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RENEWAL APPLICATIONS 

On January 24, 2001, representatives of Virginia Electric and Power Company (VEPCO) met 
with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff to discuss its planned submittal of 
concurrent license renewal applications for Surry and North Anna Nuclear Stations. VEPCO 
presented examples of the current format and level of detail for the applications which continues 
the dialogue begun with the staff in meetings on January 12 and July 18, 2000. The goal is to 
identify a format that will achieve efficiencies both for the applicant's preparation and the NRC 
staffs review of the renewal applications. Attendees at-the-meeting are listed in Attachment 1.  
VEPCO discussion materials are contained in Attachments 2 and 3.  

VEPCO informed the staff that it has been able to improve the schedule for submitting the Surry 
and North Anna renewal applications and it now plans to submit the applications in June 2001, 
rather than August 2001. This is the same month that Duke Energy plans to submit concurrent 
renewal applications for its McGuire and Catawba stations. With the simultaneous receipt of the 
VEPCO and Duke applications, the staff is considering adjusting intermediate milestones for the 
VEPCO and Duke application reviews from the standard schedule model used for past 
application reviews. This would allow the staff to more efficiently use its resources while still 
maintaining the overall schedule for completing the review.  

From the environmental review perspective, North Anna and Surry are two separate projects.  
VEPCO expressed a preference for one NRC project manager and a single review team for both 
sites with the reviews held consecutively. VEPCO is using one project team for the 
environmental reviews at both sites. Considering the environmental reviews previously 
scheduled for McGuire and Catawba (June 2001) and for Peach Bottom (July 2001), the staff 
plans to use two separate environmental review teams for the VEPCO plants. The reviews will 
be performed in parallel; the staff will take advantage of efficiencies that can be gained because 
of common designs (for example, the mitigation alternatives consideration for severe accidents) 
and because of similar interactions with public officials. Key milestones will be staggered to 
minimize resource competition; these include the public meetings, site audits, and issuance of 
the draft supplemental environmental impact statements. This should avoid the need for the 
VEPCO team to support simultaneous activities for both sites.
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The applications will follow the format in the draft standard review plan for license renewal (SRP
LR) with the three exceptions noted on Slide 5 of Attachment 2. The staff stated that no 
changes in the standard format were expected in the final SRP-LR. VEPCO plans to group the 
systems within the Auxiliary Systems section of the application in accordance with 
Attachment 3. This sub-grouping of systems is below the level of detail in the SRP-LR and the 
staff had no objections.  

Because the SRP-LR and the Generic Aging Lessons Learned (GALL) report are still draft and 
undergoing revision, renewal applications to be submitted in 2001 are not expected to reference 
the GALL report. Thus, the future efficiencies expected to be gained by the use of the GALL 
report cannot be fully obtained for the 2001 applications. The Surry and North Anna applications 
will not reference the GALL report and will continue to include a complete discussion of each 
aging mangement program. However, in preparing its application, VEPCO will compare its 
programs to the GALL report and will look at the aging management programs in the GALL 
report where the need for further evaluation is indicated. The staff intends to use the GALL 
report and SRP-LR for guidance in reviewing the VEPCO applications.  

The applications will incorporate by reference the license renewal topical reports prepared by the 
Westinghouse Owners Group for license renewal. These reports have been approved by the 
staff or are in the process of being reviewed in conjunction with the Turkey Point renewal 
application review. VEPCO will include a table to clearly address the applicant action items 
identified in the reports.  

VEPCO still plans to submit separate, complete applications for Surry and North Anna in 
electronic format. The majority of the information is expected to be the same in both 
applications. Information that is unique to a site will be identified by a dark border. The 
CD-ROMs to be submitted will contain the license renewal safety and environmental reviews, 
updated final safety analysis report, and the boundary drawings used for scoping.  

Stephen T. Hoffman, Senior Project Manager 
License Renewal and Standardization Branch 
Division of Regulatory Improvement Programs 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Docket Nos: 50-338, 50-339, 50-280, and 50-281 
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Purpose of Meeting 

"* Environmental Review 

"* Resolution of NRC comments from July presentation 

"* Demonstrate format and level of detail for: 

¢ Section 4 (TLAA Evaluations) 

s Appendix B (Aging Management Activities (AMA) Summaries) 

/ Appendix A (UFSAR Supplement) 

"* Identification of site specific differences 

"* Discuss the use of GALL Report and SRP
2



Environmental Review 

"* Two Environmental Reviews have been prepared 

per the requirements of 1 OCFR5 1.  

"* One for Surry; one for North Anna.  

"* NRC approved electronic submittals per letter 

dated September 21, 2000.
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Environmental Review 

"* Because we have one project team for all of the 

work, we face a significant challenge in 

supporting two simultaneous reviews.  

"* We would prefer one project manager for both 

reviews to better coordinate issues and priorities.  

"* We prefer concurrent reviews with inspections and 

public meetings held consecutively; not at the 

same time.
4



Comment Resolution from I 
7-18-00 NRC Meeting 

* LRA format will be consistent with the SRP to 
facilitate the review of the application with the 
following exceptions: 
"* Containment Isolation System 

SRP - ESF Dominion - With Process System 

"* New and Spent Fuel Storage 
SRP - Auxiliary Systems Dominion - Structures 

"* Overhead Load Handling System 
SRP - Auxiliary Systems Dominion - Structures
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Comment Resolution from I 
7-18-00 NRC Meeting 

"* Exception letter for electronic submittal 

approved.  

"* Auxiliary systems regrouped.  

"* Boundary drawings: 
V Passive in-scope components highlighted 

V Notes clarified
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Comment Resolution from 
7-18-00 NRC Meeting

* WCAP differences and Applicant 
Responses provided in LRA.

WCAP-14575 

WCAP-14422 

WCAP-14574 

WCAP-14577

- Class I Piping 

- RCS Supports 

- Pressurizer 

- RV Internals

* Identification of site specific information.

7
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Format and Level of Detail 

Time-Limited Aging Analyses (Section 4

"* TOC aligns with SRP 

"* Level of detail consistent with 
Turkey Point Application 

"* Review Surry LRA Section 4
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Format and Level of Detail 
(continued) 

AgYinga Management Activities 
(Appendix B) 

"* Chemistry Control for Secondary Systems 

"* Boric Acid Corrosion Surveillance
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Format and Level of Detail 
(continued) 

UFSAR Supplement (Appendix A)

. Chemistry Control for Secondary Systems

* Boric Acid Corrosion Surveillance
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Dual Application Submittal 

One set of binders for each station 

with plant-specific information identified
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Identification of Site 
Specific Differences 

Scoping 

"* System/Structure in scope at one site 
and not the other are bordered.  

"• System/Structure name difference 

identified, but not bordered.  

"* Different reason in scope are bordered.
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Identification of Site 
Specific Differences 

Screening 

"* System/Structure name difference 
identified, but not bordered.  

"* Unique System/Structure bordered.  
[Screening Results Table bordered] 

"* Unique component groups bordered in 
Screening Results Tables.
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Identification of Site 
Specific Differences 

AMR Results 

"* Scoping and screening differences not 
identified.  

"* Unique items bordered in text and tables: 
V Material 

V Environment 
V Aging Effect Requiring Management 

V Aging Management Activity ,A
I1



Use of GALL/SRP 

"* Meeting with NRC held on November 9 to 
discuss use of the GALL report.  

"* Class of '01 not expected to use the GALL 
report.  

"* Review thoroughness and efficiencies by 
comparing to GALL cannot be realized.  

"* Review thoroughness and efficiencies are 
important!
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Use of GALL/SRP 

"* Consider two areas of comparison: 
V Items where Further Evaluation = Yes 

V/ Plant Programs vs. GALL Programs 

"* Information will not be explicitly identified 
in the application with a reference to the 
GALL report.
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Use of GALL/SRP 

* How could information be provided to 
promote a thorough and efficient review? 

' Comparison to GALL will not be required, 

/ Responses to individual RAIs, if required, 

/ Compiled information in a single separate 
submittal, or 

/ Other?
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Conclusion 

* Questions 

* Comments 

* Feedback 

o Recommendations
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From: <BillCorbin@dom.com> 
To: <sth@nrc.gov> 
Date: Thu, Jan 11, 2001 1:14 PM 
Subject: Table of Contents for Aux Systems 

(Embedded image moved to file: pic27695.pcx) 

From: Bill Corbin@VANCPOWER on 01/11/2001 01:12 PM 

To: sth@nrc.gov 
cc: Michael Henig/NUCNANCPOWER@VANCPOWER, Ben 
Rodill/N UCNANCPOWER @ VANCPOWER, 

Marc Hotchkiss/NUCNANCPOWER@VANCPOWER, Diane 
Aitken/NUCNANCPOWER @ VANCPOWER 

Subject: Table of Contents for Aux Systems 

Steve, 

Attached please find a proposal on ordering systems within the Auxiliary 
Systems portion of the license renewal application for Surry and North Anna. We 
can set this up in any order desired to make your review more efficient. Please 
advise if you would prefer to see any changes. If you are not clear on the 
function of some of the systems by only having their names available, please 
give me a call.  

Bill Corbin ------

(See attached file: TOC Aux Sys Grouping.pdf) 

CC: <MichaeLHenig@dom.com>, <Ben_Rodill@dom.com>, <Ma...

Attachment 3
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Dominion 
Application for Renewed Operating Ucenses 

SYSTEM SORTING LIST 

Section 2.3.3 Auxiliary Systems 

Section Title 

2.3.3.1 Containment Penetrations (PEN) 

2.3.3.2 Reactor Building Penetrations (PEN) 

2.3.3.3 Chemical and Volume Control (CH) 

2.3.3.4 Incore Instrumentation (IC) 

2.3.3.5 Reactor Cavity Purification (RL) 

2.3.3.6 Pressurizer Heaters (HS) 

2.3.3.7 Sampling System (SS) 

2.3.3.8 High-Radiation Sampling System (HRS) 

2.3.3.9 Circulating Water (CW) 

2.3.3.10 Service Water System (SW) 

2.3.3.11 Plumbing (PL) 

2.3.3.12 Bearing Cooling (BC) 

2.3.3.13 Component Cooling (CC) 

2.3.3.14 Chilled Water (CD) 

2.3.3.15 Neutron Shield Tank Cooling (NS) 

2.3.3.16 Primary Grade Water (PG) 

2.3.3.17 Alternate AC Diesel (AAC) 

2.3.3.18 AAC Diesel Cooling Water (BCW) 

2.3.3.19 AAC Diesel Fuel Oil (BFO) 

2.3.3.20 AAC Diesel Lube Oil (BLO) 

2.3.3.21 AAC Diesel Starting Air (BSA)
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Dominion 
Application for Renewed Operating Licenses 

Section Title 

2.3.3.22 Emergency Generator (EG) 

2.3.3.23 Emergency Diesel Generator Cooling (EC) 

2.3.3.24 Emergency Diesel Generator Starting Air (EB) 

2.3.3.25 Emergency Diesel Generator Lubrication (EL) 

2.3.3.26 Fuel Oil (FO) 

2.3.3.27 Security Diesel (SE) 

2.3.3.28 Compressed Air (CA) 

2.3.3.29 Primary and Secondary Plant Gas Supply (GN) 

2.3.3.30 Instrument Air (IA) 

2.3.3.31 Service Air (SA) 

2.3.3.32 Hydrogen Gas (HG) 

2.3.3.33 Containment Vacuum (CV) 

2.3.3.34 Ventilation (VS) 

2.3.3.35 Leakage Monitoring (LM) 

2.3.3.36 Vacuum Priming (VP) 

2.3.3.37 Secondary Vent (SV) 

2.3.3.38 Boron Recovery (BR) 

2.3.3.39 Drains - Aerated (DA) 

2.3.3.40 Drains - Gaseous (DG) 

2.3.3.41 Liquid and Solid Waste (LW) 

2.3.3.42 Radwaste (RW) 

2.3.3.43 Drains - Building Services (DB)
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Dominion 
Application for Renewed Operating Licenses 

Section Title 

2.3.3.44 Gaseous Waste (GW) 

2.3.3.45 Vents - Aerated (VA) 

2.3.3.46 Vents - Gaseous (VG) 

2.3.3.47 Radiation Monitoring (RM) 

2.3.3.48 Post-Accident Hydrogen Removal (HC) 

2.3.3.49 Fire Protection (FP)
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