABILITY Two RHR loops are required to be OPERABLE, and one RHR loop
must be in operation in MODE 6, with the water level < 23 ft
above the top of the reactor vessel flange, to provide decay
heat removal. Requirements for the RHR System in other
MODES are covere . COs in Section 3.4, Reactor Coolant
System (RCS) ection 3~ IELgency e Conl

oop requirements in MODE 6 with the

water level > 23 ft are located in LCO 3.9.5, "Residual Heat

Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation—High Water Level.”

ACTIONS A.l and A.2

If less than the required number of RHR loops are OPERABLE,
action shall be immediately initiated and continued until
the RHR Toop is restored to OPERABLE status and to operation
or until = 23 ft of water level is established above the
reactor vessel flange. When the water level is 223 ft
above the reactor vessel flange, the Ap;lﬂicabﬂity changes
to that of LCO 3.9.5, and only one RHR loop is required to
be OPERABLE and in operation. An immediate Completion Time
is necessary for an operator to initiate corrective actions.

(continued)
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ITS 3.9.6, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - LOW WATER LEVEL

INSERT

This LCO is modified by two Notes. Note 1 permits the RHR pumps to be de-energized for
< 15 minutes when switching from one train to another. The circumstances for stopping
both RHR pumps are to be limited to situations when the outage time is short and the core

outlet temperature is maintained > 10 °F below saturation temperature. The Note prohibits
boron dilution or draining operations when RHR forced flow is stopped. Note 2 allows one
RHR loop to be inoperable for a period of 2 hours provided the other loop is OPERABLE
and in operation. Prior to declaring the loop inoperable, consideration should be given to the
existing unit configuration. This consideration should include that the core time to boil is
short, there is no draining operation to further reduce RCS water and that the capability
exists to inject borated water into the reactor vessel. This permits surveillance tests to be
performed on the inoperable loop during a time when these tests are safe and possible.

North Anna Units | and 2 Insert to Page B 3.9-22 Revision 0



RHR and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level

B 3.9.6
BASES
ACTIONS B.1
(continued) '
If no RHR loop is in operation, there will be no forced
circulation to prov;-- g'x'ng to establish uniform boron
concentrations. f/Reduce ACENTra
gaditi TITF-
28¢

B.2

If no RHR loop is in operation, actions shall be initiated
immediately, and continued, to restore one RHR ]oog to
operation. Since the unit is in Conditions A and
concurrently, the restoration of two OPERABLE RHR loops and
one operating RHR 1oop should be accomplished expeditiously.

. B___ )8.‘/) B,f.l,a.né 3-5.2 Ts77:'_
197

If no RYR loop is in operation, all cprtainment penetrations

proviging direct access from the coptainment atmosphere to
the Sutside atmosphere must be clg€ed within 4 hours. With

£ RHR loop requirements not , the potential exists for
he coolant to boil and release radioactive gas to the

containment atmosphere. Clgg&ing containment penetrations
that are open to the outsjde atmosphere ensures that dos
limits are not exceede

The Completion Ti
low probability

of 4 hours is reasonable, basgd on the
the coolant boiling in that

SURVEILLANCE SR_3.9.6.1
REQUIREMENTS

This Surveillance demonstrates that one RHR loop is in

operation and circulating reactor coolant. The flow rate is

determined by the flow rate necessary to provide sufficient

decay heat removal capability and to prevent thermal and

boron strat}fiﬁgt;ag }n the cgre'.1e In add;tio?. during
eration of t oop with the water leve

Nieinity)of the reactor vessel nozzles, the RHR pum suction

“requirements must be met. The Frequency of 12 hours is

sufficient, considering the flow, temperature, pump control,

{continued)
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ITS 3.9.6, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - LOW WATER LEVEL

INSERT 1

Suspending positive reactivity additions that could result in failure to meet the minimum
boron concentration limit is required to assure continued safe operation. Introduction of
coolant inventory must be from sources that have a boron concentration greater than what
would be required in the RCS for minimum refueling boron concentration. This may result
in an overall reduction in RCS boron concentration, but provides acceptable margin in
maintaining subcritical operation.

INSERT 2
If no RHR is in operation, the following actions must be taken:

a) the equipment hatch or equipment hatch cover must be closed and secured with at least
four bolts;

b) one door in each installed air lock must be closed; and

c) each penetration providing direct access from the containment atmosphere to the outside
atmosphere must be either closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve, blind flange,
or equivalent, or verified to be capable of being closed by an OPERABLE Containment
Purge and Exhaust Isolation system.

With RHR loop requirements not met, the potential exists for the coolant to boil and release
radioactive gas to the containment atmosphere. Performing the actions described above
ensures that all containment penetrations are either closed or can be closed so that the
dose limits are not exceeded.

The Completion Time of 4 hours allows fixing of most RHR problems and is reasonable,
based on the low probability of the coolant boiling in that time.
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RHR and Coolant Circulation—Low Water Level
B 3.9.6

BASES

SURVE ILLANCE SR_3.9.6.1 (continued)

REQUIREMENTS
and alarm indications available to the operator for
monitoring the RHR System in the control room.

Verification that the required pump is OPERABLE ensures that
an additional RCS or RHR pump can be placed in operation, if

1
needed, to maintain decay heat remova? and reactor coolant
circulation. Verification is performed by verifying proper
breaker alignment and power available to the required pump.
The Frequency of 7 days is considered reasonable in view of
other administrative controls available and has been shown
to be acceptable by operating experience.

REFERENCES MSM. Section

5. 8.4

This SK s moA."'G'té b)’“ Nok ‘H/lu‘l’ states the 5% VS
not r'eq/mké to be Per*pofmé vatd 289 hours after

a r\e?’w\‘u{ {vn( V> ot I\A O(Jcrgr"(vn,
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.6 BASES, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - LOW WATER LEVEL

1. North Anna Units 1 and 2 were designed and constructed on the basis of the proposed
General Design Criteria, published in 1966. Since February 20, 1971, when the General
Design Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants, Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50, were
published, the Company attempted to comply with the intent of the newer criteria to the
extent practical, recognizing previous design commitments. The NRC’s Safety
Evaluation Report for North Anna Units 1 and 2 reviewed the plant against 10 CFR Part
50, Appendix A and concluded that the facility design conforms to the intent of the newer
criteria. The North Anna UFSAR contains discussions comparing the design of the plant
to the 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, General Design Criteria. Bases references to the 10 CFR
50, Appendix A criteria have been replaced with references to the appropriate section of
the UFSAR.

2. The criteria of the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications
Improvements have been included in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(i1). Criterion 4 describes
systems which are important contributors to risk. Therefore, references in the ISTS Bases
to the NRC Final Policy Statement are revised in the ITS Bases to reference the
appropriate 10 CFR 50.36 Criterion.

3. Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) to the ISTS which reflect the
plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or licensing
basis description.

4. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has been
provided.

5. Consistent with TSTF-265, a Note is added to SR 3.9.6.2 which permits the performance
of the SR to verify correct breaker alignment and power availability to be delayed until 24
hours after a required pump is not in operation. This provision is required because when
pumps are swapped under the current requirements, the Surveillance is immediately not
met on the pump taken out of operation. This change avoids entering an Action or
invoking SR 3.0.3 for a routine operational occurrence. The change is acceptable because
adequate assurance exists that the pump is aligned to the correct breaker with power
available because, prior to being removed from operation, the applicable pump had been
in operation. Allowing 24 hours to perform the breaker alignment verification is
acceptable because the pump was in operation, which demonstrated OPERABILITY, and
because 24 hours is currently allowed by invoking SR 3.0.3. This is a new Surveillance
Requirement not required in CTS 3.9.8.2.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



tclv‘*’vh"‘( (anu*/.w
aVit-V Water Level
B 3.9.7

B 3.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS
B 3.9.7 Refueling Cavity Water Level

BASES

BACKGROUND The movement of irradi fuel assemblies/or ormance of TS7F-¢l
(ZEE?- TONS, —e%cept during-Tatching and-tnlatching of
i within containment requires a

minimum water level of 23 ft above the top of the reactor
vessel flange. During refueling, this maintains sufficient
water level in the containment, refueling canal, fuel
transfer canal, refueling cavity, and spent fuel pool.
Sufficient water is necessary to retain iodine fission
ﬂroduct activity in the water in the event of a fuel
andling accident (Refs. 1 and 2). Sufficient iodine (Zéi)
1d be retained to limit offsite doses from the
~61)10 CFR 100 1imits;as provigded by Eﬁe) (2i>

APPLICABLE During (COREALTERAPTONS dhd Jmovement of irradiated fuel Tsteg !
SAFETY ANALYSES  assemblies, water level in the refueling canal and the

refueling cavity is an initial condition design parameter in
the analysis of a fuel handling accident in containment, as
postulated by Regulatory Guide 1.25 (Ref. 1). A minimum
water level of 23 ft (Regulatory Position C.1.c of Ref. 1)
allows a decontamination factor of 100 (Regulatory

Position C.1.g of Ref. 1) to be used in the accident
analysis for jodine. This relates to the assumption that
99% of the total ijodine released from the pellet to cladding
gap of all the dropped fuel assembly rods is retained by the
refueling cavity water. The fuel ?e11et to cladding gap is
assumed to contain 10%¥ of the total fuel rod iodine
inventory (Ref. 1).

The fuel handling accident analysis inside containment is
described in Refe : With a minimum water leve] of

programs demonstrate that

accident is adequately captured by the water and offsite
doses are maintained within allowable Timits (Refﬂf(f)éf”(:D ®

@ &

(continued)

WOG STS B 3.9-25 Rev 1. 04/07/95
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Refueling Cavity Water Level

B 3.9.7
BASES
APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES
{continued)
LCO A minimum refueling cavity water level of 23 ft above the
reactor vessel flange is required to ensure that the
radiological consequences of a postulated fuel handling
accident inside containment are within acceptable limit (j:)
(E:§§$aia‘by the gudance of Reference 3. — /’//,/as
APPLICABILITY LCO 3.9.7 is applicable/durin E ALTE S, exce 7T STF-5/

U atcmig an rod drive gfiafts
d/when moving irradiated fuel assemblies within
containment. The LCO minimizes the possibility of a fuel
handling accident in containment that is beyond the
) assumgtions of the safety analysis. If irradiated fuel
assemblies are not present in containment, there can be no
significant radioactivity release as a result of a
Eostulated fuel handling accident. Requirements for fuel
andling accidents in the spent fuel pool are covered by
LCO 3.7.08. "Fuel Storage Pool Water Level." (:j)

&

ACTIONS
N } T<XTFS]

With a water level of < 23 ft above the
vessel flange, all operations involving
movement of irradiated fuel assemblies wi
containment shall be suspended immediately to ensure that a
fuel handling accident cannot occur.

The suspension of AL 10N fuel movement shall TSrFs!
not preclude completion of movement of a component to a safe

position.

(continued)

WOG STS B 3.9-26 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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Refueling Cavity Water Level
B 3.9.7

BASES (continued)

SURVEILLANCE SR 3.9.7.1
REQUIREMENTS ' :
Verification of a minimum water level of 23 ft above the top
of the reactor vessel flange ensures that the design basis
for the analysis of the postulated fuel handling accident
during refueling operations is met. Water at the required
level above the top of the reactor vessel flange limits the
consequences of damaged fuel rods that are postulated to
zssgltzgrom a fuel handling accident inside containment

ef. 2).

The Frequency of 24 hours is based on engineering judgment
and is considered adequate in view of the large volume of
water and the normal procedural controls of valve positions,
which make significant unplanned level changes unlikely.

REFERENCES 1. Regulatory Guide 1.25, March 23, 1972.

WFW, Section @ %

\
3~ NUREG-0860, SectAdn 15.2%)
@@ 10 CFR 100.10. @

5. Mghifiowski, D. D.. Bel¥”M. J., Duhn, E7, and' @
ocante, J., WCAP-828, Radiologi Consequences a
Fuel Handling ident, Dec 1971.

WOG STS B 3.9-27 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 3.9.7 BASES, REFUELING CAVITY WATER LEVEL

1. North Anna Units 1 and 2 are not committed to the Standard Review Plan (NUREG-
0800). References to NUREG-0800 have been eliminated and subsequent references
have been renumbered.

2. Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) to the ISTS which reflect the
plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or licensing
basis description.

3. A reference to WCAP-828 is eliminated. The document is not part of the North Anna
licensing basis.

4. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has been
provided.

5. The criteria of the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications
Improvements have been included in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii). Therefore, references in the
ISTS Bases to the NRC Final Policy Statement are revised in the ITS Bases to reference
10 CFR 50.36.

6. The minimum decay time described in the Bases is deleted. The CTS decay time
specification is relocated to the Technical Requirements Manual. Retaining the value in
the Bases is confusing and may result in inconsistency.

North Anna Units | and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

CURRENT TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

MARKUP AND DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
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ITS 3.9.1, BORON CONCENTRATION

UNIT 1
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TTS 391

4-14-87

3/4.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

TT5

BORON CONCENTRATION
(ﬂncj -Me fe'?[«C/M? (am'-/:;

1
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

Aprisil™
“an Jl"/l“”"'q

¢

Py

6’9’ Cr the bore
b more_resteictive. Thi/yfovisio?;/bf 5pec:;)tat1on/;40.3 arf/gpt ) 171

~EEB_LcaPXe.

3.9.1_ i he re vesse or remevtd, Dthe boron concen-
tration of a 71Ted portions of the Reactor Coolant System and the

refueling canal sha]] be maintaiped finiform and sufficient ensure t
W’ owing reactivify conditignd” is met:

APPLICABILITY: MODE 62./ ————— e Mofe — =7 0
On l’ af,oll lcac‘kl "' tku rél‘:;h’f:‘

. " W [adal
i G e Y 2 ®
With the requirements of the above specification not satisfied, immedi-
ately suspend all operations involving CORE ALTERATIONS or posi ive
reactivity changes and initiate and continue boration/at 0 gppof

950 pprrboric aedd solytionOr its egquivalentfu 3 1S reduced

K to
concentrdtion is #€Stored to 00 ppﬁffw-' ever iﬁz///

‘ @',/ é{?/dn Cdn(ea'?é’e'//'dh IS antha,

SURVE1LLANCE REQUIREMENTS

ocated within the

b. Withdrawal of“any full length control rod
eet from its ful

reactor pre€sure vessel, in excess of 3
‘-..==:___inserte position.

4.9.1.2 The boron concentration of the reactor coolant system and the
refueling canal shall be determined by chemical analysis at least once
per 72 hours.

* The-reactor shall be-flaintained in 6 whenzspeffggétjg,véggel (g?::j>
ad is unbolted-6r removed. : .

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 3/4 9-1 Amendment No. 68,93
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ITS 3.9.1, BORON CONCENTRATION

UNIT 2
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3/4.9 REFUELING OPERATIONS

BORON CONCENTRATION cznd the fe[“‘“"? C“"'J? T A3

LTMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.9.1 Wthe boron concentration @
of all filled portions of the Reactor Coolant System and the refueling canal

shall be maintained Gniform and-sufficient to ensure that the e restr
of the foPowing reactivity cbnditions is met:
a. CEither a Ke f 0.95 or less,

NoTéd ——— — — — -
#he refuneling canct

a—"‘d‘ffcwzlﬁ’, ca vty srhes tonncctd
to the £cc. 7

7.4.]

ACTION:

With the requirements of the above specification not satisfied, immediately

suspend all operations involving CORE ALTERATIONS or positive reactivity

changes and initiate and continue bora i oF 5> 12,950 ppm bori
- ”

- e - e = s T

0.3 arg,not'applic-

Dindl boror Comtmdrtion is vorthin lim
e

AN

4.9.1.2 The boron concentration of the reactor coolant system and the
refueling canal shall be determined by chemical analysis at least once per

72 hours.

s =
* The raattor shall ;j/g;iﬂfi?;ed in MOEE/SL;meﬁ"the reactor’Zs;se#’ﬁéjfzggi:)
ted or removeds :
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.1, BORON CONCENTRATION

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

A3

A4

In the conversion of the North Anna Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made to
obtain consistency with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, "Standard Technical Specifications-
Westinghouse Plants” (ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable because
they do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS LCO 3.9.1 states that with the reactor vessel head unbolted or removed, the
boron concentration must be within the limit provided in the LCO. The CTS 3.9.1
Applicability is modified by a footnote that states, “The reactor shall be maintained in
MODE 6 when the reactor vessel head is unbolted or removed.” ITS 3.9.1 does not
include the phrase “with the reactor vessel head unbolted or removed™ or the
Applicability footnote.

This change is acceptable because the technical requirements have not changed. Both
the ITS and CTS Specifications are applicable in MODE 6. The ITS defined MODE
6 as, “one or more reactor vessel head closure bolts less than fully tensioned.”
Therefore, the CTS LCO statement is equivalent to the ITS Applicability and the
conditions under which the LCO applies have not changed. The ITS MODE 6
Applicability is defined as the reactor vessel head unbolted or removed, so the
Applicability footnote is not required. This change is designated as administrative
because the technical requirements of the specifications have not changed.

CTS 3.9.1 provides requirements on the boron concentration of filled portions of the
Reactor Coolant System and the refueling canal. The ITS provides requirements on
the boron concentration of the Reactor Coolant System, the refueling canal, and the
refueling cavity.

This change is acceptable because the technical requirements have not changed. The
refueling cavity is considered to be governed by the CTS requirements because the
refueling cavity is typically connected to the RCS, the refueling canal, or both. This
change is designated as administrative because the technical requirements of the
specifications have not changed.

CTS 3.9.1 Action contains the statement, “The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are
not applicable.” ITS 3.9.1 does not contain an equivalent statement.

This change is acceptable because the technical requirements have not changed. ITS
LCO 3.0.3 is not applicable in MODE 6. Therefore, the LCO 3.0.3 exception is not
needed. This change is designated as administrative because the technical
requirements of the specifications have not changed.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.1, BORON CONCENTRATION

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

LA

(Type 5 — Removal of Cycle-Specific Parameter Limits from the Technical
Specifications to the Core Operating Limits Report) CTS 3.9.1 states that the boron
concentration in MODE 6 shall be the more restrictive of a Kegr of 0.95 or a boron
concentration of > 2300 ppm. ITS LCO 3.9.1 states that the boron concentration shall
be within the limit specified in the COLR. This changes the CTS by relocating the
MODE 6 boron concentration limit to the Core Operating Limits Report (COLR).

The removal of these cycle-specific parameter limits from the Technical
Specifications and their relocation into the COLR is acceptable because these limits
are developed or utilized under NRC-approved methodologies. The NRC
documented in Generic Letter 88-16, Removal of Cycle-Specific Parameter Limits
From the Technical Specifications, that this type of information is not necessary to be
included in the Technical Specifications to provide adequate protection of public
health and safety. The ITS still retains requirements and Surveillances that verify that
the cycle-specific parameter limits are being met. ITS 3.9.1 continues to require that
boron concentration limit is met. SR 3.9.1.1 requires periodic verification that boron
concentration is within the limits provided in the COLR. The method of determining
or utilizing the boron concentration limit has not changed. Also, this change is
acceptable because the removed information will be adequately controlled in the
COLR under the requirements provided in ITS 5.6.5, Core Operating Limits Report.
ITS 5.6.5 ensures that the applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core
thermal hydraulic limits, Emergency Core Cooling Systems limits, and nuclear limits
such as SDM, transient analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety
analysis are met. This change is designated as a less restrictive removal of detail
change because information relating to cycle-specific parameter limits is being
removed from the Technical Specifications.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 2 Revision 0



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.1, BORON CONCENTRATION

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

L2

(Category 4 — Relaxation of Required Action) CTS 3.9.1 ACTION states that when
the boron concentration requirement is not met, initiate and continue boration at = 10
gpm of > 12,950 ppm boric acid solution or its equivalent until Kefr 1s reduced to <
0.95 or the boron concentration is restored to > 2300 ppm, whichever is more
restrictive. ITS 3.9.1 requires initiation of action to restore boron concentration to
within limit. This changes the CTS by eliminating the specific requirements for the
boric acid solution to be used to restore compliance with the LCO.

The purpose of the CTS 3.9.1 Action is to preclude a reactivity event while the boron
concentration is below the limit. This change is acceptable because the Required
Actions are used to establish remedial measures that must be taken in response to the
degraded conditions in order to minimize risk associated with continued operation
while providing time to repair inoperable features. The Required Actions are
consistent with safe operation under the specified Condition, considering the
operability status of the redundant systems of required features, the capacity and
capability of remaining features, a reasonable time for repairs or replacement of
required features, and the low probability of a DBA occurring during the repair
period. Specifying the boric acid solution requirements in the Action is not necessary,
as the ITS requires that action to restore the boron concentration immediately. This
will result in the boron concentration being restored as quickly, or more quickly, than
the CTS requirement. This change is designated as less restrictive because less
stringent Required Actions are being applied in the ITS than were applied in the CTS.

(Category 5 — Deletion of Surveillance Requirement) CTS 4.9.1.1 requires the LCO
reactivity condition to be determined prior to removing or unbolting the reactor vessel
head, and prior to withdrawal of any full length control rod located within the reactor
pressure vessel, in excess of 3 feet from its fully inserted position. ITS 3.9.1 does not
contain this Surveillance Requirement.

The purpose of CTS 3.9.1.1 is to ensure that the MODE 6 requirements are met prior
to entering MODE 6 and that the reactor has sufficient SHUTDOWN MARGIN prior
to withdrawing any control rods. This change is acceptable because the deleted
Surveillance Requirement is not necessary to verify that the values used to meet the
LCO are consistent with the safety analysis Thus, appropriate values continue to be
tested in a manner and at a frequency necessary to give confidence that the
assumptions in the safety analysis are protected. ITS 3.9.1 requires that the boron
concentration be met in MODE 6 or that action be initiated to restore the boron
concentration immediately and that all positive reactivity additions be suspended.
Therefore, verification that the boron concentration requirement is met must be
performed prior to entering MODE 6 in order to avoid immediately entering into an
Action and withdrawal of control rods is prohibited when the boron concentration
requirement is not met. While the CTS Surveillance is not required, the level of
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.1, BORON CONCENTRATION

protection provided is appropriate. This change is designated as less restrictive
because Surveillances which are required in the CTS will not be required in the ITS.

L.3  (Category 2 — Relaxation of Applicability) CTS 3.9.1 provides limits on the boron
concentration of all filled portions of the Reactor Coolant System and the refueling
canal. ITS 3.9.1 modifies this requirement with a Note which states, "Only applicable
to the refueling canal and refueling cavity when connected to the RCS." This changes
the CTS by eliminating the applicability of the boron concentration limits on the
refueling canal and refueling cavity when those volumes are not connected to the
RCS.

The purpose of CTS 3.9.1 is to ensure the boron concentration of the water
surrounding the reactor fuel is sufficient to maintain the required shutdown margin.
This change is acceptable because the requirements continue to ensure that the
process variables are maintained in the MODES and other specified conditions
assumed in the safety analyses and licensing basis. If the refueling canal and
refueling cavity are not connected to the RCS (such as when the reactor vessel head is
on the reactor vessel), the boron concentration of those volumes cannot affect the
shutdown margin of the core. This change is designated as less restrictive because the
LCO requirements are applicable in fewer operating conditions than in the CTS.
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ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES -
MODE 6

UNIT 1
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Al

REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

BORON DILUTION
VALVE POSITION

I")Sff’f pm/oo;ec' [_(0 .??,2
lLco 3.9.2 Wsle

3'1.1.3.2 /The following valves <hall be t:;;;df’;ealed or otherwise | 74.))
Secyred in the ¢Tosed posit except during planned boron diWtion or
eup activifies —
a 1-CH-217 ot
b.  1-Cy<E20, 1-CH-241,FCV-11148 and FCV-111387)
APPLICABILITY: MODES(3, 4, 5, and)6 See IT75 3..85

ACTION:

With the above valves not locked, sealed or otherwise secured in the |
closed position:

a. ( In MODES 3 and 4 be in COLD SHUTDOWN within 30 hours}—\< See T753..85

b. {_In MODES 5 and 6/suspend all operations involving positive
reactivity changes or CORE ALTERATIONS and lock, seal or
otherwise secure the valves in the closed position within 15 I
minutes. i

(Iv.(c»f’ Pr?oeffc' 7S 39.2, /4:1‘1'0@ @

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.1.1.3.2 The above listed valves shall be verified to be locked, sealed ,
or otherwise secured in the closed position within 15 minutes after a
planned boron dilution or makeup activity.

NORTH ANNA-UNIT 1 - 3/4 1-5 Amendment No. 3
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ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES -
MODE 6

UNIT 2
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REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEM

BORON DILUTION
VALVE POSITION

Thsert Propesed Lco 392
ZTAsert ,on%goseJ Lo .72 Msfe
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION —r

L

3.1.1,3.2 ;g,}dfiowing valves” shall be lockeds sealed or othepWise secured .j ! Q?Z;Z)
ha~tlosed pgsition except during planned boron dilution or eup activig}ef%n
A
a

. ~Z-CH-140 or |
b.  2-CH-160,72-CH-156, FG¥<2114B and FCY~21138.) @

APPLICABILITY: MODES(3, 4, 5, andJ6. T S T7E 202>

ACTION:

With the above valves not locked, sealed or otherwise secured in the closed
position: 1) suspend all operations involving positive reactivity changes or

CORE ALTERATIONS, 2) lock, seal otherwise secure the valves in the closed
position within 15 minutes 3) verity that ::;/SHUTUUWN'ﬁEEEgraE‘E??EFff)
tharor equa ./1% det€a k/k within 60 minuteS.

CPC/fD/M S22 32911 k)l¥l1"k { hocer

4,1.1.3.2 The above 1isted valves shall be verified to be locked, sealed or |
otherwise secured in the closed position within 15 minutes after a planned
boron dilution or makeup activity.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

o w—

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 1-4a Amendment No. 120,

/ﬂ)cz:ye /93[1/ K%L*CD‘



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES

ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES - MODE 6

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

In the conversion of the North Anna Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording preferences,
editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made to obtain consistency
with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, "Standard Technical Specifications-Westinghouse Plants”
(ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable because they
do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.1.1.3.2 states, “The following valves shall be locked, sealed or otherwise secured
in the closed position except during planned boron dilution or makeup activities.” ITS
LCO 3.9.2 states, “Each valve used to isolate primary grade water flow paths shall be
secured in the closed position.” A Note to the LCO states, “Primary grade water flow
path isolation valves may be opened under administrative control for planned boron
dilution or makeup activities.” ITS SR 3.9.2.1 states, “*Verify each valve that isolates
primary grade water flow paths is locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in the closed
position.”

This change is acceptable because the technical requirements have not changed. In the
ITS, requirements that valves be locked, sealed, or otherwise secured are located in the
Surveillances, not the LCO. Under SR 3.0.1, the SRs provide requirements necessary to
meet the LCO. Therefore, moving the requirement from the LCO to the SR has no effect.
The addition of the phrase “‘under administrative control” to the LCO Note is consistent
with the ITS conventions and does not change the application of the Note as, according to
UFSAR Section 15.2.4, strict administrative controls are applied to the operation of the
primary grade water flow path isolation valves. This change is designated as
administrative because it does not result in a technical change to the specifications.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

Unit 1 CTS 3.1.1.3.2 states that when the primary grade water flow path isolation valves
are not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in the closed position in MODE 6, all
operations involving positive reactivity changes or CORE ALTERATIONS must be
suspended, and the valves must be locked, sealed, or secured in the closed position within
15 minutes. Unit 2 CTS 3.1.1.3.2 states that when the primary grade water flow path
isolation valves are not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in the closed position, all
operations involving positive reactivity changes or CORE ALTERATIONS must be
suspended, the isolation valves must be locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in the closed
position within 15 minutes, and SHUTDOWN MARGIN must be verified greater than or
equal to 1.77% Ak/k within 60 minutes. ITS 3.9.2 Actions state than when one or more
valves are not secured in the closed position, positive reactivity additions and CORE
ALTERATIONS must be suspended immediately, the primary grade water flow paths
must be isolated within 15 minutes and the boron concentration must be verified per SR
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES

ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES - MODE 6

3.9.1.1 within 1 hour. This changes the CTS by adding a requirement to verify the RCS
boron concentration within 1 hour and by changing the shutdown margin requirement
from 1.77%Ak/k to a K¢ of 0.95.

This change is acceptable because it establishes reasonable compensatory measures for a
failure to close the primary grade water flow path isolation valves. SR 3.9.1.1 requires
verification that the RCS boron concentration is within the limits provided in the COLR.
It is performed to verify that any inadvertent boron dilution that may have occurred has
been detected and corrected. The Completion Time of 1 hour is reasonable, based on the
time required to request and have analyzed an RCS water sample to determine the boron
concentration. This change also makes the Unit 1 and Unit 2 requirements the same. This
change is designated as more restrictive because it adds requirements to the CTS.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None
REMOVED DETAIL. CHANGES
LA.1 (Type 5 — Removal of Cycle-Specific Parameter Limits from the Technical Specifications

to the Core Operating Limits Report) Unit 2 CTS 3.1.1.3.2 Action states that with the
primary grade water flow path isolation valves not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in
the closed position, verify the SHUTDOWN MARGIN is greater than or equal to 1.77%
Ak/k within 60 minutes. ITS 3.9.2, Action A .4, states this requirement as, “Perform SR
3.9.1.1” within | hour. ITS SR 3.9.1.1 requires verification that the RCS boron
concentration is within the limit provided in the COLR. This changes the CTS by
moving the SHUTDOWN MARGIN value to the COLR.

The removal of these cycle-specific parameter limits from the Technical Specifications
and their relocation into the COLR is acceptable because these limits are developed or
utilized under NRC-approved methodologies. The NRC documented in Generic Letter
88-16, Removal of Cycle-Specific Parameter Limits From the Technical Specifications,
that this type of information is not necessary to be included in the Technical
Specifications to provide adequate protection of public health and safety. The ITS still
retains requirements and Surveillances that verify that the cycle-specific parameter limits
are being met. ITS 3.9.1, Boron Concentration, is based on verifying that the required
SHUTDOWN MARGIN is maintained in MODE 6. Also, this change is acceptable
because the removed information will be adequately controlled in the COLR under the
requirements provided in ITS 5.6.5, Core Operating Limits Report. ITS 5.6.5 ensures that
the applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core thermal hydraulic limits,
Emergency Core Cooling Systems limits, and nuclear limits such as SDM, transient
analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met. This change is
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.2, PRIMARY GRADE WATER FLOW PATH ISOLATION VALVES - MODE 6

designated as a less restrictive removal of detail change because information relating to
cycle-specific parameter limits is being removed from the Technical Specifications.

LA.2 (Type I — Removing Details of System Design and System Description, Including Design
Limits) Unit 1 CTS 3.1.1.3.2 states “The following valves shall be locked, sealed, or
otherwise secured in the closed position except during planned boron dilution or makeup
activities: a. 1-CH-217 or b. 1-CH-220, 1 CH-241, FCV 1114B and FCV-1113B.” Unit
2 CTS 3.1.1.3.2 states “The following valves shall be locked, sealed, or otherwise secured
in the closed position except during planned boron dilution or makeup activities: a. 2-
CH-140 or b. 2-CH-160, 2 CH-156, FCV 2114B and FCV-2113B.” ITS 3.9.2 states,
“Primary grade water flow paths shall be isolated from the RCS.” ITS 3.9.2 LCO Note
states, “Primary grade water flow path isolation valves may be opened under
administrative control for planned boron dilution or makeup activities.” This changes the
CTS by relocating the list of primary grade water flow path isolation valves to the ITS
Bases. The other changes in CTS 3.1.1.3.2 are discussed in DOC A.2.

The removal of these details, which are related to system design, from the Technical
Specifications is acceptable because this type of information is not necessary to be
included in the Technical Specifications to provide adequate protection of public health
and safety. The ITS still retains the requirement that the primary grade water flow path
isolation valves be closed and the valves be verified to be locked, sealed, or otherwise
secured. Listing the valves in the LCO is inconsistent with the ITS conventions. Also,
this change is acceptable because the removed information will be adequately controlled
in the ITS Bases. Changes to the Bases are controlled by the Technical Specification
Bases Control Program in Chapter 5. This program provides for the evaluation of
changes to ensure the Bases are properly controlled. This change is designated as a less
restrictive removal of detail change because information relating to system design is
being removed from the Technical Specifications.

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None
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I7s 3.9.3

8-21-80
TS
3 ,7 REFUELING OPERATIONS
3.9.3 INSTRUMENTATION
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

lLeco .9.2 -Ag a minimum, two Sourc ge neutron .
2.9.53 ach with ebntinucus yo d g
ndicaty6n in the cafitd '
APPLICABILITY: MODE 6. _
ACTION:
/Acr;m a. Mith one of the above required monitors 1{noperable, {mmediately
A suspend all operatfo.:s involving CORE ALTERATIONSCOF positived @
NE we E,_(Iﬁsavr plRopoSEY REQIved Action A. Z]
AC#"I;Y\ b. With both of the above required monftors {noperable, determine the
boron concentration of the reactor coolant system at least once per
B 12 hours.
c. Qhe provigiefs of Speci¥igation 3.0.3 arp-fot applicgkie>

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

5039 3 ) 4.9.2 Each source range neutron flux monitor shall be demonstrated OPERASLE
by performance of:

a. A CHANNEL CHECK at least once per 12 hours,

CHANNEL FUNCFIONAL TEST within 8 hours prior to he initial
of CORE ALTEBATIONS, and .

b.

A CHANNE NCTIONAL TEST ap/least once per 7A8ays.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.3, NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTATION

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

In the conversion of the North Anna Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made to
obtain consistency with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, "Standard Technical Specifications-
Westinghouse Plants” (ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable because
they do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.9.2 LCO is applicable in MODE 6, but in the Action states, “The provisions of
Specification 3.0.3 are not applicable.” CTS LCO 3.0.3 states that the requirement is,
“applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.” Therefore, LCO 3.0.3 is not applicable in
MODE 6. ITS 3.9.3 does not contain this requirement. This changes the CTS by
deleting the reference to LCO 3.0.3.

This change is acceptable because the statement is not required to be stated in the
CTS or ITS requirements. Therefore, deleting the statement does not modify any
technical requirements contained in the CTS. This change is designated as
administrative because it does not result in a technical change to the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

CTS LCO 3.9.2 Action requires with less than two source range channels
OPERABLE, immediate suspension of all operations involving CORE
ALTERATIONS or positive reactivity changes. Unit 2 CTS in LCO 3.9.2 requires
that if both monitors are inoperable, the RCS boron concentration be verified every 12
hours. ITS 3.9.3 Action A requires with one source range neutron flux monitor
inoperable, CORE ALTERATIONS and reactivity changes shall be suspended
immediately, “that would cause introduction into the RCS, coolant with boron
concentration less than required to meet the boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1.” ITS
Action B states with two source range neutron flux monitors inoperable, initiate
action immediately to restore one to OPERABLE and perform a verification of
refueling boron concentration once per 12 hours. This changes the Unit 1 CTS
requirements by requiring a verification of boron concentration every 12 hours when
both source ranges are inoperable and the Unit 1 and Unit 2 CTS by requiring
immediate initiation action to restore one source range to OPERABLE status.

The purpose of this change is to provide necessary Required Actions that are
appropriate for a possible condition that could be encountered. This change is
acceptable because the proposed Required Actions are reasonable and necessary to
ensure the reactor is maintained in a safe condition. This change is more restrictive
because it provides for additional actions that the CTS does not require.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.3, NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTATION

M.2  CTS Surveillance Requirement 4.9.2 specifies testing for the source range
instrumentation channels. ITS SR 3.9.3.2 requires the performance of a CHANNEL
CALIBRATION to be performed on the source range monitors every 18 months.

This changes the CTS by requiring a CHANNEL CALIBRATION every 18 months
on each source range monitor.

The purpose of this change is to ensure the proper testing is conducted at an
appropriate frequency. This change is acceptable because a CHANNEL
CALIBRATION every 18 months will continue to ensure OPERABILITY and proper
operation of the source range monitors. This change is more restrictive because it
provides for additional testing that the CTS does not require.

M.3  Unit 1 CTS 4.9.2 requires a CHANNEL CHECK to be performed once per 12 hours
during CORE ALTERATIONS. ITS SR 3.9.3.1 requires a CHANNEL CHECK to be
performed every 12 hours. This changes the Unit 1 CTS by requiring the CHANNEL
CHECK to be performed every 12 hours even if CORE ALTERATIONS are not in
progress.

The purpose of this change is to routinely verify the OPERABILITY of the source
range monitors in conditions other than CORE ALTERATIONS. This change is
acceptable because the test verifies OPERABILITY of both monitors to ensure the
reactor is maintained in a safe condition. This change is more restrictive because it
provides for additional testing that the CTS does not require.

M.4  CTS 3.9.2 states, in part, that, " two source range neutron flux monitors shall be
operating.” ITS 3.9.3 states, "Two source range neutron flux monitors shall be
OPERABLE." This changes the CTS by requiring the source range neutron flux
monitors to be OPERABLE, instead of just operating.

The purpose of CTS 3.9.2 is to ensure that the source range neutron flux monitors are
capable of performing the safety functions assumed in the accident analysis.
However, as written, the CTS LCO could be interpreted as allowing the source range
neutron flux monitors to be operating in a location or condition that would prevent
them from performing the assumed safety function. The ITS eliminates this possible
misinterpretation. This change is acceptable because the source range neutron flux
monitors must be OPERABLE, i.e., capable of performing their safety function,
instead of just operating. This change is designated as more restrictive because the
ITS contains more specific requirements on a component.

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

LA.1 (Type I — Removing Details of System Design and System Description, Including
Design Limits) CTS LCO 3.9.2 states that two source range neutron flux monitors
shall be operating, each with continuous visual indication in the control room. ITS
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.3, NUCLEAR INSTRUMENTATION

3.9.3 LCO states that two source range neutron flux monitors shall be OPERABLE.
This changes the CTS by moving the requirement that each channel has a continuous
visual indication the control room and with one audible indication in the containment
from the specification to the ITS Bases.

The removal of these details, which are related to system design, from the Technical
Specifications, 1s acceptable because this type of information is not necessary to be
included in the Technical Specifications to provide adequate protection of public
health and safety. The ITS retains the requirement that two channels to be
OPERABLE and continues to require the associated testing to verify OPERABILITY.
This change is acceptable because the removed information will be adequately
controlled in the ITS Bases. Changes to the Bases are controlled by the Technical
Specification Bases Control Program in Chapter 5. This program provides for the
evaluation of changes to ensure the Bases are properly controlled. This change is
designated as a less restrictive removal of detail change because information relating
to systemn design is being removed from the Technical Specifications.

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

L2

(Category 4 — Relaxation of Required Action) CTS 3.9.2 Action states that with less
than two source range instrumentation channels OPERABLE, immediately suspend
all operations involving positive reactivity changes. ITS 3.9.3 Action A.2 adds an
allowance to this requirement, which states, “Suspend operations that would cause
introduction into the RCS, coolant with boron concentration less than required to
meet the boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1.” This allows positive reactivity changes
provided they do not reduce the boron concentration below the refueling limit. This
changes the CTS requirements by allowing a limited positive reactivity additions.

This change is acceptable because the Required Actions are used to establish remedial
measures that must be taken in response to the degraded conditions in order to
minimize risk associated with continued operation while providing time to repair
inoperable features. The Required Actions are consistent with safe operation under
the specified Condition, considering the OPERABLE status of the redundant systems
or features. This includes the capacity and capability of remaining systems or
features, a reasonable time for repairs or replacement, and the low probability of a
DBA occurring during the repair period. The requirement to maintain refueling boron
concentration within limits will continue to ensure the unit will be operated within the
assumptions of the safety analyses. This change is designated as less restrictive
because less stringent Required Actions are being applied in the ITS than were
applied in the CTS.

(Category 5 — Deletion of Surveillance Requirement) CTS surveillance requirement
4.9.2 states that a CHANNEL FUNCTION TEST is required for the source range
neutron flux monitors at least once per 7 days and within 8 hours prior to the initial
start of CORE ALTERATIONS. ITS SRs do not require the performance of similar
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L3

tests for the source range instruments. This changes the CTS by deleting the
CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TESTS every 7 days and within 8 hours of CORE
ALTERATIONS.

This change is acceptable because the deleted Surveillance Requirement is not
necessary to verify that the equipment used to meet the LCO is consistent with the
safety analysis. Thus, appropriate equipment continues to be tested in a manner and
at a frequency necessary to give confidence that the assumptions in the safety analysis
are protected. The source range instruments continue to be tested in a manner and at a
frequency necessary to give confidence that the assumptions in the safety analysis are
protected. This change is designated as less restrictive because Surveillances which
are required in the CTS will not be required in the ITS.

(Category 1 — Relaxation of LCO Requirements) CTS LCO 3.9.2 states that two
source range neutron flux monitors shall be operating, each with continuous visual
indication in the control room and one with audible indication in the containment.
ITS LCO 3.9.3 states that two source range neutron flux monitors shall be
OPERABLE. The movement of continuous visual indication in the control room is
addressed by DOC LA.1. This changes the CTS by deleting the requirement for an
audible indication in the containment from the source range neutron flux monitors.

This change is acceptable because the LCO requirements continue to ensure that the
source range channels are maintained consistent with the safety analyses and licensing
basis. The requirement for an audible indication in the containment is not assumed by
the safety analyses for core protection. The audible indication is provided to address
personnel safety issues. Therefore, the audible indication is not required to be
included in the Technical Specifications. This change is designated as less restrictive
because less stringent LCO requirements are being applied in the ITS than were
applied in the CTS.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 4 Revision 0



ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

UNIT 1

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Revision 0



TS 3.4.4

02-27-96
T15
— L PE
CONTAINMENT BUILDING PE S
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION
27.9.4 394 The containment building penetrations shall be in the following status:
‘ a. The equipment door clgsed and held in place by a minimum of four bolts.
b. A minimum of one door in c_lacbairlock is closed, ~ and
c. Each penetration providing direct access from the containment atmosphere to the
outside atmosphere shall bc _
1. Closed by an isolation valve, blind flange, or manual valveTor
2. Be capable of being closed by an OPERABLEomainmem Purge
and Exhaust isolation valve..
APPLICABILITY: During WNS opmovement ofsirradiated fuel within the
containment. w
ACTION:
Pctina AL With the requirements of the above specification not satisfied, immediately suspend all operations
involvingCOREAL TIONSor Jnovement ofirradiated)fuel in the containment building.
(The provisions p#Specification 3.0.3 are adf applicable,) [fé el
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
494 Each of the above required containment building penetrations shall be determined to be
in +he Wr capable of being closed by an OPERABLE@

Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation valveiithin 10Q-hotfs prior to the siaff of andlat least’

reqvrid @ngeper Yaay3 duringCORE AL TERATIONS g movement ofirradiated fuel in the containment
statvo building by: N2y 1€ mon @

SRS qHi\ a. Verifying the pcnctrationMSeMa&éj condi'liob,@

b. Testing the Coatainment Purge and Exhaust isolatiopalves and systed per the
applicable pbrtions of Specifications 4.6.3.1.2 4.99.

3.(‘1\"( VOTE | *  Both doors of the containment personnel airlock-may be opepfirovided:

A lies. _
/4% If both doors,of the containment personpel airlock are open purgdant to Specificatipf}
3.9.4.b abaVe, one door shall be vepifi€d to be capable of bejaf closed at the ab)gm
survedtfance frequency.

;‘q;‘. HOTEl ‘@F"h’"‘ﬂ’“ f‘H‘L’) provi "\g J\‘rcd'au.eif from e tontginment L+m¢5pl¢r¢
o e putsike 44’»\0,?\1;{ Ma, bCV"f”lédCd ,"’&r,“AMIVﬁ'-dfa'hV(. (on—}m\,‘

fMaLloFZ (va 0

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 3/49-4 ~Amendment No. 198
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IT5%.9.1

CONT E.II JMENT SYSTEMS 4-22-94
T nti
I72. SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

Prior to retuming the valve to service after maintenance, repair or
replacement work is performed on the valive or its associated
actuator, control or power circuit by pertormance of the applicable

cycling test and verification of isolation time. | /%ee
[ES
4.6.3.1.2 Each containment isolation vaive shall be demonstrated I

OPERABLE during the COLD SHUTDOWN or REFUELING MODE at least once
per 18 months by: -

a Verifying that on a Phase A containment isolation test signal, each
‘Phase A isolation valve actuates to its isolation position. ,

| 3,65

b. Verifying that on a Phase B containment isolation test sighal, each
Phase B isolation vaive actuates to its isolation position.

‘

SR 34.4.2 each Purge and alve actuates 1o its 50 ation on. —
Cycling each weight or spring loaded check valve not testable

during plant operation, through one compiete cycie of full travel and /See
verifying that each check valve remains closed when the differential L7g
pressure in the direction of flow is less than 1.2 psid and opens 343

when the differential pressure in the direction of flow is greater than
or equal to 1.2 psid but less than 5.0 psi-.

4.6.3.1.3 The isolation tin;o of each power cperated or automatic
containment isolation valve shall be determined to be within its imit when tested
pursuant to Specification 4.0.5.

©

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 /4 6-16 Amendment No. 3 . 181
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115 02-27-96
LING OP NS
C ENT PENE s

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.4 3954 The containment building penetrations shall be in the following status:

a. The equipment door closgd and held in place by a minimum of four bolts.

m A minimum of one door in cacrlock is closed, * and |

c. Each penetration providing direct access from the containment atmosphere to the
outside atmosphere shall be(ithef: ) d

1. Closed by an isolation valve, blind flange, or manual valve lor

2. Be capable of being closed by an OPERABLEontainmcm Purge

and Exhaust isolation valve. .

APPLICABILITY: DuringCORE ALTERATIONS opmovement of jrradiated fuel within the
containment.

ACTION: )
AdionAd With the requirements of the above specification not satisfied, immediately suspend all operations

Adrnh.Z involving(EOREf ALTERATIONS or Jnovement of'mdiatcdﬁ el in the containment building. @
clroniy.

(The Erovi—snj § of Specification 3.0.34Fe not applicable.)

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

494 Each of the above required containment building penetrations shall be determined to be

d"condifionlor capable of being closed by an OPERABL@ g
L.2

( 5
L.3

" Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation valveithin J80 hours prior to the staft of and)at least

movement ofi' rradiated fuel in the containment g

building by:

SR3Au. | a. Verifying the penetrations are{n their close@isotaied cond@@c)r

(a.D
3,44 NOTE! .
>

9

Uy

s of the containment personnel air are open pursuant to Specjfication
3.9.4 rabove, one door shall be verified tpAfe capable of being closed atsfe above

ce frequency.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/494 Amendment No. 179
' —S.‘\u‘ 'JOTE 1 pel‘l*"f}'?n "Cl"wl’“”‘é) P'OV"&I\S Afuc‘\’auess 'Pmm-ﬂ-e cordaament 4+~,’k¢,¢ . \
Q He otirk atmosplere maybeonyolated vaderadmirsdming controls,
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REFUELING OPERATIONS
CONTAINMENT BUILDING PENETRATIONS

I7s 394

8-21-~80

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

b. Testing the Conafinment Purge and Exhaust isola Yon valves and
system per applicable portions of Specifipdtions 4.6.3.1.2 and
.9.9.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 3-5
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s

L b. Verifying that on a Phase B containment isolation test signal, each

54 59.4.2

@.Tz‘“m'émmmem isolation vaive shall be demonstrated

TS QM-

CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS 4-22-94
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued

OPERABLE during the COLD SHUTDOWN or REFUELING MODE at least once
per 18 months by:

a. Veritying that on a Phase A containment isolation test signal, each
Phase A isolation valve actuates to its isolation position.

Phase B isolation vaive actuates to its isolation position.

Cycling each weight or spring loaded check valve not testable
during plant operation, through one compiete cycle of full travel and
verilying that each check vaive remains closed when the differential

pressure in the direction of flow is less than 1.2 psid and opens éef—
when the differential pressurs in the direction of flow is greater than £78
or squal to 1.2 psid but less than 5.0 psid. ‘ . 3,63

4.6.3.1.3  The isolation time of each powsr operated or automatic
containment isolation vaive shall be determined to be within its limit when tested
pursuant to Specification 4.0.5. -

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 6-15 Amendment No. 162
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

A3

A4

In the conversion of the North Anna Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made to
obtain consistency with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, "Standard Technical Specifications-
Westinghouse Plants” (ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable because
they do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.9.4 and CTS 3.9.9 Action states, “The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not
applicable.” ITS 3.9.4 does not include this statement. ITS LCO 3.0.3 states, “LCO
3.0.3 is only applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.” This changes CTS by deleting an
allowance already provided in a different portion of the ITS.

This change is acceptable because ITS LCO 3.0.3 requirements are consistent with
those states in the CTS. This change is designated as administrative because it does
not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.9.4.b states, “A minimum of one door in each airlock is closed,* and.” ITS
3.9.4.b states, “A minimum of one door in each installed air lock is closed, and.”
This changes the CTS by adding the word “installed,” clarifying that the requirement
applies to each airlock actually acting as part of the containment boundary, because
one of the air locks is normally removed during refueling outages. The “*” is
addressed by DOC L.4.

This change is acceptable because it clarifies that only the air locks actually acting as
a containment boundary need to meet the LCO requirements, consistent with how the
CTS requirement is implemented. This change is designated as administrative
because it does not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 4.9.4 requires each required containment penetration, except for those capable of
being closed by an OPERABLE automatic Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation
valve, be determined in its closed/isolated position. ITS SR 3.9.4.1 states, *“Verify
each required containment penetration is in the required status,” which is closed for
each of the required containment penetrations. This changes the CTS by moving the
reference to the required position of the containment penetrations from the
Surveillance Requirement to the LCO. Changes associated with containment purge
and exhaust isolation valves are addressed by DOC LA.1.

This change is acceptable because the containment penetrations are still required to be
closed for the required penetrations, the reference to the position is moved from one
part of the specification to another. This change is designated as administrative
because it does not result in technical changes to the CTS.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.l

CTS 3.9.4 states, “The containment building penetrations shall be in the following
status:...c. Each penetration providing direct access from the containment
atmosphere to the outside atmosphere shall be either: 1. Closed by an isolation valve,
blind flange, or manual valve, or 2. Be capable of being closed by an OPERABLE
automatic Containment Purge and Exhaust valve.” CTS 4.6.3.1.2.c requires,
“Verifying that on a Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation signal, each Purge and
Exhaust valve actuates to its isolation position.” CTS 4.9.4.b requires, “Testing the
Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation valves and system per the applicable
portions of Specifications 4.6.3.1.2 and 4.9.9.” CTS 4.9.4 requires each required
containment penetration, except for those capable of being closed by an OPERABLE
automatic Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation valve, be determined in its
closed/isolated position. ITS 3.9.4 states, “The containment penetrations shall be in
the following status:... c. Each penetration providing direct access from the
containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere shall be either: 1. closed by a
manual or automatic isolation valve, blind flange, or equivalent, or 2. Shall be
containment purge and exhaust valves capable of being closed.” This changes the
CTS by requiring the containment purge and exhaust valves be capable of being
manually closed, instead of automatically being closed. The requirement for
automatic actuation is addressed by DOC LA.1.

The removal of these details, which are related to system operation, from the
Technical Specifications is acceptable because this type of information is not
necessary to be included in the Technical Specifications to provide adequate
protection of public health and safety. The ITS still retains requirements for all the
required containment penetrations to be closed in case of a FHA. This change moves
the requirements associated with maintaining the purge and exhaust isolation valves
or the 7 ft personnel air lock doors closed or capable of being closed to the Technical
Requirements Manual (TRM). The FHA analysis assumes that both doors of the 7 ft
personnel air lock are open, and that the entire radioactive material release from the
refueling cavity water to the containment air space is discharged through the purge
and exhaust valves via ventilation stacks with no credit for isolation or iodine
filtration. The analysis did not address having the other containment penetrations
open in case of a FHA, and the requirements for these penetrations are retained. Also,
this change is acceptable because the removed information will be adequately
controlled in the TRM. Any changes to the TRM are made under 10 CFR 50.59,
which ensures changes are properly evaluated. This change is designated as a less
restrictive removal of detail change because information relating to system operation
1s being removed from the Technical Specifications.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.4, CONTAINMENT PENETRATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

LA.1

(Type 2 — Removing Descriptions of System Operation) CTS 3.9.4 states, “The
containment building penetrations shall be in the following status:...b. A minimum of
one door in each airlock is closed,* and ¢c. Each penetration providing direct access
from the containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere shall be either: 1. Closed
by an isolation valve, blind flange, or manual valve, or 2. Be capable of being closed
by an OPERABLE automatic Containment Purge and Exhaust valve.” CTS
4.6.3.1.2.c requires, “Verifying that on a Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation
signal, each Purge and Exhaust valve actuates to its isolation position.” CTS 4.9.4.b
requires, “Testing the Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation valves and system per
the applicable portions of Specifications 4.6.3.1.2 and 4.9.9.” CTS 3.9.4 footnote “*”
states, “Both doors of the containment personnel airlock may be open provided: a.
One personnel airlock door is OPERABLE (i.e., the door is capable of being closed
and that an individual is designated to close the door), and.” CTS 4.9.4 requires each
required containment penetration, except for those capable of being closed by an
OPERABLE automatic Containment Purge and Exhaust isolation valve, be
determined in its closed/isolated position. CTS 4.9.4.a footnote “**” states, “If both
doors of the containment personnel airlock are open pursuant to Specification 3.9.4.b
above, one door shall be verified to be capable of being closed at the above
surveillance frequency.” ITS 3.9.4 states, “The containment penetrations shall be in
the following status:...b. One door in each installed air lock closed; and ¢c. Each
penetration providing direct access from the containment atmosphere to the outside
atmosphere closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve, blind flange, or
equivalent.” ITS 3.9.4 NOTE 1 states, “Not applicable to the 7 ft containment
personnel air lock or the containment purge and exhaust isolation valves.” This
changes the CTS by moving the requirements to close or be able to close the
containment personnel air lock doors and the containment purge and exhaust valves to
the TRM. The change adding “installed” to the phrase in ITS 3.9.4.b is addressed by
DOC A.3.

The removal of these details, which are related to system operation, from the
Technical Specifications is acceptable because this type of information is not
necessary to be included in the Technical Specifications to provide adequate
protection of public health and safety. The ITS still retains requirements for all the
required containment penetrations to be closed in case of a FHA. This change moves
the requirements associated with maintaining the purge and exhaust isolation valves
or the 7 ft personnel air lock doors closed or capable of being closed to the Technical
Requirements Manual (TRM). The FHA analysis assumes that both doors of the 7 ft
personnel air lock are open, and that the entire radioactive material release from the
refueling cavity water to the containment air space is discharged through the purge
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and exhaust valves via ventilation stacks with no credit for isolation or iodine
filtration. The analysis did not address having the other containment penetrations
open in case of a FHA, and the requirements for these penetrations are retained. Also,
this change is acceptable because the removed information will be adequately
controlled in the TRM. The TRM is incorporated by reference into the UFSAR and
any changes to the TRM are made under 10 CFR 50.59, which ensures changes are
properly evaluated. This change is designated as a less restrictive removal of detail
change because information relating to system operation is being removed from the
Technical Specifications.

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

L2

(Category I — Relaxation of LCO Requirements) CTS 3.9.4.c.1 states that one option
for the status of a containment penetration is, “Closed by an isolation valve, blind
flange, or manual valve.” ITS 3.9.4.c. states that one option for the status of a
containment penetration is, “Closed by a manual or automatic isolation valve, blind
flange, or equivalent.” This changes the CTS by adding the option of having, “or
equivalent,” as the means of closing the penetration.

The purpose of CTS and ITS 3.9.4 is to provide assurance of containment closure.
This change is acceptable because the LCO requirements continue to ensure that the
structures, systems, and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses and licensing basis. The option of using an equivalent means of containment
penetration isolation is added, which is described in the Bases. This change is
designated as less restrictive because less stringent LCO requirements are being
applied in the ITS than were applied in the CTS.

(Category 7 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Frequency) CTS 4.9.4 and 4.9.9 state that
specified containment penetration surveillances shall be performed, “within 100 hours
prior to the start of and at least once per 7 days during...” the specified conditions.
ITS SR 3.9.4.1 do not include the, “within 100 hours prior to the start of” frequency.
ITS SR 3.0.1 states, “SRs shall be met during the MODES or other specified
conditions in the Applicability for the individual LCOs, unless otherwise stated in the
SR.” This changes the CTS by only requiring the surveillances be met within their
specified frequency, not within 100 hours prior to entering the MODE of
applicability.

The purpose of CTS 4.9.4 is to verify the equipment required to meet the LCO is
OPERABLE. This change is acceptable because the new Surveillance Frequency has
been evaluated to ensure that it provides an acceptable level of equipment reliability.
For CTS 4.9.4, the Surveillance Frequency of 7 days verifying containment
penetrations are in the required status is acceptable during the MODE of applicability,
and is also acceptable during the period prior to entering the MODE of applicability.
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This change is designated as less restrictive because Surveillances will be performed
less frequently under the ITS than under the CTS.

L.3 (Category 7 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Frequency) CTS 4.9.4 include surveillance
frequencies of once per 7 days during specified times in the MODE of applicability
for testing Containment Purge and Exhaust System OPERABILITY. ITS SR 3.9.4.2
for the same requirement is 18 months. This changes the CTS by changing the
Surveillance Frequency from 7 days to 18 months.

The purpose of CTS 4.9.4 is to verify the equipment required to meet the LCO is
OPERABLE. This change is acceptable because the new Surveillance Frequency has
been evaluated to ensure that it provides an acceptable level of equipment reliability.
Containment Purge and Exhaust System testing is still required, but at a frequency
consistent with the frequency used for containment isolations valves required in
MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, that still provides an appropriate degree of assurance that the
system is OPERABLE. This change is designated as less restrictive because
Surveillances will be performed less frequently under the ITS than under the CTS.

L.4  (Category 1 — Relaxation of LCO Requirements) ITS 3.9.4 Note 2 states, “Penetration
flow path(s) providing direct access from the containment atmosphere to the outside
atmosphere may be unisolated under administrative controls.” CTS 3.9.4 does not
include such an allowance. This changes the CTS by allowing containment
penetration flow paths to be unisolated under administrative controls during
movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies.

The purpose of CTS 3.9.4 is to ensure all required containment penetrations are
closed in case of a Fuel Handling Accident (FHA). This change is acceptable because
the LCO requirements continue to ensure that the structures, systems, and components
are maintained consistent with the safety analyses and licensing basis. The LCO Note
requires that unisolated containment penetration flow paths be under administrative
controls to ensure that 1) appropriate personnel are aware of the open status of the
penetration flow path during movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies within
containment, and 2) specified individuals are designated and readily available to
isolate the flow path in the event of a FHA. This provides assurance that all required
penetrations are closed in case of a FHA. This change is designated as less restrictive
because less stringent LCO requirements are being applied in the ITS than were
applied in the CTS.

L.5 (Category 2 — Relaxation of Applicability) CTS 3.9.4 is applicable during CORE
ALTERATIONS and movement of irradiated fuel assemblies. ITS 3.9.4 is applicable
during movement of recently irradiated fuel assemblies. References to CORE
ALTERATIONS in CTS 3.9.4 are eliminated in the Applicability, Action, and
Surveillances. All references in CTS 3.9.4 to irradiated fuel are changed to "recently”
irradiated fuel. This changes the CTS by eliminating requirements for containment
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closure during CORE ALTERATIONS and movement of fuel that is not recently
irradiated.

The purpose of CTS 3.9.4 is to ensure that the initial assumptions of a fuel handling
accident are met. Specifically, containment closure is required during CORE
ALTERATIONS and movement of irradiated fuel to ensure that the offsite doses
resulting from a fuel handling accident are within regulatory guidelines. This change
1s acceptable because the requirements continue to ensure that the structures, systems,
and components are maintained in the MODES and other specified conditions
assumed in the safety analyses and licensing basis The only accident postulated to
occur during CORE ALTERATIONS which results in significant radioactive release
is a fuel handling accident. Therefore, imposing requirements during CORE
ALTERATIONS and during movement of irradiated fuel assemblies is repetitive and
unnecessary. Fuel handling accidents involving irradiated fuel that has not been
recently irradiated will not result in offsite doses in excess of the guidelines in 10
CFR Part 100, even without containment closure. Recently irradiated fuel is defined
by the decay time since the fuel has been part of a critical reactor core. The Company
has not determined this plant-specific value for North Anna. Therefore, the Bases
state that "recently irradiated"” fuel is all irradiated fuel, until such time as the
appropriate analyses are performed and the Bases modified in accordance with the
Technical Specifications Bases Control Program. This change is designated as less

restrictive because the LCO requirements are applicable in fewer operating conditions
than in the CTS.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES

ITS 3.9.5, RHR AND COOLANT CIRCULATION - HIGH WATER LEVEL

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

A3

A4

In the conversion of the North Anna Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made to
obtain consistency with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, "Standard Technical Specifications-
Westinghouse Plants” (ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable because
they do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.9.8.1 LCO is modified by a footnote, *, which states that the normal or
emergency power source may be inoperable for each RHR loop. ITS 3.9.5 does not
include this statement. The ITS definition of “OPERABLE” states that a component
is OPERABLE if either the normal or emergency power source is OPERABLE. This
changes CTS by deleting an allowance already provided in a different portion of the
ITS.

This change is acceptable because the ITS definition of OPERABLE contains the
necessary requirements for a component to perform its safety function. This change is
designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to the

CTS.

CTS 3.9.8.1, Action b, states, in part, that with less than one RHR loop in operation,
suspend all operations involving an increase in the reactor decay heat load or a
reduction in boron concentration of the Reactor Coolant System. ITS 3.9.5 states that
with the RHR loop requirements not met, suspend operations involving a reduction in
reactor coolant boron concentration and suspend loading irradiated fuel assemblies in
the core. This changes the CTS by requiring that the loading of irradiated fuel
assembles be suspended instead of requiring that all operations involving an increase
in the reactor decay heat load be suspended.

This change is acceptable because the requirements have not changed. The reactor
decay heat load is generated by irradiated fuel. The only method of increasing the
decay heat load of a reactor in MODE 6 is to load additional irradiated fuel
assemblies into the core. Therefore, the CTS and ITS requirements are equivalent.
This change is designated as administrative because it does not result in technical
changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.9.8.1 Action d. states, “The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not
applicable.” ITS 3.9.5 does not include this statement. ITS LCO 3.0.3 states, “LCO
3.0.3 is only applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.” This changes CTS by deleting an
allowance already provided in a different portion of the ITS.
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This change is acceptable because ITS LCO 3.0.3 requirements are consistent with
those stated in the CTS. This change is designated as administrative because it does
not result in technical changes to the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

M.2

CTS 3.9.8.1, Action c., states that the RHR loop may be removed from operation for
up to 1 hour per 8 hour period during the performance of CORE ALTERATIONS in
the vicinity of the reactor pressure vessel hot legs. ITS LCO 3.9.5 Notes states that
the required RHR loop may not be in operation for < 1 hour per 8 hour period,
provided no operations are permitted that would cause introduction into the Reactor
Coolant System, coolant with boron concentration less than required to meet the
minimum required boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1. This results in two changes to
the CTS. First, the allowance to remove RHR from operation is no longer restricted
to CORE ALTERATIONS in the vicinity of the reactor pressure vessel hot legs.
Second, the use of the allowance in the ITS is predicated on prohibiting operations
that will cause introduction into the RCS, coolant with a boron concentration less than
required to meet the boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1.

This change is acceptable because it applies appropriate controls during periods when
RHR is not in operation. The ITS requirement prohibiting operations which would
cause a reduction in the RCS boron concentration below that required to maintain the
required shutdown margin is necessary to avoid unexpected reactivity changes.
Under the ITS definition of CORE ALTERATIONS, many activities which would be
considered CORE ALTERATIONS in the CTS, such are core mapping, are not
considered CORE ALTERATIONS in the ITS. Therefore, the application of the
allowance is expanded in the ITS to cover other activities beyond CORE
ALTERATIONS. This change is nominally less restrictive, but represents no
practical operational change, and the overall change is considered more restrictive.
This change is designated as more restrictive because it imposes a new condition to be
met when an RHR loop is not in operation.

CTS Surveillance 4.9.8.1.2 states that one RHR loop must be verified to be in
operation and a. if the RCS temperature is > 140 °F or the time since entry into
MODE 3 is < 100 hours, circulating reactor coolant at a flow rate > 3000 gpm, or b. if
the RCS temperature is < 140 °F or the time since entry into MODE 3 is > 100 hours,
circulating reactor coolant at a flow rate 2 2000 gpm. ITS SR 3.9.5.1 requires
verification that one RHR loop is in operation and circulating reactor coolant at a flow
rate of 2 3000 gpm. This changes the CTS by eliminating the option to reduce RHR
flow to 2000 gpm when RCS temperature is < 140 °F or the time since entry into
MODE 3 1s < 100 hours.
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The purpose of Surveillance 4.9.8.1.2 is to ensure that there is sufficient RHR flow
for decay heat removal and boron mixing in the RCS. A competing requirement is
ensuring that there is sufficient net positive suction head for the RHR pumps to
prevent air entrainment and pump cavitation. North Anna license amendment 137
(Unit 1) / 120 (Unit 2) provided a lower RHR flow rate limit for RHR operation when
the RCS water level is at mid-loop. This change is acceptable because the lower flow
rate is not needed in ITS 3.9.5, RHR - High Water Level, because the reactor water
level cannot be at mid-loop while in this specification. Therefore, only the single,
higher, RHR flow requirement is needed in ITS 3.9.5. This change is designated as
more restrictive because it eliminates a Surveillance acceptance limit which is lower
than the remaining limit.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

None

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1 (Category 4 — Relaxation of Required Action) CTS 3.9.8.1 states, in part, that with
less than one RHR loop in operation, close all containment penetrations providing
direct access from the containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere within 4
hours. ITS 3.9.5 states that with the RHR loop requirements not met, within 4 hours
secure the equipment hatch with at least four bolts, close one door in each installed air
lock, and close each penetration providing direct access from the containment
atmosphere to the outside atmosphere with a manual or automatic isolation valve,
blind flange, or equivalent, or verify each penetration is capable of being closed by an
OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation System. This changes the
CTS Actions by allowing penetrations capable of being closed by an OPERABLE
Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation System to remain open when the RHR
requirements are not met.

The purpose of the CTS 3.9.8.1 Action is to ensure that radioactive material does not
escape the containment should the RHR requirements continue to not be met and
boiling occurs in the core. Therefore, containment penetrations are closed to seal the
containment. This change is acceptable because the Required Actions are used to
establish remedial measures that must be taken in response to the degraded conditions
in order to minimize risk associated with continued operation while providing time to
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repair inoperable features. The Required Actions are consistent with safe operation
under the specified Condition, considering the operability status of the redundant
systems of required features, the capacity and capability of remaining features, a
reasonable time for repairs or replacement of required features, and the low
probability of an accident occurring during the repair period. The Required Actions
are consistent with the actions taken for containment closure during CORE
ALTERATIONS in CTS 3.9.4 and ITS 3.9.4. Penetrations which will be closed by an
OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation system do not need to be
closed if RHR is inoperable because the presence of radioactivity in the containment
will cause the valves to close automatically, thus performing the isolation function.
This change is designated as less restrictive because less stringent Required Actions
are being applied in the ITS than were applied in the CTS.

L.2  (Category 7 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Frequency) CTS 4.9.8.1.2 states that an
RHR loop must be verified to be in operation and providing the required flow at least
once per 4 hours. ITS SR 3.9.5.1 requires verification that one RHR loop is operating
and providing the required flow every 12 hours. This changes the CTS by reducing
the Frequency for performing this Surveillance from 4 to 12 hours.

The purpose of CTS 4.9.8.1.2 is to periodically verify that the RHR system 1s
OPERABLE and operating. This change is acceptable because the new Surveillance
Frequency has been evaluated to ensure that it provides an acceptable level of
equipment reliability. For CTS 4.9.8.1.2, the Surveillance Frequency of 12 hours is
acceptable because there are sufficient indications and alarms available to alert the
operator to a malfunction in the RHR system. A once per shift formal verification of
operation and flow rate is sufficient to give confidence that the system is operating
properly. This change is designated as less restrictive because Surveillances will be
performed less frequently under the ITS than under the CTS.

L.3  (Category 5 — Deletion of Surveillance Requirement) CTS Surveillance 4.9.8.1.1
requires verification that each RHR loop is OPERABLE per Specification 4.0.5. ITS
3.9.5 does not contain this Surveillance.

The purpose of CTS Specification 4.0.5 is to require inservice testing in accordance
with 10 CFR 50.55a. The purpose of inservice testing of RHR 1is to detect gross
degradation caused by impeller structural damage or other hydraulic component
problems. This change is acceptable because the deleted Surveillance Requirement is
not necessary to verify that the equipment used to meet the LCO can perform its
required functions. Thus, appropriate equipment continues to be tested in a manner
and at a frequency necessary to give confidence that the equipment can perform its
assumed function. The Technical Specifications will no longer require RHR to be
included in the inservice testing program. This change is acceptable because it is not
necessary to perform inservice testing of RHR to determine if it is OPERABLE as the
system 1s routinely operated and the RHR loops are instrumented so that degradation
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can be observed. Significant degradation of the RHR system would be indicated by
the RHR System flow and temperature instrumentation in the Control Room. This
change is designated as less restrictive because Surveillances which are required in
the CTS will not be required in the ITS.

L4 (Category 4 — Relaxation of Required Action) CTS 3.9.8.1 states, in part, that with
less than one RHR loop in operation, suspend all operations involving a reduction in
boron concentration of the Reactor Coolant System. ITS 3.9.5, Action A.1, states that
with the RHR loop requirements not met, suspend operations that would cause
introduction into the RCS, coolant with boron concentration less than required to
meet the boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1. This changes the CTS by allowing
coolant with boron concentration less than the RCS boron concentration, but greater
than the boron concentration limit in LCO 3.9.1, to be added to the RCS when the
RHR requirements are not met.

The purpose of the CTS 3.9.8.1 Action is to ensure that the required shutdown margin
is maintained during periods when the RHR requirements are not met. This change is
acceptable because the Required Actions are used to establish remedial measures that
must be taken in response to the degraded conditions in order to minimize risk
associated with continued operation while providing time to repair inoperable
features. The Required Actions are consistent with safe operation under the specified
Condition, considering the operability status of the redundant systems of required
features, the capacity and capability of remaining features, a reasonable time for
repairs or replacement of required features, and the low probability of an accident
occurring during the repair period. The Required Actions ensure that the RCS boron
concentration is maintained within the limits of LCO 3.9.1, "Refueling Boron
Concentration," which is sufficient to ensure that adequate shutdown margin is
maintained. This change is designated as less restrictive because less stringent
Required Actions are being applied in the ITS than were applied in the CTS.
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

A3

A4

In the conversion of the North Anna Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made to
obtain consistency with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, "Standard Technical Specifications-
Westinghouse Plants"” (ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable because
they do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.9.8.2 LCO is modified by a footnote, *, which states that the normal or
emergency power source may be inoperable for each RHR loop. ITS 3.9.6 does not
include this statement. The ITS definition of “OPERABLE” states that a component
is OPERABLE if either the normal or emergency power source is OPERABLE. This
changes CTS by deleting an allowance already provided in a different portion of the
ITS.

This change is acceptable because the ITS definition of OPERABLE contains the
necessary requirements for a component to perform its safety function. This change is
designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to the
CTS.

CTS 3.9.8.2, Action a, states, that with less than the required RHR loops
OPERABLE, immediately initiate corrective action to return the required RHR loops
to OPERABLE status as soon as possible. ITS 3.9.6, Condition A, states that with
less than the required number of RHR loops OPERABLE, immediately initiate action
to restore required RHR loops to OPERABLE status or immediately initiate action to
establish = 23 feet of water above the top of reactor vessel flange. This changes the
CTS by providing the option to exit the Applicability of the LCO.

This change is acceptable because the requirements have not changed. Exiting the
Applicability of LCO is always an option to exit a Condition. Therefore, stating this
option explicitly does not change the requirements of the specification. This change
is designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to the
CTS.

CTS 3.9.8.2 Action c. states, “The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not
applicable.” ITS 3.9.6 does not include this statement. ITS LCO 3.0.3 states, “LCO
3.0.3 is only applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.” This changes CTS by deleting an
allowance already provided in a different portion of the ITS.

This change is acceptable because ITS LCO 3.0.3 requirements are consistent with
those stated in the CTS. This change is designated as administrative because it does
not result in technical changes to the CTS.
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A5 CTS 3.9.8.2, Action b, states, in part, that with less than one RHR loop in operation,
suspend all operations involving an increase in the reactor decay heat load or a
reduction in boron concentration of the Reactor Coolant System. ITS 3.9.6 states that
with no RHR loop in operation, suspend operations involving a reduction in reactor
coolant boron concentration. This changes the CTS by eliminating the requirement to
suspend operations involving an increase in reactor decay heat load.

This change is acceptable because the requirements have not changed. The reactor
decay heat load is generated by irradiated fuel. The only method of increasing the
decay head load of a reactor in MODE 6 is to load additional irradiated fuel
assemblies into the core. However, ITS LCO 3.9.7 prohibits loading of fuel
assemblies into the reactor when the water level is less than 23 feet. Therefore, when
LCO 3.9.6 is applicable, there is no method available to increase the reactor decay
heat load and the requirement can be deleted with no effect on plant operations. This
change is designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes
to the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1  CTS 3.9.8.2 requires two independent RHR loops to be OPERABLE and at least one
loop to be in operation. ITS SR 3.9.6.2 requires verification every seven days of
correct breaker alignment and that indicated power is available to the RHR pump not
in operatoin. A Note states that the Surveillance Requirement is not required to be
performed until 24 hours after a required RHR pump is not in operation. This
changes the CTS by adding a Surveillance Requirement.

The purpose of ITS 3.9.6 is to require one loop to be in operation and one loop to be
held in readiness should it be needed. This change is acceptable because it verifies
that the loop that is in standby will be ready should it be needed. This change is
designated as more restrictive because it adds a new Surveillance Requirement to the
CTS.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

None
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LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

L2

(Category 4 — Relaxation of Required Action) CTS 3.9.8.2 states, in part, that with
less than one RHR loop in operation, close all containment penetrations providing
direct access from the containment atmosphere to the outside atmosphere within 4
hours. ITS 3.9.6 states that with no RHR loop in operation, within 4 hours secure the
equipment hatch cover with at least four bolts, close one door in each installed air
lock, and close each penetration providing direct access from the containment
atmosphere to the outside atmosphere with a manual or automatic isolation valve,
blind flange, or equivalent, or verify each penetration is capable of being closed by an
OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation System. This changes the
CTS Actions by allowing penetrations capable of being closed by an OPERABLE
Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation System to remain open when no RHR loop
is in operation.

The purpose of the CTS 3.9.8.2 Action is to ensure that radioactive material does not
escape the containment should the RHR requirements continue to not be met and
boiling occurs in the core. Therefore, containment penetrations are closed to seal the
containment. This change is acceptable because the Required Actions are used to
establish remedial measures that must be taken in response to the degraded conditions
in order to minimize risk associated with continued operation while providing time to
repair inoperable features. The Required Actions are consistent with safe operation
under the specified Condition, considering the operability status of the redundant
systems of required features, the capacity and capability of remaining features, a
reasonable time for repairs or replacement of required features, and the low
probability of a DBA occurring during the repair period. The Required Actions are
consistent with the actions taken for containment closure during CORE
ALTERATIONS in CTS 3.9.4 and ITS 3.9.4. Penetrations which will be closed by an
OPERABLE Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation system do not need to be
closed if RHR is inoperable because the presence of radioactivity in the containment
will cause the valves to close automatically, thus performing the isolation function.
This change is designated as less restrictive because less stringent Required Actions
are being applied in the ITS than were applied in the CTS.

(Category 7 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Frequency) CTS 4.9.8.2.2 states that an
RHR loop must be verified to be in operation and providing the required flow at least
once per 4 hours. ITS SR 3.9.6.1 requires verification that one RHR loop is operating
and providing the required flow every 12 hours. This changes the CTS by reducing
the Frequency for performing this Surveillance from 4 to 12 hours.

The purpose of CTS 4.9.8.2.2 is to periodically verify that the RHR system is
OPERABLE and operating. This change is acceptable because the new Surveillance
Frequency has been evaluated to ensure that it provides an acceptable level of
equipment reliability. For CTS 4.9.8.2.2, the Surveillance Frequency of 12 hours is
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L.3

L4

acceptable because there are sufficient indications and alarms available to alert the
operator to a malfunction in the RHR system. Formal verification of operation and
flow rate every 12 hours is sufficient to give confidence that the system is operating
properly. This change is designated as less restrictive because Surveillances will be
performed less frequently under the ITS than under the CTS.

(Category 5 — Deletion of Surveillance Requirement) CTS Surveillance 4.9.8.2.1
requires verification that each RHR loop is OPERABLE per Specification 4.0.5. ITS
3.9.6 does not contain this Surveillance.

The purpose of CTS Specification 4.0.5 is to require inservice testing in accordance
with 10 CFR 50.55a. The purpose of inservice testing of RHR is to detect gross
degradation caused by impeller structural damage or other hydraulic component
problems. This change is acceptable because the deleted Surveillance Requirement is
not necessary to verify that the equipment used to meet the LCO can perform its
required functions. Thus, appropriate equipment continues to be tested in a manner
and at a frequency necessary to give confidence that the equipment can perform its
assumed function. The Technical Specifications will no longer require RHR to be
included in the inservice testing program. This change is acceptable because it is not
necessary to perform inservice testing of RHR to determine if it is OPERABLE as the
system is routinely operated and the RHR loops are instrumented so that degradation
can be observed. Significant degradation of the RHR system would be indicated by
the RHR System flow and temperature instrumentation in the Control Room. This
change is designated as less restrictive because Surveillances which are required in
the CTS will not be required in the ITS.

(Category 4 — Relaxation of Required Action) CTS 3.9.8.2 states, in part, that with
less than one RHR loop in operation, suspend all operations involving a reduction in
boron concentration of the Reactor Coolant System. ITS 3.9.6, Action B.1, states that
with the RHR loop requirements not met, suspend operations that would cause
introduction into the RCS, coolant with boron concentration less than required to
meet the boron concentration of LCO 3.9.1. This changes the CTS by allowing
coolant with boron concentration less than the RCS boron concentration, but greater
than the boron concentration limit in LCO 3.9.1, to be added to the RCS when the
RHR requirements are not met.

The purpose of the CTS 3.9.8.2 Action is to ensure that the required shutdown margin
is maintained during periods when the RHR requirements are not met. This change is
acceptable because the Required Actions are used to establish remedial measures that
must be taken in response to the degraded conditions in order to minimize risk
associated with continued operation while providing time to repair inoperable
features. The Required Actions are consistent with safe operation under the specified
Condition, considering the operability status of the redundant systems of required
features, the capacity and capability of remaining features, a reasonable time for
repairs or replacement of required features, and the low probability of an accident
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occurring during the repair period. The Required Actions ensure that the RCS boron
concentration is maintained within the limits of LCO 3.9.1, "Refueling Boron
Concentration,” which is sufficient to ensure that adequate shutdown margin is
maintained. This change is designated as less restrictive because less stringent
Required Actions are being applied in the ITS than were applied in the CTS.

L.S (Category 1 — Relaxation of LCO Requirements) ITS 3.9.6 is modified by two LCO
Notes. Note 1 allows all RHR pumps to be de-energized for < 15 minutes when
switching from one train to another, provided several conditions are met. Note 2
allows one required RHR loop to be inoperable for up to 2 hours for Surveillance
testing, provided that the other loop is OPERABLE and in operation. CTS 3.9.8.2
does not contain these allowances. This changes the CTS by providing allowing the
LCO to not be met.

The purpose of ITS 3.9.6 is to ensure sufficient decay heat removal is available in the
specified MODES and conditions. This change is acceptable because the LCO
requirements continue to ensure that the structures, systems, and components are
maintained consistent with the safety analyses and licensing basis. The ITS Notes
allow normal operational evolutions, such as pump swapping and surveillance testing,
to be performed while in the applicability of the specification. These evolutions are
necessary to demonstrate RHR OPERABILITY. This change is designated as less
restrictive because less stringent LCO requirements are being applied in the ITS than
were applied in the CTS.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 5 Revision 0



ITS 3.9.7, REFUELING CAVITY WATER LEVEL

UNIT 1

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Revision 0



I
Leo 297

Action A

SR 3,971

©3,9.10.1 At least 23 feet of water sh

ZT7S 3.97

2-15-89

REFUELING OPERATIONS

WATER LEVEL - REACTOR VESSEL |
FUEL ASSEMBLIES
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

be maintained over the top of thL/l@

APPLICABILITY: E”6_furing movement of fuel assemdlies within the containment. |

ACTION: With the requirements of the above(s;ecification not satisifed,

suspend a1l operations involving movement of *fuel assemblies within th |

( The provisions gf-Specifica®ton 3. no lcatle @
()

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (/1)

reactor pressure vessel flanca.

4.9.10.1 The water level shall determined to be at least {ts minimum required
depth (withih 2 hours—prior to the start of and)at least once per 24 hours
Gﬁgiié;fiF'aifing‘movemeng/nsffuel asseablies) |

MORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 374 9-10 Amendment No. 32._1!

lara [of 2 /@a



T3NS Q07

2-15-89

REFUELING OPERATIONS

WATER LEVEL - REACTO
CONTROL RODS

210.2 At least 23 feet of water shall be maintained over the top of the
rradiated fuel assemblies within the reactor pressure vessel.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 6 during movement of control .rods within the reactér
pressure vessel.

ACTION: With the requirements of the above specification not safisified,

suspend all operations involving movement of control rods withfn the reactor
pressure vessel. The provisfons of Specification 3.0.3 arefot appliicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.9.70.2 The water level shall be determined
depth within 2 hours prior to the start of a
thereafter during movement of control rods

be at least {ts-mintmum required
at least once per 24 hours
thin the reactor pressure vessel,

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 3/4 9-10a Amendment No. 115

/E13:7e :2 C>Jp 2 /ﬁ;prcj



ITS 3.9.7, REFUELING CAVITY WATER LEVEL

UNIT 2

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Revision O



@ TS 347

2-15-89
REFUELING OPERATIONS

15
T’/’ WATER LEVEL - REACTOR VESSEL
(o4

FUEL ASSEMBLIES
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

i —GD
3,9. 7 3.9.10.1 At least 23 feet of water/shall be maintained over the top of the f :
reactor pressure vessel flange. Tkl ' @
APPLICABILITY: (WOQE“)during movement of fuel assemblies within the containment. |
A{fl"" With the requirements of the above(specification not satisfied, suspend all @
A operations involving movement of*fuel assemblies within essur
J fessgr. vist on @ not applHicable
Contorned @{55 (M)

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

ACTION:

4.9.10.1 The water v be determined to bo at least its minfmum |
A4 required depth (Wit ) ~ 0 @at least once per
© 24 hours ATeTeaf
3971

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 9-11 Amendment No. B9, 98

| /oa), L 2 A ©



zT73 397

2-15-89

REFUELING OPERATIONS

WATER LEVEL - REACTOR VESSEL

CONTROL RODS
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

of water shall be maintained over the top of the
ifes within the reactor pressure vesss}4’

MODE 6 during movement of control rods figin the reactor

tation not satisfied, suspend all
operations involving movement of contr

rods within the reactor pressure g
vessel. The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not applicable. J//////,///
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

>l

shall be determined to be at least its minimum

4.9.10.2 The water lev
hours prior to the start of and at ledst once per

required depth within

vessel.

NORTH AMNNA - UNIT 2 374 9-Na Amendment No. 98

2.4 2

o

24 hours thereafter during movement of control rods withi he reactor pressure

/a0



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 3.9.7, REFUELING CAVITY WATER LEVEL

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

A3

In the conversion of the North Anna Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made to
obtain consistency with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, "Standard Technical Specifications-
Westinghouse Plants" (ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable because
they do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 3.9.10.1 Action contains the statement, “The provisions of Specification 3.0.3
are not applicable.” ITS 3.9.7 does not contain an equivalent statement.

This change is acceptable because the technical requirements have not changed. ITS
LCO 3.0.3 is not applicable in MODE 6. Therefore, the LCO 3.0.3 exception is not
needed. This change is designates as administrative because the technical
requirements of the specifications have not changed.

CTS 3.9.10.1 is applicable in MODE 6 during movement of fuel assemblies within
containment. ITS 3.9.7 is applicable during the movement of irradiated fuel
assembles within containment. This changes the CTS by eliminating the "MODE 6"
portion of the applicability. Qualification of irradiated fuel vice fuel is discussed in
DOCL.1.

This change is acceptable because the technical requirements have not changed. Fuel
movement in the containment only occurs in MODE 6. Therefore, specifying MODE
6 during movement of fuel is unnecessary. This change is designates as
administrative because the technical requirements of the specifications have not
changed.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

CTS 3.9.10.1 Action states that with the reactor vessel water level not within limit,
suspend movement of fuel assemblies within the reactor pressure vessel. ITS 3.9.7
states with the refueling cavity water level not within limit, suspend movement of
irradiated fuel assemblies within containment. This change the CTS by expanding the
suspension of movement of fuel assemblies from within the reactor pressure vessel to
within the containment.

The purpose of CTS 3.9.10.1 is to prohibit the occurrence of a fuel handling accident
if the refueling cavity water level is less than that assumed in the fuel handling
accident analysis. This change is acceptable because the fuel handling accident
analysis assumes an irradiated fuel assembly is dropped within the containment, not
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only within the reactor vessel. In order to protect the initial assumptions of the fuel
handling accident analysis, prohibition of irradiated fuel movement within the
containment is required. This change is designated as more restrictive because it will
prohibit operations that are not prohibited in the CTS.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

R.1

CTS 3.9.10.2 states that the refueling cavity water level must be at least 23 feet above
the fuel during MODE 6 during movement of control rods within the reactor pressure
vessel. Movement of control rods is not an initiator of any UFSAR accident analysis.
This LCO does not meet the criteria for retention in the ITS; therefore, it will be
retained in the Technical Requirements Manual.

This change is acceptable because CTS 3.9.10.2 does not meet the
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria for inclusion into the ITS.

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) Criteria Evaluation:

1. The refueling cavity water level during movement of control rods is not
installed instrumentation that is used to detect, and indicate in the control
room, a significant abnormal degradation of the reactor coolant pressure
boundary. The refueling cavity water level during movement of control rods
does not satisfy criterion 1.

2. The refueling cavity water level during movement of control are not a process
variable, design feature, or operating restriction that is an initial condition of a
DBA or Transient Analysis that either assumes the failure of or presents a
challenge to the integrity of a fission product barrier. The refueling cavity
water level during movement of control rods does not satisfy criterion 2.

3. The refueling cavity water level during movement of control rods is not a
structure, system or component that is part of the primary success path and
which functions or actuates to mitigate a DBA or Transient that either assumes
the failure of or presents a challenge to the integrity of a fission product
barrier. The refueling cavity water level during movement of control rods
does not satisfy criterion 3.

4. The refueling cavity water level during movement of control rods is not a
structure, system, or component which operating experience or probabilistic
risk assessment has shown to be significant to public health and safety. The
refueling cavity water level during movement of control rods was not
evaluated in WCAP-11618. However, an evaluation has found that refueling
cavity water level during movement of control rods is a non-significant risk
contributor to core damage frequency and offsite releases. The refueling
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cavity water level during movement of control rods is not important for any
scenarios modeled in the North Anna Power Station site-specific PRAs. The
refueling cavity water level during movement of control rods does not meet
criterion 4.

Since the 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria have not been met, the refueling cavity water
level during movement of control rods LCO and associated Applicability, Actions,
and Surveillances may be relocated out of the Technical Specifications. The refueling
cavity water level during movement of control rods specification will be relocated to
the TRM. Changes to the TRM will be controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.
This change 1s designated as relocation because the LCO did not meet the criteria in
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(i1) and has been relocated to the TRM.

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

None

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

(Category 2 — Relaxation of Applicability) CTS 3.9.10.1 states that at least 23 feet of
water must be maintained over the reactor pressure vessel flange in MODE 6 during
movement of fuel assemblies within the containment. The 3.9.10.1 Action requires
suspension of movement of fuel assemblies if the water level requirement is not met.
ITS 3.9.7 states the refueling cavity water level shall be maintained = 23 feet above
the top of the reactor vessel flange during movement of irradiated fuel assemblies
within containment. ITS 3.9.7, Action A.2, requires the suspension of movement o
irradiated fuel assemblies within containment. This changes the CTS restricting the
applicability and Actions from movement of any fuel assemblies within containment
to movement of irradiated fuel within containment. The change eliminating MODE 6
is discussed in DOC A.3.

The purpose of CTS 3.9.10.1 is to prohibit the occurrence of a fuel handling accident
if the refueling cavity water level is less than that assumed in the fuel handling
accident analysis. This change is acceptable because the requirements continue to
ensure that the process variables are maintained in the MODES and other specified
conditions assumed in the safety analyses and licensing basis. The fuel handling
accident analysis is based on the dropping of an irradiated fuel assembly. An
unirradiated fuel assembly does not contain the radioactive materials generated by
fission and does not result in significant offsite doses if dropped. This change is
designated as less restrictive because the LCO requirements are applicable in fewer
operating conditions than in the CTS.
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L2

(Category 7 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Frequency) CTS 4.9.10.1 requires the
refueling cavity water level to be determined to be within limit within 2 hours prior to
the start of and at least once per 24 hours during movement of fuel assemblies. ITS
SR 3.7.9.1 requires verification that the refueling cavity water level is within limit
every 24 hours. This changes the CTS by reducing the Frequency for verifying
refueling cavity water level from 2 hours before fuel movement to 24 hours before
fuel movement.

The purpose of CTS 4.9.10.1 is to prohibit the movement of fuel, and thereby prohibit
a fuel handling accident, if the refueling cavity water level is less than that assumed in
the fuel handling accident analysis. This change is acceptable because the new
Surveillance Frequency has been evaluated to ensure that it provides an acceptable
level of equipment reliability. The Frequency of 24 hours is sufficient during the
movement of fuel and is, therefore, sufficient before fuel is moved. ITS SR 3.0.1
requires the SR to be met during the MODES or other specified conditions in the
Applicability. Therefore, the water level must be met when fuel is moved or fuel
movement must be suspended immediately (thereby exiting the applicability of the
specification). Therefore, changing the Frequency from 2 hours before moving fuel to
within 24 hours before moving fuel has no effect on plant safety. This change is
designated as less restrictive because Surveillances will be performed less frequently
under the ITS than under the CTS.
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C TS 3.9.3

ECAY TIME
LIMITING €ONDITION FOR OPERATION yd

39 The reactor shall be subcritica) for at least 150 hours.

// APPLICABILITY: During movement of irradiated fuel in the reactor pressdre vessel.
ACTION:

With the reactor subcritical for less than 150 hours, suspend all opegafions involving movementof |
irradiated fuel in the reactor pressure vessel. The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not

applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

493 The reactor shall be determined to have’been subcritical for at least 150 hours by

verification of the date and time of subcritjeglity prior to movement of irradiated fuel in the reacto

pressure vessel.
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DECAY TIME
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

393 The reactor shall be subcritical for at least 150 hours.

APPLICABILITY: During movement of irradiated fuel in
ACTION: |

pressure vessel.
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RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

R.1

CTS 3.9.3 states that the reactor must be subcritical for at least 150 hours prior to
movement of movement of irradiated fuel in the reactor pressure vessel. This LCO
does not meet the criteria for retention in the ITS; therefore, it will be retained in the
Technical Requirements Manual.

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) Criteria Evaluation:

l. Decay time is not installed instrumentation that is used to detect, and indicate
in the control room, a significant abnormal degradation of the reactor coolant
pressure boundary. Decay time does not satisfy criterion 1.

2. Decay time is a process variable, design feature, or operating restriction that is
an initial condition of a DBA or Transient Analysis that either assumes the
failure of or presents a challenge to the integrity of a fission product barrier.
Specifically, the fuel handling accident analysis assumes 100 hours of decay
time before fuel movement. However, the 100 hour decay time following
subcriticality will always be met for a refueling outage because of the
operations required prior to moving irradiated fuel in the reactor vessel (e.g.,
containment entry, removal of the reactor vessel head, and removal of the
reactor vessel internals). Therefore, this requirement is not a limiting
condition for operation and decay time does not satisfy criterion 2.

3. The decay time limit is not a structure, system or component that is part of the
primary success path and which functions or actuates to mitigate a DBA or
Transient that either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to the
integrity of a fission product barrier. Decay time does not satisfy criterion 3.

4. Decay time is not a structure, system, or component which operating
experience or probabilistic risk assessment has shown to be significant to
public health and safety. Decay time was not evaluated in WCAP-11618.
However, an evaluation has found decay time is a non-significant risk
contributor to core damage frequency and offsite releases. Decay time is not
important for any scenarios modeled in the North Anna Power Station site-
specific PRAs. Decay time does not meet criterion 4.

Since the 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria have not been met, the decay time LCO and
associated Applicability, Actions, and Surveillances may be relocated out of the
Technical Specifications. The decay time specification will be relocated to the TRM.
Changes to the TRM will be controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. This
change is designated as relocation because the LCO did not meet the criteria in

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) and has been relocated to the TRM.
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CTS 395

8-21-80

REFUELING OPERATIONS

'COMMUNICATIONS

LIMITING COND N _FOR OPERATION

{rect communications shall be maintained between control room and

v persénnel at the refueling station.
PPLICABILITY: During CORE ALTERATIONS.
ACTION:

when direct communications betwsen the co 1 room and personnel at the
refueling station cannot be maintained, suspend all CORE ALTERATIONS. The
provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are (ot applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

unications between the control room and personngl at the
Zon shall be demonstrated within one hour prior to”the start of
once per 12 hours during CORE ALTERATIONS. Writsén documentation

of the 12/hour checks is not required.

-

4.9.5 Direct

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 9-6
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS 3.9.5, COMMUNICATIONS

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

R.1

CTS 3.9.5 states that direct communications shall be maintained between the control
room and personnel at the refueling station during CORE ALTERATIONS. This
ensures that refueling station personnel can be promptly informed of significant
changes in the facility status or core reactivity conditions during CORE
ALTERATIONS. The prompt notification of the control room of a fuel handling
accident is an assumption in the Fuel Handling Analysis. This prompt notification is
used to ensure that the control room is isolated promptly and is necessary to meet the
control room operator dose limits in General Design Criteria 19. This LCO does not
meet the criteria for retention in the ITS; therefore, it will be retained in the Technical
Requirements Manual.

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) Criteria Evaluation:

1. Communications are not installed instrumentation that is used to detect, and
indicate in the control room, a significant abnormal degradation of the reactor
coolant pressure boundary. Communications does not satisfy criterion 1.

2. Communications are not a process variable, design feature, or operating
restriction that is an initial condition of a DBA or Transient Analysis that
either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to the integrity of a fission
product barrier. Communications does not satisfy criterion 2.

3. Communications is part of the primary success path and is assumed in the
mitigation of a DBA which assumes the failure of a fission product barrier.
However, communications is not a structure, system or component.
Communications does not satisfy criterion 3.

4. Communications is not a structure, system, or component which operating
experience or probabilistic risk assessment has shown to be significant to
public health and safety. As discussed in Section 4.0, (Appendix A, page A-
67) of WCAP-11618, communications was found to be a non-significant risk
contributor to core damage frequency and offsite releases. The Company has
reviewed this evaluation, considers it applicable to the North Anna Power
Station, and concurs with this assessment. Communications is not important
for any scenarios modeled in the North Anna Power Station site-specific
PRAs. Communications do not meet criterion 4.

Since the 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria have not been met, the communications LCO
and associated Applicability, Actions, and Surveillances may be relocated out of the
Technical Specifications. The communications specification will be relocated to the
TRM. Changes to the TRM will be controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.
This change is designated as relocation because the LCO did not meet the criteria in
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) and has been relocated to the TRM.
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,zf;f: The manipulator crane and auxiliary hoist shall :5/6422/;cr

C1VS ?E;_C‘.(4Dv

11-26-77

—

REFUELING OPERATIONS

MANIPULATOR CRANE OPERABILITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR QPERATION

o

i

movement of control rods or fuel assemblies and sha:l/p OPERABLE with:

a. The manipulator crane usad for movemant fue] assemblies
having:

1. A minimum capacity of 3250 ppdnds, and
2. An overload cut off 1imi ;mmpr$

b. The agx{11ary hoist used for movement of.cnntro1 rods having:
1. A minimum capacjty of 700 pounds, and

2. A load indigdtor which shall te used to prevent 1ift-
ing loadstn excess of 600 pounds.

APPLICABILITY: Ouring movement of cnﬁtrn] rods or fuel assemblies
Within the reactor/pressure vessel.’

ACTION:

With the uirements for crane and/or hoist OPERABILITY not satisfied,
suspend Ase of any inoperable manipulator crane and/or auxilfary hoist
from ogerations invelving the movement of control rods and fuel assemblies
within the reactor pressure vessel. The provisions of Specification

3,0.3 are not applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.9.6.1 Each manipulator crane used for movement of fuel assemblii
within the reactor pressure vessel shall be demonstrated OPERABLE with-
in 100 hours prior to the start of such operations by performing/a

load tast of at least 3250 pounds and demonstrating an autamatic load
cut off when the crane load exceeds 2850 pounds.

4.9.6.2 Each auxiliary heist and associated load fndicatar used for
movement of control rods within the reactor pressure yéssel shall be
demonstrated OPERABLE within 100 hours prior to therstart of such opera-
tions by performing a load test of at least 700 pounds.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 3/4 9-6
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CTS 3.9.6, MANIPULATOR CRANE OPERABILITY

UNIT 2
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(75 396

| 8-21-80
REFUELING OPERATION;/ ' .
MANIPULATOR CRANE OPERABILITY L/
LIMITING CONDEPTON FOR OPERATION o

396 Thesfanipulator crane and auxiliary hoist shall be used for movement of ¢ rd]rods or
blies and shall be OPERABLE with:

1. A minimum capacity of 700 pound,
2. A load indicator which shall be‘used to prevent lifting loads in excess of 600 @
pounds. .
APPLICABILITY: During movemeft of control rods or fuel assemblies within the reactor
pressure vessel.

ACTION:

With the requirements f6r crane and/or hoist OPERABILITY not satisfied, suspend use of any
inoperable manipulator crane and/or auxiliary hoist from operations involving the movement of
control rods and fué] assemblies within the reactor pressure vessel. The provisions of Specification
3.0.3 are not applicable.

SUR LANCE REQUIREMENTS

/4(3.6/.1 Each manipulator crane used for movement of fuel assemblies within the reac
essel shall be demonstrated OPERABLE within 100 hours prior to the start of suc perations by

performing a load test of at least 3250 pounds and demonstrating an automatict6ad cut off when
the crane load exceeds 2850 pounds.

4962 FEach auxiliary hoist and associated load indicator used for mfovement of control rods
within the reactor pressure vessel shall be demonstrated OPE within 100 hours prior to the
of such operations by performing a Joad test of at least 700 pounds.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/49-7
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS 3.9.6, MANIPULATOR CRANE OPERABILITY

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

R.1

CTS 3.9.6 states that the manipulator crane and auxiliary hoist shall be used for
movement of control rods or fuel assemblies and shall be OPERABLE during
movement of control rods or fuel assemblies within the reactor pressure vessel. This
specification ensures that the lifting device on the Manipulator Crane has adequate
capacity to lift the weight of a fuel assembly and a Rod Control Cluster Assembly,
and that an automatic load limiting device is available to prevent damage to the fuel
assembly during fuel movement. This specification also ensures that the auxiliary
hoist on the Manipulator Crane has adequate capacity for latching and unlatching
control rod drive shafts. This LCO does not meet the criteria for retention in the ITS;
therefore, it will be retained in the Technical Requirements Manual.

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) Criteria Evaluation:

1.

Manipulator Crane OPERABILITY is not installed instrumentation that is
used to detect, and indicate in the control room, a significant abnormal

degradation of the reactor coolant pressure boundary Manipulator Crane
OPERABILITY does not satisfy criterion 1.

Manipulator Crane OPERABILITY is not a process variable, design feature,
or operating restriction that is an initial condition of a DBA or Transient
Analysis that either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to the
integrity of a fission product barrier. Manipulator Crane OPERABILITY does
not satisfy criterion 2.

Manipulator Crane OPERABILITY is not a structure, system or component
that is part of the primary success path and which functions or actuates to
mitigate a DBA or Transient that either assumes the failure of or presents a
challenge to the integrity of a fission product barrier. Manipulator Crane
OPERABILITY does not satisfy criterion 3.

Manipulator Crane OPERABILITY is not a structure, system, or component
which operating experience or probabilistic risk assessment has shown to be
significant to public health and safety. As discussed in Section 4.0, (Appendix
A, page A-68) of WCAP-11618, Manipulator Crane OPERABILITY was
found to be a non-significant risk contributor to core damage frequency and
offsite releases. The Company has reviewed this evaluation, considers it
applicable to the North Anna Power Station, and concurs with this assessment.
Manipulator Crane OPERABILITY is not important for any scenarios
modeled in the North Anna Power Station site-specific PRAs. Manipulator
Crane OPERABILITY does not meet criterion 4.

Since the 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria have not been met, the Manipulator Crane
OPERABILITY LCO and associated Applicability, Actions, and Surveillances may

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 1 Revision 0



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS 3.9.6, MANIPULATOR CRANE OPERABILITY

be relocated out of the Technical Specifications. The Manipulator Crane
OPERABILITY specification will be relocated to the TRM. Changes to the TRM
will be controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. This change is designated as
relocation because the LCO did not meet the criteria in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) and
has been relocated to the TRM.
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UNIT 1
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CVS 29.4

yea ~— ,. 08-03-98

3.9.7 Loadin excess of 2500 pounds shall be prohibited from travel over irradiated fu

in the spent fuel pit. This does not apply to movement of any spent fuel pit gg¢€ provided

the following is satisfied:

a. the top of the gate (excluding lifting lugs) is no higher than 15 inglfes above the top of
the moveable platform crane deck support beam while over irgadiated fuel,

b. the gate is rigged to slack-free safety cables while over irpddiated fuel,

path where the gate is moved, and

d. irradiated fuel is prohibited in the cask area when the gate is lifted over the spent fuel
cask handling area. There is no restriction gn lift height.

PPLIC ITY: With irradiated fuel assempfies in the spent fuel pit. &
ACTION:
With the requirements of the above specj {cation not satisfied, place the crane load in a safe
condition. The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQ

4.9.7.1 Loads other th e spent fuel pit gates shall be verified to be less than 2500 pounds |
prior to movement overArradiated fuel assemblies in the spent fuel pit.

4972 For movepfent of any of the spent fuel pit gates: /

a. gateXift height and slack-free redundant rigging shall be verified prior to moving over
irgddiated fuel,

load paths shall be verified not to have irradiated fuel with Rod Control Cluste
Assemblies present in the gate load path, and

c. the spent fuel cask handling area shall be verified to have no irradiated fu€l present prior
to moving a gate over the area.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 3/49-17 Amendment No. 8,213
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e e .
A N M e o e = 487

-
08-03-98

REFUELING OPERA T ION/

CRANE TRAVEL - SPENT FUEL PIT

LIMITING CONBITION FOR OPERATION

397 Loads{in excess of 2500 pounds shall be prohibited from travel over irradiated fu /
assemblied’in the spent fuel pit. This does not apply to movement of any spent fuel pit gase¢ provided

e following is satisfied: /
a. the top of the gate (excluding lifting lugs) is no higher than 15 inchg¢ above the top of
the moveable platform crane deck support beam while over irragrited fuel,

- d. irradiated fuel is prohibited in the cask area whesf the gate is lifted over the spent fuel
cask handling area. There is no restriction on Mft height.

ACTION:

With the requirements of the above specifigation not satisfied, place the crane load in a safe
condition. The provisions of Specificatipfi 3.0.3 are not applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQ

49.7.1 Loads other than

prior to movement over i

spent fuel pit gates shall be verified to be less than 2500 pounds ] ‘
diated fuel assemblies in the spent fuel pit. /

0ad paths shall be verified not to have irradiated fuel with Rod Control Cluste
Assemblies present in the gate load path, and /

c. the spent fuel cask handling area shall be verified to have no irradiated fafel present prior
to moving a gate over the area.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/49-8 Amendment No. 194

/nge /oJ[/ ﬁéd‘o



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS 3.9.7, CRANE TRAVEL - SPENT FUEL PIT

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

R.1

CTS 3.9.7 places restriction on movement of loads over irradiated assemblies in the
spent fuel pit in excess of 2500 pounds. This represents the working load of the fuel
assembly plus gripper. The LCO ensures that in the event this load is dropped the
activity release will be limited to that contained in a single fuel assembly and any
possible distortion of fuel in the storage racks will not result in a critical array. This
LCO does not meet the criteria for retention in the ITS; therefore, it will be retained in
the Technical Requirements Manual.

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) Criteria Evaluation:

1. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit is not installed instrumentation that is used to
detect, and indicate in the control room, a significant abnormal degradation of
the reactor coolant pressure boundary. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit does not
satisfy criterion 1.

2. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit is not a process variable, design feature, or
operating restriction that is an initial condition of a DBA or Transient Analysis
that either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to the integrity of a
fission product barrier. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit does not satisfy criterion
2.

3. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit is not a structure, system or component that is
part of the primary success path and which functions or actuates to mitigate a
DBA or Transient that either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to
the integrity of a fission product barrier. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit does
not satisfy criterion 3.

4. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit is not a structure, system, or component which
operating experience or probabilistic risk assessment has shown to be
significant to public health and safety. As discussed in Section 4.0, (Appendix
A, page A-68) of WCAP-11618, Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit was found to
be a non-significant risk contributor to core damage frequency and offsite
releases. The Company has reviewed this evaluation, considers it applicable
to the North Anna Power Station, and concurs with this assessment. Crane
Travel - Spent Fuel Pit is not important for any scenarios modeled in the North
Anna Power Station site-specific PRAs. Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit does
not meet criterion 4.

Since the 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria have not been met, the Crane Travel - Spent
Fuel Pit LCO and associated Applicability, Actions, and Surveillances may be
relocated out of the Technical Specifications. The Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Pit
specification will be relocated to the TRM which is incorporated by reference into the
UFSAR. Changes to the TRM will be controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS 3.9.7, CRANE TRAVEL - SPENT FUEL PIT

This change is designated as relocation because the LCO did not meet the criteria in
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) and has been relocated to the TRM.
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CTS 349.9

- 11-26-77
REFUELING OPERATIONS

/-“’7 »
CONTAINMENT PURGE AND EXHAUST ISQYATION SYSTEM

3.9.9 The Containmmént Purge and Exhaust isolation System shall pe
OPERABLE.

SURVEILLANCE_REQUIREMENTS

4.9.9 The Containment Purge and”Exhaust isolation system shall pe
demonstrated OPERABLE within hours prior to the start of and at
least once per 7 days during”CORE ALTERATIONS by verifying that con-
tainment Purge and Exrm;;, 1solation occurs on manual initiation and on
a high radtation test signal from the containment gaseous and particulate
k radiation monitoring Anstrumentation channels.

P ——.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 3/4 9-9
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CTS 3.9.9, CONTAINMENT PURGE AND EXHAUST ISOLATION SYSTEM
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(TS 3.94

8-21-80

REFUELING OPERATIONS -—4—~—'—-~*--——~\\\
" CONTAINMENT PURGE AND EXHAUST ISOLATION/SYSTEM

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATIOM

3.9.9 The Containment P
APPLICABILITY: MOD

e and Exhaust 1solation system shall be OPERABLE.

inment Purge and Exhaust isolation system inoperable, close ea
of the Purge and Exhaust penetrations providing direct access from the co
ment a phere to the outside atmosphers.

The provisions of Specification 3.0.3 are not applicable.

in<

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.9.9 The Containment Purge and Exha
OPERABLE within 100 hours prior to
during CORE ALTERATIONS by verifyi

isolation system shall be demonstrated
@ start of and at least once per 7 days
that containment Purge and Exhaust jisola-

tion occurs on manual {nitiation/Afnd on a high radiation test signal from the
containment gaseous and particyfate radiation monitoring instrumentaticn
channels.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 9-10
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES

CTS 3.9.9, CONTAINMENT PURGE AND EXHAUST ISOLATION SYSTEM

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

R.1

CTS 3.9.9 states requirements for the containment purge and exhaust isolation
system, which automatically closes the containment purge and exhaust isolation
valves in MODE 6. This LCO does not meet the criteria for retention in the ITS;
therefore, it will be retained in the Technical Requirements Manual.

This change is acceptable because 3.9.9 does not meet the 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(i1)
criteria for inclusion into the ITS.

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(i1) Criteria Evaluation:

l. The containment purge and exhaust isolation system is not installed
instrumentation that is used to detect, and indicate in the control room, a
significant abnormal degradation of the reactor coolant pressure boundary.
The containment purge and exhaust isolation system does not satisfy criterion
1.

2. The containment purge and exhaust isolation system is not a process variable,
design feature, or operating restriction that is an initial condition of a DBA or
Transient Analysis that either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge to
the integrity of a fission product barrier. The containment purge and exhaust
isolation system does not satisfy criterion 2.

3. The containment purge and exhaust isolation system is not a structure, system,
or component that is part of the primary success path and which functions or
actuates to mitigate a DBA or Transient that either assumes the failure of or
presents a challenge to the integrity of a fission product barrier. The
containment purge and exhaust valves are not assumed to close in case of a
Fuel Handling Accident inside containment. The containment purge and
exhaust isolation system does not satisfy criterion 3.

4. The containment purge and exhaust isolation system is not a structure, system,
or component which operating experience or probabilistic risk assessment has
shown to be significant to public health and safety. The Company has
reviewed this evaluation, considers it applicable to the North Anna Power
Station, and concurs with this assessment. The containment purge and
exhaust isolation system is not important for any scenarios modeled in the
North Anna Power Station site-specific PRAs. The containment purge and
exhaust isolation area system does not meet criterion 4.

Since the 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria have not been met, the containment purge

and exhaust 1solation system requirements and associated Applicability, Actions, and
Surveillances may be relocated out of the Technical Specifications. The containment
purge and exhaust isolation system requirements will be relocated to the TRM which
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS 3.9.9, CONTAINMENT PURGE AND EXHAUST ISOLATION SYSTEM

is incorporated by reference into the UFSAR. Changes to the TRM will be controlled
by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. This change is designated as relocation because
the requirements did not meet the criteria in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(i1) and have been
relocated to the TRM.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Page 2 Revision 0



SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS
CONSIDERATIONS

GENERIC NSHCs
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.” Some of
the proposed changes involve reformatting, renumbering, and rewording of Technical
Specifications with no change in intent. These changes, since they do not involve technical
changes to the Technical Specifications, are administrative.

This type of change is connected with the movement of requirements within the current
requirements, or with the modification of wording that does not affect the technical content of
the current Technical Specifications. These changes will also include nontechnical modifications
of requirements to conform to the Writer’s Guide or provide consistency with the Improved
Standard Technical Specifications in NUREG-1431. Administrative changes are not intended to
add, delete, or relocate any technical requirements of the current Technical Specifications.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting, renumbering, and rewording the existing
Technical Specifications. The reformatting, renumbering, and rewording process
involves no technical changes to the existing Technical Specifications. As such, this
change is administrative in nature and does not affect initiators of analyzed events or
assumed mitigation of accident or transient events. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or changes in methods governing normal
plant operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old
requirements. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Revision O



DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no effect on any
safety analyses assumptions. This change is administrative in nature. Therefore, the
change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

North Anna Units I and 2 Revision O



DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.” Some of
the proposed changes involve adding more restrictive requirements to the existing Technical
Specifications by either making current requirements more stringent or by adding new
requirements that currently do not exist.

These changes include additional commitments that decrease allowed outage times, increase the
frequency of surveillances, impose additional surveillances, increase the scope of specifications
to include additional plant equipment, increase the applicability of specifications, or provide
additional actions. These changes are generally made to conform with NUREG-1431 and have
been evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more stringent requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the
probability of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter assumptions relative to
mitigation of an accident or transient event. The more restrictive requirements continue
to ensure process variables, structures, systems, and components are maintained
consistent with the safety analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or changes in methods governing normal
plant operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements. However,
these changes are consistent with the assumptions in the safety analyses and licensing
basis. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no effect on or increases the
margin of plant safety. As provided in the discussion of change, each change in this
category is, by definition, providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety. The
change maintains requirements within the safety analyses and licensing basis. Therefore,
this change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.” Some of
the proposed changes involve relocating existing Technical Specification LCOs to licensee
controlled documents.

The the Company has evaluated the current Technical Specifications using the criteria set forth
in 10 CFR 50.36. Specifications identified by this evaluation that did not meet the retention
requirements specified in the regulation are not included in the Improved Technical
Specifications (ITS) submittal. These specifications have been relocated from the current
Technical Specifications to the Technical Requirements Manual.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relocates requirements and surveillances for structures, systems,
components or variables that do not meet the criteria of 10 CFR 50.36 (c)(2)(ii) for
inclusion in Technical Specifications as identified in the Application of Selection Criteria
to the North Anna Technical Specifications. The affected structures, systems,
components or variables are not assumed to be initiators of analyzed events and are not
assumed to mitigate accident or transient events. The requirements and surveillances for
these affected structures, systems, components or variables will be relocated from the
Technical Specifications to the Technical Requirements Manual, which will be
maintained pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59. In addition, the affected structures, systems,
components or variables are addressed in existing surveillance procedures which are also
controlled by 10 CFR.50.59 and subject to the change control provisions imposed by
plant administrative procedures, which endorse applicable regulations and standards.
Therefore, this change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or change in the methods governing normal
plant operation. The proposed change will not impose or eliminate any requirements and
adequate control of existing requirements will be maintained. Thus, this change does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no significant
effect on any safety analyses assumptions, as indicated by the fact that the requirements
do not meet the 10 CFR 50.36 criteria for retention: In addition, the relocated
requirements are moved without change and any future changes to these requirements
will be evaluated per 10 CFR 50.59.

NRC prior review and approval of changes to these relocated requirements, in accordance
with 10 CFR 50.92, will no longer be required. This review and approval does not
provide a specific margin of safety which can be evaluated. However, since the proposed
change is consistent with the Westinghouse Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG-
1431 issued by the NRC, revising the Technical Specifications to reflect the approved
level of detail gives assurance that this relocation does not result in a significant reduction
in the margin of safety.
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - REMOVED DETAIL

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.” Some of
the proposed changes involve moving details out of the Technical Specifications and into the
Technical Specifications Bases, the UFSAR, the TRM or other documents under regulatory
control such as the Quality Assurance Program Topical Report. The removal of this information
is considered to be less restrictive because it is no longer controlled by the Technical
Specification change process. Typically, the information moved is descriptive in nature and its
removal conforms with NUREG-1431 for format and content.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relocates certain details from the Technical Specifications to other
documents under regulatory control. The Bases, UFSAR, and Technical Requirement
Manual will be maintained in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59. In addition to 10 CFR
50.59 provisions, the Technical Specification Bases are subject to the change control
provisions in the Administrative Controls Chapter of the Technical Specifications. The
UFSAR is subject to the change control provisions of 10 CFR 50.71(e). Other documents
are subject to controls imposed by Technical Specifications or regulations. Since any
changes to these documents will be evaluated, no significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated will be allowed. Therefore this change
does not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operations. The proposed change will not impose or eliminate any
requirements, and adequate control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this
change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no effect on any
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the details to be moved from the Technical
Specifications to other documents are not being changed. Since any future changes to
these details will be evaluated under the applicable regulatory change control mechanism,
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no significant reduction in a margin of safety will be allowed. A significant reduction in
the margin of safety is not associated with the elimination of the 10 CFR 50.92
requirement for NRC review and approval of future changes to the relocated details. The
proposed change is consistent with the Westinghouse Standard Technical Specifications,
NUREG-1431, issued by the NRC Staff, revising the Technical Specifications to reflect
the approved level of detail, which indicates that there is no significant reduction in the
margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 1
RELAXATION OF LCO REQUIREMENTS

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.” Some of
the proposed changes involve relaxation of the current Technical Specification (CTS) Limiting
Conditions for Operation (LCOs) by the elimination of specific items from the LCO or Tables
referenced in the LCO, or the addition of exceptions to the LCO.

These changes reflect the ISTS approach to provide LCO requirements that specify the
protective conditions that are required to meet safety analysis assumptions for required features.
These conditions replace the lists of specific devices used in the CTS to describe the
requirements needed to meet the safety analysis assumptions. The ITS also includes LCO Notes
which allow exceptions to the LCO for the performance of testing or other operational needs.
The ITS provides the protection required by the safety analysis and provides flexibility for
meeting the conditions without adversely affecting operations since equivalent features are
required to be OPERABLE. The ITS is also consistent with the plant current licensing basis, as
may be modified in the discussion of individual changes. These changes are generally made to
conform with NUREG-1431 and have been evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides less restrictive LCO requirements for operation of the
facility. These less restrictive LCO requirements do not result in operation that will
increase the probability of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter assumptions
relative to mitigation of an accident or transient event in that the requirements continue to
ensure process variables, structures, systems, and components are maintained consistent
with the current safety analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.
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2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements.
However, the change is consistent with the assumptions in the current safety analyses and
licensing basis. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of less restrictive LCO requirements does not involve a significant
reduction in the margin of safety. As provided in the discussion of change, this change
has been evaluated to ensure that the current safety analyses and licensing basis
requirements are maintained. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 2
RELAXATION OF APPLICABILITY

The North Anna Nuclear Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications
(ITS) as outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants."
Some of the proposed changes involve relaxation of the applicability of current Technical
Specification (CTS) Limiting Conditions for Operation (LCOs) by reducing the conditions under
which the LCO requirements must be met.

Reactor operating conditions are used in CTS to define when the LCO features are required to be
OPERABLE. CTS Applicabilities can be specific defined terms of reactor conditions or more
general such as, “all MODES” or “any operating MODE." Generalized applicability conditions
are not contained in ITS, therefore the ITS eliminates CTS requirements such as "all MODES" or
“any operating MODE," replacing them with ITS defined MODES or applicable conditions that
are consistent with the application of the plant safety analysis assumptions for operability of the
required features.

CTS requirements may also be eliminated during conditions for which the safety function of the
specified safety system is met because the feature is performing its intended safety function.
Deleting applicability requirements that are indeterminate or which are inconsistent with
application of accident analyses assumptions is acceptable because when LCOs cannot be met,
the TS may be satisfied by exiting the applicability which takes the plant out of the conditions
that require the safety system to be OPERABLE.

This change provides the protection required by the safety analysis and provides flexibility for
meeting limits by restricting the application of the limits to the conditions assumed in the safety
analyses. The ITS is also consistent with the plant current licensing basis, as may be modified in
the discussion of individual changes. The change is generally made to conform with NUREG-
1431 and has been evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relaxes the conditions under which the LCO requirements for
operation of the facility must be met. These less restrictive applicability requirements for
the LCOs do not result in operation that will increase the probability of initiating an
analyzed event and do not alter assumptions relative to mitigation of an accident or
transient event in that the requirements continue to ensure that process variables,
structures, systems, and components are maintained in the MODES and other specified
conditions assumed in the safety analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, this change
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does not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements.
However, the requirements are consistent with the assumptions in the safety analyses and
licensing basis. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The relaxed applicability of LCO requirements does not involve a significant reduction in
the margin of safety. As provided in the discussion of change, this change has been
evaluated to ensure that the LCO requirements are applied in the MODES and specified
conditions assumed in the safety analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, this change
does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 3
RELAXATION OF COMPLETION TIME

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.”" Some of
the proposed changes involve relaxation of the Completion Times for Required Actions in the
current Technical Specifications (CTS).

Upon discovery of a failure to meet an LCO, the ITS specifies times for completing Required
Actions of the associated TS Conditions. Required Actions of the associated Conditions are used
to establish remedial measures that must be taken within specified Completion Times (referred to
as Allowed Outage Times (AOTs) in the CTS). These times define limits during which operation
in a degraded condition is permitted. Adopting Completion Times from the ITS is acceptable
because the Completion Times take into account the operability status of the redundant systems
of required features, the capacity and capability of remaining features, a reasonable time for
repairs or replacement of required features, and the low probability of a DBA occurring during
the repair period. In addition, the ITS provides consistent Completion Times for similar
conditions. These changes are generally made to conform with NUREG-1431 and have been
evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relaxes the Completion Time for a Required Action. Required
Actions and their associated Completion Times are not initiating conditions for any
accident previously evaluated and the accident analyses do not assume that required
equipment is out of service prior to the analyzed event. Consequently, the relaxed
Completion Time does not significantly increase the probability of any accident
previously evaluated. The consequences of an analyzed accident during the relaxed
Completion Time are the same as the consequences during the existing AOT. As a result,
the consequences of any accident previously evaluated are not significantly increased.
Therefore, this change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

North Anna Units ! and 2 Revision O



DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the method governing normal
plant operation. The Required Actions and associated Completion Times in the ITS have
been evaluated to ensure that no new accident initiators are introduced. Thus, this change
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The relaxed Completion Time for a Required Action does not involve a significant
reduction in the margin of safety. As provided in the discussion of change, the change
has been evaluated to ensure that the allowed Completion Time is consistent with safe
operation under the specified Condition, considering the operability status of the
redundant systems of required features, the capacity and capability of remaining features,
a reasonable time for repairs or replacement of required features, and the low probability
of a DBA occurring during the repair period. Therefore, this change does not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 4
RELAXATION OF REQUIRED ACTION

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.” Some of
the proposed changes involve relaxation of the Required Actions in the current Technical
Specifications (CTS).

Upon discovery of a failure to meet an LCO, the ITS specifies Required Actions to complete for
the associated Conditions. Required Actions of the associated Conditions are used to establish
remedial measures that must be taken in response to the degraded conditions. These actions
minimize the risk associated with continued operation while providing time to repair inoperable
features. Some of the Required Actions are modified to place the plant in a MODE in which the
LCO does not apply. Adopting Required Actions from the ISTS is acceptable because the
Required Actions take into account the operability status of redundant systems of required
features, the capacity and capability of the remaining features, and the compensatory attributes of
the Required Actions as compared to the LCO requirements. These changes are generally made
to conform with NUREG-1431 and have been evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relaxes Required Actions. Required Actions and their associated
Completion Times are not initiating conditions for any accident previously evaluated and
the accident analyses do not assume that required equipment is out of service prior to the
analyzed event. Consequently, the relaxed Required Actions do not significantly increase
the probability of any accident previously evaluated. The Required Actions in the ITS
have been developed to provide appropriate remedial actions to be taken in response to
the degraded condition considering the operability status of the redundant systems of
required features, and the capacity and capability of remaining features while minimizing
the risk associated with continued operation. As a result, the consequences of any
accident previously evaluated are not significantly increased. Therefore, this change does
not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.
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2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operation. The Required Actions and associated Completion Times in the
ITS have been evaluated to ensure that no new accident initiators are introduced. Thus,
this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The relaxed Required Actions do not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety. As provided in the discussion of change, this change has been evaluated to
minimize the risk of continued operation under the specified Condition, considering the
operability status of the redundant systems of required features, the capacity and
capability of remaining features, a reasonable time for repairs or replacement of required
features, and the low probability of a DBA occurring during the repair period. Therefore,
this change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 5
DELETION OF SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.” Some of
the proposed changes involve deletion of Surveillance Requirements in the current Technical
Specifications (CTS).

The CTS require safety systems to be tested and verified Operable prior to entering applicable
operating conditions. The ITS eliminates unnecessary CTS Surveillance Requirements that do
not contribute to verification that the equipment used to meet the LCO can perform its required
functions. Thus, appropriate equipment continues to be tested in a manner and at a frequency
necessary to give confidence that the equipment can perform its assumed safety function. These
changes are generally made to conform with NUREG-1431 and have been evaluated to not be
detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change deletes Surveillance Requirements. Surveillances are not initiators
to any accident previously evaluated. Consequently, the probability of an accident
previously evaluated is not significantly increased. The equipment being tested is still
required to be Operable and capable of performing the accident mitigation functions
assumed in the accident analysis. As a result, the consequences of any accident
previously evaluated are not significantly affected. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operation. The remaining Surveillance Requirements are consistent with
industry practice and are considered to be sufficient to prevent the removal of the subject
Surveillances from creating a new or different type of accident. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.
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3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The deleted Surveillance Requirements do not result in a significant reduction in the
margin of safety. As provided in the discussion of change, the change has been evaluated
to ensure that the deleted Surveillance Requirements are not necessary for verification
that the equipment used to meet the LCO can perform its required functions. Thus,
appropriate equipment continues to be tested in a manner and at a frequency necessary to
give confidence that the equipment can perform its assumed safety function. Therefore,
this change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 6
RELAXATION OF SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants." Some of
the proposed changes involve the relaxation of Surveillance Requirements acceptance criteria in
the current Technical Specifications (CTS).

The CTS require safety systems to be tested and verified Operable prior to entering applicable
operating conditions. The ITS eliminates or relaxes the Surveillance Requirement acceptance
criteria that do not contribute to verification that the equipment used to meet the LCO can
perform its required functions. For example, the ITS allows some Surveillance Requirements to
verify Operability under actual or test conditions. Adopting the ITS allowance for "actual”
conditions is acceptable because required features cannot distinguish between an “actual” signal
or a “test” signal. Also included are changes to CTS requirements that are replaced in the ITS
with separate and distinct testing requirements which, when combined, include Operability
verification of all TS required components for the features specified in the CTS. Adopting this
format preference in the ISTS is acceptable because Surveillance Requirements that remain
include testing of all previous features required to be verified OPERABLE. Changes which
provide exceptions to Surveillance Requirements to provide for variations which do not affect
the results of the test are also included in this category. These changes are generally made to
conform with NUREG-1431 and have been evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relaxes the acceptance criteria of Surveillance Requirements.
Surveillances are not initiators to any accident previously evaluated. Consequently, the
probability of an accident previously evaluated is not significantly increased. The
equipment being tested is still required to be Operable and capable of performing the
accident mitigation functions assumed in the accident analysis. As a result, the
consequences of any accident previously evaluated are not significantly affected.
Therefore, this change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.
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2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The relaxed acceptance criteria for Surveillance Requirements do not result in a
significant reduction in the margin of safety. As provided in the discussion of change,
the relaxed Surveillance Requirement acceptance criteria have been evaluated to ensure
that they are sufficient to verify that the equipment used to meet the LCO can perform its
required functions. Thus, appropriate equipment continues to be tested in a manner that
gives confidence that the equipment can perform its assumed safety function. Therefore,
this change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 7
RELAXATION OF SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.”" Some of
the proposed changes involve the relaxation of Surveillance Frequencies in the current Technical
Specifications (CTS).

CTS and ITS Surveillance Frequencies specify time interval requirements for performing
surveillance testing. Increasing the time interval between Surveillance tests in the ITS results in
decreased equipment unavailability due to testing which also increases equipment availability.
In general, the ITS contain test frequencies that are consistent with industry practice or industry
standards for achieving acceptable levels of equipment reliability. Adopting testing practices
specified in the ITS is acceptable based on similar design, like-component testing for the system
application and the availability of other Technical Specification requirements which provide
regular checks to ensure limits are met. Relaxation of Surveillance Frequency can also include
the addition of Surveillance Notes which allow testing to be delayed until appropriate unit
conditions for the test are established, or exempt testing in certain MODES or specified
conditions in which the testing can not be performed.

Reduced testing can result in a safety enhancement because the unavailability due to testing is
reduced and; in turn, reliability of the affected structure, system or component should remain
constant or increase. Reduced testing is acceptable where operating experience, industry practice
or the industry standards such as manufacturers' recommendations have shown that these
components usually pass the Surveillance when performed at the specified interval, thus the
frequency is acceptable from a reliability standpoint. Surveillance Frequency changes to
incorporate alternate train testing have been shown to be acceptable where other qualitative or
quantitative test requirements are required which are established predictors of system
performance. Surveillance Frequency extensions can be based on NRC-approved topical reports.
The NRC staff has accepted topical report analyses that bound the plant-specific design and
component reliability assumptions. These changes are generally made to conform with NUREG-
1431 and have been evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relaxes Surveillance Frequencies. The relaxed Surveillance
Frequencies have been established based on achieving acceptable levels of equipment
reliability. Consequently, equipment which could initiate an accident previously
evaluated will continue to operate as expected and the probability of the initiation of any
accident previously evaluated will not be significantly increased. The equipment being
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tested is still required to be Operable and capable of performing any accident mitigation
functions assumed in the accident analysis. As a result, the consequences of any accident
previously evaluated are not significantly affected. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The relaxed Surveillance Frequencies do not result in a significant reduction in the
margin of safety. As provided in the discussion of change, the relaxation in the
Surveillance Frequency has been evaluated to ensure that it provides an acceptable level
of equipment reliability. Thus, appropriate equipment continues to be tested at a
Frequency that gives confidence that the equipment can perform its assumed safety
function when required. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant reduction
in a margin of safety.
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES - CATEGORY 8
DELETION OF REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

The North Anna Power Station is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1431, "Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants." Some of
the proposed changes involve the deletion of requirements in the current Technical
Specifications (CTS) to send reports to the NRC.

The CTS includes requirements to submit reports to the NRC under certain circumstances.
However, the ITS eliminates these requirements for many such reports and, in many cases, relies
on the reporting requirements of 10 CFR 50.73 or other regulatory requirements. The ITS
changes to reporting requirements are acceptable because the regulations provide adequate
reporting requirements, or the reports do not affect continued plant operation. Therefore, this
change has no effect on the safe operation of the plant. These changes are generally made to
conform with NUREG-1431 and have been evaluated to not be detrimental to plant safety.

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, the Company has evaluated these
proposed Technical Specification changes and determined they do not represent a significant
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change deletes reporting requirements. Sending reports to the NRC is not
an initiator to any accident previously evaluated. Consequently, the probability of any
accident previously evaluated is not significantly increased. Sending reports to the NRC
has no effect on the ability of equipment to mitigate an accident previously evaluated. As
a result, the consequences of any accident previously evaluated is not significantly
affected. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing
normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The deletion of reporting requirements does not result in a significant reduction in the
margin of safety. The ITS eliminates the requirements for many such reports and, in
many cases, relies on the reporting requirements of 10 CFR 50.73 or other regulatory
requirements. The change to reporting requirements does not affect the margin of safety
because the regulations provide adequate reporting requirements, or the reports do not
affect continued plant operation. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety.
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This proposed Technical Specification change has been evaluated against the criteria for and
identification of licensing and regulatory actions requiring environmental assessment in
accordance with 10 CFR 51.21. It has been determined that the proposed change meets the
criteria for categorical exclusion as provided for under 10 CFR 51.22(c)}(9). The following is a
discussion of how the proposed Technical Specification change meets the criteria for categorical
exclusion.

10 CFR 51.22(c)(9): Although the proposed change involves changes to requirements with
respect to inspection or surveillance requirements,

(1) proposed change involves No Significant Hazards Considerations (refer to the
Determination of No Significant Hazards Considerations section of this Technical
Specification Change Request);

(11) there is no significant change in the types or significant increase in the amounts of any
effluents that may be released offsite since the proposed changes do not affect the
generation of any radioactive effluents nor do they affect any of the permitted release
paths; and

(ii1)  there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation
exposure.

Accordingly, the proposed change meets the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth
in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Based on the aforementioned and pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22 (b), no
environmental assessment or environmental affect statement need be prepared in connection with
issuance of an amendment to the Technical Specifications incorporating the proposed change of
this request.

North Anna Units I and 2 Revision O



SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS
CONSIDERATIONS

SPECIFIC NSHCs

North Anna Units 1 and 2 Revision 0




SECTION 3.9 - REFUELING OPERATIONS

There are no specific NSHC discussions for this Section.
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