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SUMMARY OF CHANGES TO ITS CHAPTER 5.0



Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

Source of Change

Summary of Changes

Affected Pages

CTS Amendment 254

Deleted CTS markup p 4 of 5 and p 5 of 5. Marked remaining
CTS markup p 1 of 3. 2 of 3, and 3 of 3. No changes to DOCs,
NUREG markup, JFDs or retyped ITS 5.1 needed since proposed
CTS change JPTS-99-002 was approved as CTS Amendment 254
without revision of proposed changes.

Specification 5.1

CTS mark-up p 1 of 3. 2 of 3.
and 3 of 3 (CTS markup pg 4 of
5 and page 5 of 5 were deleted’

CTS Amendment 254

Deleted CTS markup p 7 of 8 and p 8 of 8. Added CTS markup p
5 (for TSTF-258 R4) and marked pages 1 of 7 through 7 of 7.
No changes to DOCs, NUREG markup. JFDs or retyped ITS 5.1
needed since proposed CTS change JPTS-99-002 was approved as
CTS Amendment 254 without revision of proposed changes.

Specification 5.2

CTS mark-up p 1 of 7 through 7
of 7 (CTS markup p 5 added fo:
TSTF-258 R4. and CTS markup p ~
of 8 and 8 of 8 deleted for CTS
Amendment 254)

CTS Amendment 268

Replaced CTS markup p 3 with CTS Amendment 268 page. No other
changes needed since CTS Amendment 268 did not affect text
associated with ITS 5.2.

Specification 5.2

CTS mark-up p 3 of 7

CTS Amendment 270

Replaced CTS markup p 4 of 7 and p 6 of 7 with CTS pages

Specification 5.2

changed by CTS Amendment 270. Revised markup of CTS markup p
4 to delete L1 change/annotation. Deleted DOC L1 and NSHC L1
since CTS Amendment 270 made the same changes addressed by 00(
L1 and NSHC L1.

CTS mark-up p 4 of 7 and 6 of *

DOC L1 (deleted) (DOCs p 5 of
5)

NSHC L1 (deleted) (NSHCs p 1 ot
1

RAI 5.2-1
TSTF-258 R4
TSTF-86

In response to RAl 5.2-1: deleted TSTF-86 and incorporated
TSTF-258 R4 (which superseded TSTF-86). TSTF-258 R4 deletes
requirements that duplicate 10 CFR requirements. revise
details concerning working hours and clarify requirements
regarding STA function.

Revised CTS markup p 3. 4, and 6. Added CTS markup p 5.
Deleted a portion of DOC A2 to reflect position title change
addressed in TSTF-258 R4, revised DOC LA2 to be consistent
with changes to working hours details addressed in TSTF-258
R4, revised DOC LA4 to refiect change regarding STA
(Engineering Expertise on Shift). Revised NUREG markup:
deleted NUREG 5.2.2.b, revised 5.2.2.e (ITS 5.2.2.d). and
revised NUREG 5.2.2.g (ITS 5.2.2.F). Revised JFDs: revised
CLB1 to reflect use of "engineering expertise on shift" in
place of term "STA." added TA2 for TSTF-258 R4, and deleted
TP1 (for superseded TSTF-86). Retyped ITS: revised to reflect
deletion of NUREG 5.2.2.b. revised ITS 5.2.2.d and 5.2.2.f to
reflect TSTF-258 R4 changes.

Specification 5.2

CTS mark-up p 3 of 7, 4 of 7, &
of 7. and 6 of 7

DOC A2 (DOCs p 1 of 5)
DOC LA2 (DOCs p 4 of 5)
DOC LA4 (DOCs p 5 of 5)

ITS mark-up p 5.0-3. 5.0-4,
and Insert Page 5.0-4

Retyped ITS p 5.0-3 and 5.0-4

CTS Amendment 270

Replaced CTS markup page 1 with CTS Amendment 270 page.
Deleted CTS markup change annotated A2 at CTS 6.3.1 since CTS
Amendment 270 made the same change. Revised NUREG markup
Insert 5.3-1 at change marked X2 (deleted change marked X2) td
reflect change made by CTS Amendment 270. Deleted JFD X2 as
CTS Amendment 270 made same change.

Specification 5.3

CTS mark-up p 1 of

goc A2 (deleted) (DOCs p 1 of
)

ITS mark-up p Insert Page 5.0-F

{FD X2 (deleted) (JFDs p 1 of
)




Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

TSTF-258 R4

Incorporated TSTF-258 R4. TSTF adds a paragraph for

Specification 5.3

clarification when actual staffing levels exceed the minimum.
Revised CTS markup by adding CTS markup page 2 which contains
the clarification and added associated DOC A4. Revised NUREG
markup page 5.0-5 to show addition of Insert 5.3-2 on new
NUREG markup Insert Page 5.0-5 and added JFD TAl for TSTF-258
R4 cganges. Revised Retyped ITS 5.3 by adding new paragraph
5.3.2.

CTS mark-up p 1 of 2 and 2 of Z
DOC A4 (DOCs p 1 of 2)

ITS mark-up p 5.0-5 and Insert
Page 5.0-5

JFD TA1 (JFDs p 1 of 1)
Retyped ITS p 5.0-5

CTS Amendment 254

CTS Amendment 254 did not involve a topic addressed in ITS
5.4. Revised CTS markup by deletion of page 4 and replacing
page 3 with CTS Amendment 254 page. Marked CTS markup pages
1, 2. and 3 to indicate only three CTS markup pages exist.

Specification 5.4

CTS mark-up p 1 of 3. 2 of 3. G
of 3

CTS Amendment 261

Revised CTS markup by deletion of CTS page 258e marked with
"see JPTS-97-007" and marked "page 10 of 25" since CTS
Amendment 261 approved changes proposed in JPTS-97-007 without
revision. Replaced CTS markup page "9 of 25" with CTS
Amendment 261 page and marked page as "page 8 of 22." Notes:
1) CTS RETS page 1 (CTS markup page 1) was changed by CTS
Amendment 261. however: CTS Amendment 268 also changed CTS
RETS page 1 and therefore the changes are discussed below
under CTS Amendment 268. 2) other changes also resulted in
changes to the number of CTS markup pages.

Specification 5.5
CTS mark-up p 8 of 22

CTS Amendment 262

Revised CIS markup by replacing CTS page 30a (marked “"page 14
of 25") with CTS Amendment 262 page 30a (marked "page 12 of
22"). (TS Amendment 262 did not change any CTS text
associated with ITS Section 5.5. Therefore. no other changes
were necessary

Specification 5.5
CTS mark-up page 12 of 22

CTS Amendment 268

Replaced CTS markup page 1 (CTS RETS page 1) with CTS
Amendment 268 page (Note: CTS RETS page 1 was also revised by
CTS Amendment 261 as noted above.) The changes to CTS RETS
page 1 (CTS markup page 1) contained in CTS Amendment 261 and
268 did not change CTS text associated with this ITS Section.
therefore the only changes necessary were the replacement of
CTS markup page 1.

Specification 5.5
CTS mark-up p 1 of 22

CTS Amendment 269

Replaced CTS markup pages 16. 17. and 19 of 22 with CIS
Amendment 269 pages. Revised CTS markup page 20 to show CTS
Insert 238-2 as"Not used" since CTS Amendment 268 made the
same change thereby allowing CTS Insert 238-2 to be deleted.
Added A13 to discuss addition of phrases in CTS 4.7.B.1.c (CTS
markup page 16) and CTS 4.11.A.1.c¢ (CTS markup page 19)
(concerning the potential effects of painting. fire. or
chemical release on filter performance) to ITS 5.5.8.c. Note
that these changes involving the potential effect of painting,
fires. or chemical release were also made in response to RAI
5.5-2 discussed below. Revised DOC M2 by deletion of portions
that discussed changes made by CTS Amendment 269 and are
therefore not needed. Revised CTS markup page 16 at CTS
4.7.B.1.c.(1) and (2), and page 19 at 4.11.A.1.c.(1) and (2).
and added DOC LA4 for relocation of charcoal adsorber sample
testing schedular details. Revised CTS markup page 16 at CTS
4.7.B.1.c and CTS markup page 19 at CTS 4.11.A.1.c by deletion
of reference to DOC L2 (for changing the Frequency of certain
charcoal testing to 24 months) and revised DOC L2 and NSHC L2
accordingly since CTS Amendment 269 made the same change.
Revised NUREG markup page 5.0-12 at 5.5.8.c to reflect CTS
Amendment 269 by annotation of changes with CLB7 and added JFD

CLB7

Specification 5.5

CTS mark-up p 16 of 22, 17 of -
22. 19 of 22, and 20 of 22

DOCs A13, M2, LA4, and L2 (DOCs
p 4 of 13, 5 0f 13, and 6 of
13. 9 of 13, and 10 of 13)

NSHC L2 (NSHCs p 2 of 10)
ITS mark-up p 5.0-12

JFD CLB7 (JFDs p 2 of 5)




Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

CTS Amendment 270

Deleted CTS RETS page 32 and 33 from the CTS markup. replaced
CTS markup page 22 (CTS page 258f) with CTS Amendment 270
page. and revised CTS markup page 22 (CTS page 258f) to show
additions that had been on deleted markup pages CTS RETS paged
32 and 33. Revised DOC AlQ to Timit discussion to CTS RETS
2.5, Maximum Activity in Qutside Tanks, since portions of DOC
A10 that addressed CTS RETS 3.7, Offgas Treatment System
Explosive Gas Mixture Instrumentation, was addressed in CTS
Amendment 270. Revised DOC L6 by deletion of reference to CTY
RETS 3.7 since CTS RETS 3.7 was addressed in CTS Amendment
270. Revised NUREG markup page 5.0-14 left margin annotation
at ITS 5.5.9.a to show that CTS 6.22 addresses same topic.

Specification 5.5
CTS mark-up p 22 of 22

DOCs Al0 and L6 (DOCs p 2 of
13. 3 of 13. and 12 of 13)

ITS mark-up p 5.0-14

TSTF-52. R3 TSTF-52. R3 was incorporated into ITS 5.5 (in response to RAI [Specification 5.5
RAI 5.5-1 5.5-1). Revised CTS markup of Primary Containment Leakage
Rate Testing Program to make consistent with TSTF on CTS page |CTS mark-up p 8 of 22
258e and revised DOC A5 to note that the changes discussed are
consistent with the TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.5.6 markup and DOC Al5 (DOCs p 1 of 13)
Insert 5.5.6-1 to make consistent with TSTF by adding
paragraph 5.5.6.e. to NUREG markup. Added JFD TA3 to JFDs for{ITS mark-up p 5.0-10 and Insert
TSTF and added ITS 5.5.6.e. page 5.0-10-2
JFD TA3 (JFDs p 3 of 5)
Retyped I7S p 5.0-12
TSTF-76, R1 TSTF-76, R1 was incorporated into ITS 5.5. CTS markup of Specification 5.5
6.17.C.2 was revised with regard to PORC review and approval
of ODCM changes (as shown in CTS 6.0 markup). Revised NUREG |[CTS mark-up p 4 of 22
markup of 5.5.1.c.1.(b)
ITS mark-up p 5.0-7
JFD TAll (JFDs p 4 of 5)
TSTF-118. RO TSTF-118. RO was incorporated into ITS 5.5. NUREG markup was |Specification 5.5
changed at 5.5.10 by changing annotation of changes that add
SR 3.0.2 and 3.0.3 applicability from X5 to TA4. (No change tqITS mark-up p 5.0-15
the markup was necessary except for annotation of the change)
Replaced JFD X5 with JFD TA4. JFDs TA4 and X5 (JFDs p 3 of 5
and p 5 of 5)
TSTF-258. R4 TSTF-258. R4 was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Revised NUREG Specification 5.5
5.5.4.b.markup (Insert 5.5.4-1) and NUREG 5.5.4.g. markup
(Insert 5.5.4-2) to reflect revised 10 CFR 20 and annotated |ITS mark-up p 5.0-9. Insert
changes with TA5. Revised NUREG 5.5.4.3 by changing page 5.0-9. 5.0-10. Insert page
annotation of changes from X1 to TA5 to reflect revised 10 CFR5.0-10-1 :
20. Added SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 applicability to NUREG 5.5.4
(Insert 5.5.4-4) for clarification and marked changes with JFDs TA5 and X1 (deleted) (JFDs
TA5. Revised retyped ITS 5.5.4.b and 5.5.4.9. added SR 3.0.2|p 3 of 5 and p 5 of 5)
and 3.0.3 applicability.
Retyped ITS p 5.0-9 and 5.0- 10
TSTF-273. R2 TSTF-273. R2 (including editorial changes contained in WOG-ED-{Specification 5.5 :
W0G-ED-23 23) was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Revised NUREG 5.5.12 to
reflect TSTF, added NUREG markup Insert 5.5.12-1. marked ITS mark-up p 5.0-16. Insert
changes with TA6. and added JFD TA6. Revised retyped ITS page 5.0-16. and 5.0-17
5.5.12 for same changes. !
JFD TA6 (JFDs p 4 of 5) !
Retyped ITS p 5.0-18 and 5.0- IQ
TSTF-279. RO TSTF-279. RO was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Since the currenyjSpecification 5.5

11cens1ng basis and the TSTF are identical with respect to
"applicable supports” referred to in the TSTF, the only change
necessary was annotation of the NUREG markup to indicate TSTF
applicability. added TA7 annotation to NUREG markup at 5.5.7,
revised JFD CLB2 by noting the changes are consistent with thg
TSTF, and added JFD TA7.

ITS mark-up p 5.0-11

|
JFDs CLB2 and TA7 (JFDs p 1 of |
4 and p 4 of 5) 1

]




Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

TSTF-299. RO TSTF-299, RO was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Revised DOC L5 tdSpecification 5.5
note that addition of ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 applicability
to ITS 5.5.2 is consistent with the TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.5.4D0C L5 (DOCs p 12 of 13)
markup by adding annotation TA1Z to changes marked X2 and
revised JFD X2 to note that the changes are consistent with |ITS mark-up p 5.0-8
TSTF-299. RO.
JFD TAl12 and X2 (JFDs p 4 of 5
TSTF-308, R1 TSTF-308. R1 was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Revised NUREG Specification 5.5
5.5.4.e markup to be consistent with TSTF and added Insert
5.5.4-3. Added JFD TAl0 for TSTF. Revised retyped ITS ITS mark-up p 5.0-9 and Insert
5.5.4.e to be consistent with TSTF. Page 5.0-9
JFD TA10 (JFDs p 4 of 5)
Retyped ITS p 5.0-9
TSTF-362, RO TSTF-362, RO was incorporated into ITS 5.5. (Changes Specification 5.5
contained in TSTF-362 were previously incorporated and were
designated PA9 and X6. Added reference to TSTF by annotating [ITS mark-up p 5.0-12 and Insert
same changes with TA8.) Revised NUREG 5.5.8.a., 5.5.8.b, and |Page 5.0-12
5.5.8.c markup. Revised JFDs PA9 and X2 to note that the
changes are also consistent with the TSTF. Added JFD TA8 for [JFDs PA9. TA8. and X6 (JFDs p
the TSTF. of 5. 4 of 5. and 5 of 5)
TSTF-364, RO TSTF-364. RO was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Revised NUREG Specification 5.5
5.5.11 markup to reflect TSTF and annotated changes with TA9.
#gded JFD TA9 for TSTF. Revised retyped ITS 5.5.11 to reflecqITS mark-up p 5.0-15
TF.
JFD TAS (JFDs p 4 of 5)
Retyped ITS p 5.0-17
RAI 5.5-2 (as Revised as discussed in RAI response. Revised CIS markup at {Specification 5.5
modified) CTS 4.7.B.1.b by deleting term "significant” and adding the
same phrase used in CTS 4.7.B.1.c and CTS 4.11.A.2 regarding |[CTS mark-up p 16 of 22, 19 of
the potential adverse effects of painting., fire or chemical |[22. and 20 of 22
release. Revised CTS Inserts 238-1 and 238-3. Added DOC Al3
to fully discuss retention of phrase concerning the adverse |DOCs Al3 and M2 (DOCs p 4 of 1&
effects of painting. etc and revised DOC M2. Revised NUREG |and p 5 of 13)
markup at Insert 5.5.8-1 and revised retyped ITS 5.5.8 to
reflect changes to CTS markup. ITS mark-up Insert page 5.5-11
Retyped ITS p 5.0-13
RAI 5.5-3 (as Revised to address reviewer comments. Revised CTS markup at |Specification 5.5
modified) 4.7.B..1.c and 4.11.A.2 by deletion of reference to HEPA
filter. Revised CTS Insert 238-1 and added CTS Insert 238-3 |CTS mark-up p 16 of 22, 19 of
(to address HEPA and charcoal adsorber testing in separate 22, and 20 of 22
inserts for clarification of changes). Revised DOC M2 to
reflect changes in CTS inserts 238-1 and 238-3. Revised NUREQDOC M2 (DOCs p 5 of 13 and 6 ot
markup Insert 5.5.8-1 to reflect deletion of HEPA filters 13)
discussed in RAI and addition of discussion regarding testing
following removal of a charcoal sample. Revised Retyped ITS |ITS mark-up Insert Page 5.0-11
to reflect changes to NUREG markup.
Retyped ITS p 5.0-13
RAI 5.5-4 (as Revised to address reviewer comments. Revised NUREG markup atlSpecification 5.5
modified) 5.5.8.a and 5.5.8.b by indicating the appropriate version of

the ASME standard (N510-1980 as discussed in JFD CLB9).
Annotated change as CLB9 and added JFD CLBY9. Revised retyped
ITS at 5.5.8.a and 5.5.8.b to reflect changes to NUREG markup.

ITS mark-up p 5.0-12
JFD CLB9 (JFDs p 2 of 5)

Retyped I7S p 5.0-14




Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

RAI 5.5-7 (as Revised to address reviewer comments. Revised CTS markup at {Specification 5.5

modified) CTS RETS 2.5 to more clearly show conversion of the current 10
curies 1imit in unprotected tanks and the relationship of thatiCTS mark-up p 21 of 22
Timit to (old) 10 CFR 20. Revised DOC AlQ to provide
additional discussion of 10 CFR 20 and the 10 curie 1imit and {DOC A10 (DOCs p 3 of 13)
to note that conversion of CTS RETS 2.5 to ITS 5.5.9.b
presents the limits in terms of revised (new) 10 CFR 20 by usdITS mark-up p 5.0-14
of the same terminology and values as presented in TSTF-258.

R4 changes to ITS 5.5.4.b. Revised NUREG 5.5.9.c (ITS JFD X8 (JFDs p 5 of 5)
5.5.9.b) markup to express radiocactivity quantity limits for

unprotected tanks in terms consistent with ITS 5.5.4.b Retyped ITS p 5.0-16
effluent release 1imits (as modified by TSTF-258. R4) and

annotated changes with X8. Added JFD X8. Revised retyped ITS

5.5.9.b to reflect change to NUREG markup.

New change Revised NUREG markup at 5.5.10.¢ and in Insert 5.5.10-2 to Specification 5.5 :
address use of & larger membrane filter for diesel fuel ;
particulate concentration testing than is specified in ASTM ITS mark-up p 5.0-15 and Insert,
5452-1996. (Changes are marked "editorial” in margin of page 5.0-15 ;
affected pages.) Added JFD X7 to address the change. Revised :
ITS 5.5.10.c to reflect changes to NUREG markup. JFD X7 (JFDs p 5 of B)

Retyped ITS p 5.0-17

Editorial Corrected typographic error - changed "This document ash” to |Specification 5.5
“This document shall" on CTS page 258c. Corrected markup
error - replaced an additional CTS phrase "Action Statement™ |CTS mark-up p 4 of 22 and 22 of!
with ITS term "Condition(s)" on CTS page 258f. Changed format}22
of DOC A5 to more clearly present two different changes
discussed in the DOC and added "ITS" three places for clarity.|DOC A5 (DOCs p 1 of 13)

Revised NUREG markup at 5.5.4.b by adding the phrase "from thd
site” in conjunction with replacing Insert 5.5.4-1 with the ITS mark-up p 5.0-9 and 5.0-10
exact word from TSTF-258, R4 (the resulting wording is
unchanged - part is now editorial and part is per the TSTF). |[Retyped ITS p 5.0-9 and 5.0-10
Revised NUREG markup at 5.5.4.c (and ITS 5.5.4 ¢) by removing
markup phrase "pursuant to" and restoring NUREG phrase "in
accordance with” Changed annotation of NUREG 5.5.4.7 markup
gggm X1 to PAl (since X1 was deleted as part of adopting TSTFA
. R4)
New change Revised NUREG 5.5.8.d markup to reflect current licensing Specification 5.5

basis that does not include the prefilters in the pressure
drop testing and marked change CLB8. (Margin is marked with
"editorial"”) Revised retyped ITS to reflect NUREG markup
change.

ITS mark-up p 5.0-13
JFD CLB8 (JFDs p 2 of 5)
Retyped ITS p 5.0-15

CTS Amendment 254

Deleted CTS markup page 10 marked "see JPTS-99-002" and
replaced CTS RETS page 66 with Amendment 254 page. No other
changes necessary since changes proposed in JPTS-99-002 were
approved as submitted.

Specification 5.6

CTS mark-up p 6 of 9

CTS Amendment 266

Replaced CTS markup page 254c with Amendment 266 page and

Specification 5.6

remarked. Changes due to Amendment 266 had no effect on ITS
since the changes involved were deleted by adoption of TSTF-
363. RO.

CTS mark-up p 7 of 9

CTS Amendment 268

Replace CTS RETS page 67 with CTS Amendment 268 page and

Specification 5.6

remarked page. Amendment 268 changes had no effect on ITS
since revised CTS text concerns a topic that is to be
relocated to ODCM.

CTS mark-up p 6 of 9

TSTF-37. R2

Adopted TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.6.7 markup by addition of
annotation TAl to existing CLBZ annotation since the change ir
the TSTF are identical to those marked CLBZ2. Added JFD TAl.

Specification 5.6
ITS mark-up p 5.0-22
JFD TAl (JFDs p 1 of 2)




Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

TSTF-152, RO Adopted TSTF. Revised DOC A3 to note that changes discussed {Specification 5.6
are consistent with TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.6.1 markup and
markup Insert 5.6.1-1 to reflect changes in TSTF. Revised DOC A3 (DOCs p 1 of 5)
NUREG 5.6.3 markup per TSTF to make consistent with revised 10
CFR 50.362 and revised 10 CFR 20 and marked the changes with [ITS mark-up p 5.0-18. Insert
TA2 (in addition to existing X1). Added JFD TA2 for TSTF and |Page 5.0-18. and 5.0-19
revised JFD X1 to note that changes are consistent with TSTF.
Revised retyped ITS 5.6.1 and ITS 5.6.3 to reflect NUREG JFD TA2 (JFDs p 2 of 2)
markup changes.
Retyped ITS p 5.0-20 and 5.0-2:
TSTF-258, R4 Adopted TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.6.4 markup by deleting SRV Specification 5.6
reporting requirements as part of the monthly report and
marked change with TA3 for TSTF. Added JFD TA3 for TSTF. ITS mark-up p 5.0-19 and 5.0-2¢C
Revised retyped ITS 5.6.4 to reflect NUREG markup changes.
JFD TA3 (JFDs p 2 of 2)
Retyped ITS p 5.0-20
TSTF-348. RO Adopted TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.6.2 by deletion of requirementgSpecification 5.6
regarding collocated TLDs per TSTF and marked change with TA4
(in addition to existing CLB1). Revised CLB1 to note changes |1TS mark-up p 5.0-19
discussed are consistent with TSTF and added JFD TA4 for TSTF.
JFDs CLB1 and TA4 (JFDs p 1 of
2 and 2 of 2)
TSTF-363. RO Adopted TSTF. Revised C1S 6.9.A.4.b to reflect deletion of |Specification 5.6
topical report date, revision, etc, details and marked change
with All. Added DOC All to discuss changes and noted changes [CTS mark-up p 7 of 9
are consistent with TSTF and 12/15/99 NRC letter. Revised
NUREG markup at 5.6.5.b and Insert 5.6.5-2 consistent with DOC ALl (DOCs p 2 of 5)
TSTF and 12/15/99 NRC letter and marked changes TA5., Added
JFD TA5 for TSTF. Revised retyped ITS to reflect NUREG markudITS mark-up p 5.0-20 and Insert
changes. Page 5.0-20
JFD TAS (JFDs p 2 of 2)
Retyped ITS p 5.0-22
RAT 5.6-1 (as Revised to reflect reviewer comments. Revised CTS page 254d |Specification 5.6
modified) markup to show deletion of COLR distribution details that
duplicate 10 CFR 50.4 requirements and marked changes with CTS mark-up p 8 of 9
Al0. Added DOC AlQ
DOC A10 (DOCs p 2 of 5)
Editorial Revised JFD CLB1 by changing "CTS 7.3.d" to CTS RETS 7.3.d" {Specification 5.6

for clarification.

JFD CLB1 (JFDs p 1 of 2)

CTS Amendment 270 |[Replace CTS page 256 with CTS Amendment 270 page and remarked |[Specification 5.7
page. No changes to DOCs. JFDs. etc. necessary since the
revised CTS text is replaced as discussed in DOC L1. CTS mark-up p 2 of 2

TSTE-258, R4 Adopted TSTF as discussed in RAI response. Revised Insert 5.7Specification 5.7

RAI 5.7-1 (as by adopting insert provided in TSTF and carried over changes

modified) marked PAl1 and PA2 from previous Insert 5.7 without any ITS mark-up p Insert Page 5.0-
change. Added JFD TA2 for TSTF-258. R4 and deleted JFD X1 24 (1 of 4 through 4 of 4)
(since the TSTF replaced the changes discussed in JFD X1).
Deleted JFD TAl (for TSTF-65, R1) since the changes in TSTF-65JFDs TAl, TA2, and X1 (JFDs p 1
that are applicable to ITS 5.7 are contained in the TSTF-258. jof 1)
R4 insert changes. (A new change was also made to the TSTF-
258, R4 insert and is discussed below)

New change Revise NUREG markup Insert 5.7 at 5.7.1.a and 5.7.2.a to make |Specification 5.7

provision for continuous guarding of a high radiation area
entrance or access point (in lieu of a barricade, locked door,
etc.) to address potential events such as broken locks,
discovery of a new high radiation area. etc.. and added DOC

PA3 to discuss the changes.

ITS mark-up p

Insert Page 5.0-

24 (1 of 4 and 3 of 4)

JFD PA3 (JFDs

plofl)




Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

Editorial Revised NUREG markup Insert 5.7: at 5.7.1 titlte and 5.7.2 Specification 5.7
title (corrected usage of uppercase letters). and at 5.7.1.c
and 5.7.2.c deleted word "that" to be consistent with the ITS{ITS mark-up p Insert Page 5.0-
Writers Guide. Marked the editorial changes PA2. 24 (1 of 4 and 2 of 4)
TSTF-76., R1 Adopted TSTF. Revised CTS markup to show rejocation of Specification CTS 6.0

requirements for PORC review and approval of 0OCM changes. to
the QA Manual and added DOC LA7 containing justification.

CTS mark-up p 17 of 22
DOC LA7 (DOCs p 4 of 4)
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SPECIFICATIONS (ITS)



JAFNPP

IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS (ISTS) CONVERSION

ITS: 5.1
Responsibility

MARKUP OF CURRENT TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS (CTS)
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JAFNPP
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[s0]60 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

review and
these mea

3
[.1] 61 RESPONSIBILTY Glamt Mamchm A
T_{, I l] The 5 responsible for@afe)operation of the plant and shall l

gEach of

delegate in writing the succession to this responsibility during his absence.

«~(CTS DsBRT agd 5+ 1-1)
. ORGANIZATION NP
4 CTS INSFr 7T <) )
6.2.1 Facility Management and Technica! Suppcm 7 add §.1.2

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for plant operation and corporate
management, respectively. The onsite and oftsite organizations shall inciuae the
positians for activities that affect the safety of the nuclear power piant.

1. Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall be established and definec
for the highest management levels through intermadiate lsvels to and inclucing all
operating organization positions. These relationships shall be documented and
updated. as appropriate, in the form of organization charts, functional descriptions of
department responsibilities and retationships. and job dascriptions tor key personnel
positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These requirements shall be
documented in the Updated FSAR.

2. The Site Executive Officer shall be responsible for overail piant operation, and shall
have control ovar thoss onsite activities that are necessary for safe operation and
maintenance of the plant.

3. The Chiet Nuctear Otficer shall take any measures needed 1o ensure accepiadie
performance of the staff in operating. mamntaining, and providing tecnmcal support 13
the plant to ensurs nuclear safaty.

4. The individuals who train the operating staff and those who carry out health physics
and quality assurance functions may report to the appropriate onsite manager;
however, they shall have sufficient orgamizational freedom to ensure therr

" independence from operating pressures.

Piant Statf

The plant gtaff organization shall be as foliows:

1. Each shift crew shall be composed of at least the minimum shift crew composition
shown in Tabie 6.2-1;

€S LTS Sectiom 5.2

Amendment No. -56—60—78—11 130~ 337-338—263—220-228- 25
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The plan
proposed tes

@ CTS INSERT add 5.1.1

t manager or his designee shall approve, hrior to implementation, each

t, experiment, and modification to systems or equipment that

affect nuclear safety.

5.1.2

@ CTS INSERT add 5.1.2

The shift supervisor (SS) shall be responsible for the control
room command function. During any absence of the SS from the
control room while the plant is in MODE 1, 2, or 3. an individual
with an active Senior Reactor O?erator (SRO) license shall be
designated to assume the control room command function. During
any absence of the SS from the control room while the plant is in
MODE 4 or 5. an individual with an active SRO license or Reactor
Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room
command function.

Paae P c&.- 3

cTs Amend 25H )

REVISION H
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JAENPS®

o9
responsbility of the General Manager -

9

/}.’

plant statt orgarzanon.

Written procedures end sdmunistrative policies shall be established. implementesd and
mammmnmmacumwnwmwmwwmds.am!
*Egcility Administrstve Policies and Procedures® of ANSI 18.7-1972 end Reguigtory
Guide 1.33. November 1972, Appendix A. in sddition, procsdures shail be
esablished. implementsd and maintained for the PCP, COCM, and Quality Contral
Program for sffiuent end onvirorymentsl Montorng using the guIdsnce n fAeguiatory,
Guide 4.1, Revision 1. 7~

Thc‘lim for radioactive materisis comtaned n Hguid and gassous effivents
contaned in Specifications 2.3, 3.3 and 3.4.

b. Emvitonmectsl Samoies Exceeding Limita of Table §.1:2

When the limits of Table §.1-2 are sxceeded, retfer o Specification 6.1.0 for
reporting reQArwments.

. semi Aadinaccive Effiuec B

Rmmm!fﬂmnmnomemmmﬁmdmm
dmnmimmofommwumwmﬁoanm-r
January 1 and My 1 of sach yesr. The period of the first repert snall begin with
the date of initial criticaity.

1. The Redicective Etfluem Rdomnmmmlmmdm
quantities of radiosctive lioud and gasecus effiuents snd 30kd waste released
from the urvt using as guidance Regulatory Guide 1.21, Rewvision 1, June

1974, *Measunng, Evaiugung, and Reporung Radicsctvity in Solid Wastes
wumunwmmmhuwwm«utmnm
Light-Water-Cooled Nuciess Power Mants®. with dats summaenzed on &

mﬂyuafwowmmfmdAMxlmd.
Amendment No. §3. 203 25
YT
(RETS]
Sage 3053
REVISION H
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A3

A4

In the conversion of the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant
(JAFNPP) Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) certain wording
preferences or conventions are adopted which do not result in technical
changes. Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are
adopted to make ITS consistent with the conventions in NUREG-1433,
"Standard Technical Specifications, General Electric Plants, BWR/4",
Revision 1 (i.e., Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

The details of CTS 6.0, "Administrative Controls," which describe the
content and use of the succeeding Specifications are being deleted. The
Administrative Controls are adequately covered by the subsequent ITS
Specifications which are retained. Since this change does not modify
any technical requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse
impact on safety.

CTS 6.1, Site Executive Officer and CTS RETS 7.1.a, Resident Manager,
titles are revised in ITS 5.1, by replacing plant specific management
titles with generic titles as generally provided in ANSI N18.1-1971.
Personnel who fulfill these positions are still required to meet the
qualification requirements detailed in ITS 5.3. In addition, compliance
details relating to the plant specific management position titles
fulfilling the duties of these generic positions will continue to be
defined, established, documented and updated in accordance with ITS
5.2.1.a. This approach is consistent with Traveler TSTF-65, and the
letter from C.I. Grimes to the four Owners Groups, dated November 10,
1994. Since this change does not eliminate any of the qualifications,
responsibilities or requirements for these personnel or the positions,
it is administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.

CTS 6.1, statement that the Site Executive Officer is responsible for
safe operation of the plant, is revised. ITS 5.1 states that the plant
manager (A3) shall be responsible for overall plant operation, and
establishes the requirement to designate, in writing, a successor. The
responsibility of the plant manager for the safe operation of the plant
is retained in ITS 5.2, Onsite and Offsite Organizations (ITS 5.2.1.b).
This change, does not reduce or eliminate any plant manager
responsibilities, is a presentation preference consistent with NUREG-
1433, Revision 1, and is considered administrative. This change has no
impact on safety.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M1

JAFNPP

Not Used.

Page 1 of 2 Revision B



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M2 CTS 6.1, for Site Executive Officer responsibilities, is supplemented.
ITS 5.1.1 adds the requirement that the plant manager (A3) or his
designee approve each proposed test, experiment, and modification to
systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety prior to implementation.
Since no similar Specification exists, this change is more restrictive.
This change adds a requirement for approval by the authority responsible
for overall safe operation of the plant, and therefore has no adverse
impact on safety.

M3 ITS 5.1.2 has been added to require that the shift supervisor be
responsible for the control room command function, and that in the
absence of the shift supervisor from the control room, an individual
with an active SRO license be designated to assume the control room
command function when the plant is in MODE 1, 2, or 3. An individual
with an active SRO license or RO Ticense can be designated to assume the
control room command function when the plant is in MODE 4 or 5. Since
no similar specification exists, this change is more restrictive. This
change identifies the shift crew position that is in command, and
therefore has no adverse impact on safety.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC)

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS

None

JAFNPP , _ Page 2 of 2 Revision B
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes for this Specification.

JAFNPP Page 1 of 1 Revision A
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Responsibility
5.1

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

PAl
ers 5.1 Responsibility

clawe

=g
The @flan A§yderintendent]) shall be responsible for overall GR
operation and shall delegate in writing the succession to this
responsibility during his absence.

L] saa

(T omacer .
=W The g@ant i or his designee shall approve, prior to.
[Doe g ' implementation, each proposed test, experiment modification to
A systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety. -~
ae QeCeAY
| Doc Mz] 5.1.2 he ghift ,S/upervisor (SS)@shaH be responsible for ghe control
~ room command function. During any absence of the St from

control room while the @aip™¥s in MODE 1, 2, or 3, an individual
with an active Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license shall be
designated to assume the control room command function. During
any absence of the \ssg from the control room while the @AY s in
MODE 4 or 5, an individual with an active SRO license or Reactor

Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room
command function.

D

< OEASE) 5001 R
S L Frredmat 130 )
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENCES FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY

RETENTION OF EXISTING REQUIREMENT (CLB)

None

PLANT SPECIFIC WORDING PREFERENCE OR MINOR EDITORIAL IMPROVEMENT (PA)

PA1  Wording preference: the term, "unit,” is replaced with the term,
"plant.”

PA2 Editorial changes have been made for enhanced clarity or to correct a
grammatical/typographical error.

PLANT SPECIFIC DIFFERENCE IN DESIGN OR DESIGN BASIS (DB)

None

DIFFERENCE BASED ON APPROVED TRAVELER (TA)

TA1  The changes presented in Technical Specification Task Force (TSTF)
Technical Specification Change Traveler number 65, Revision 1, have been
incorporated into the revised Improved Technical Specifications.

DIFFERENCE BASED ON PENDING TRAVELER (TP)

None

DIFFERENCE FOR OTHER REASONS THAN ABOVE (X)
X1 ITS 5.1.2 bracketed information has been revised consistent with changes

to CTS 6.1 regarding management titles (A3) and control room
responsibilities (M3).

JAFNPP Page 1 of 1 Revision A



JAFNPP

IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS (ISTS) CONVERSION

ITS: 5.1
Responsibility

RETYPED PROPOSED IMPROVED TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS (ITS)



Responsibility
5.1

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.1 Responsibility

5.1.1

5.1.2

The plant manager shall be responsible for overall plant operation
and shall delegate in writing the succession to this
responsibility during his absence.

The plant manager or his designee shall approve, prior to
implementation, each proposed test, experiment, and modification
to systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety.

The shift supervisor (SS) shall be responsible for the control
room command function. During any absence of the SS from the
control room while the plant is in MODE 1, 2, or 3, an individual
with an active Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license shall be
designated to assume the control room command function. During
any absence of the SS from the control room while the plant is in
MODE 4 or 5, an individual with an active SRO license or Reactor
Operator Tlicense shall be designated to assume the control room
command function.

JAFNPP

5.0-1 Amendment
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S cetiom §.12 A

JAFNPP

: See -5 Section {@
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS N\ '

Administrative Controls are the means by which piant operations are sudject @
management control. Measures specitfied in this section provide for the assignment ¢f
responsibiliies. plant organization, statfing qualifications and reiated requirsments,

review and audit mechanisms, procedural controls and reporting requirements. Eacn ¢
these measures are necessary to ensure safe and efficient facility operation.

RESPONSIBILITY

The Site Exscutive Officer is responsible for safe operation of the plant and shail
delegate in writing the succession to this responsibility during his absence

6.2
$.2.7] 6.2.1

[s.2.1.4]

Ruatity

Assuramce
Proq rawm

f:.Amendment Na. ~B—F8- - T - - . . 25 4

ORGANIZATION

Eacility Management and Technical Support

Onsite and offsite organizations shail bs estaciished for plant operation and corporate
management, respectively. The onsite and offsite organizations shall include tne
positions for activities that affect the safety of the nuciear powar piant.

1. Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall be estabiished and detined
for the highest management levels through intermediate lavels to and including all
operating organization positions, These relationships shall be documented and
updatad, as appropriate, in the form of organization charts, functional descriptions of
department responsibilities and relationships. and job descriptions for key personnel

positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These requnr nts shall b

documanted in the Updated FSARY ) (Rlamt mamager) é__@

Sav e 247-2

2. The&ite Exeoltive OXFicar shall be responsible forioverall plant operation, and shall

mave control over thosa onsite activities that are necessary far safe operation and

maintenance of the plant. Snn !l have corporate vesponsibllity cor @
overail Zlawt ~ugjleay Safety amd

3. The ﬁhaefﬁuclsar ﬁfficer shalli take any measures needed to ensure acceptable )—@
pertcrmance of the staff in operating, mamntamning, and providing techmcal support ¢
the plant to ensure nuciear safety.

4. The individuals whao train the operating staff and those who carry out
and quality assurance functions may report to the appropriate onsite manager,

. however, they shall have sufficient organizationsl fresdom to ensurs ther
independence from operating pressures.

@d,:qt:om Drotection

Plant Staff L
o . (AR2)
The plant gtaff organization shall be as follows:

€ach sh |f crew shall be chosed ot at least thy/ minimum shitt cr/ compositio
shown j Tabla 6.2-1: 4

247

@S Amend jiD

Pase | of 1
REVISION H
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CTS INSERT 247-2 @

. including the plant-specific titles of those personnel
fulfilling the responsibilities of the positions delineated in
these Technical Specifications.

4D

Prge 2 oL 7 lr

REVISION H

TS Amend A<

(ers



Refuel & Cold Shutdown | Start-up, ;Shutdown or Run
(fuel in reactor)
Wo 1 on site 2{1inC.R))
rd
[<2.2.4] sA None 1@nsitey (*
~
. .
\\\\gﬁu\,ﬁr 1in C.R. 21 inC@
\\/”
. Non-Licensed
[{2.2. a] Operator 1 on site 2 on site
. 1 on site 1 on site
Leas (o ks

Yadiptign protection techmiciasd

= -158, R'ﬁ

~
—

e SRO/STA

ficati

positions
ali

and
onin

he STA positién may be cofmbined with ong-of the SRO
fulfilled by sy individual nfeeting the du’(:I
accordangé with Section

rd

il @ting startup/6r planned shutdgwn; both in Cont)o/l Room.

Licensed Senior,
Shift Technical Advisor

Control Rgbm

Amendment No. 313,268

260a

perator

censed Reactor Operator

?&%{, 3 og— 7

REVISION H
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JAFNPP

s

license llmst;?oé fuel hangiing shall dmptfy supervise a
rson shall hayé no other ddties during this time;

. An SRO opan SRO with
Core Altefations. This

“ Provided ‘wm wmediote attion |S taKea to re_storc
Shidt CompOS i eiovm €8 wAlniwmum regul r-e"m-cnts
[5.2.2.6] @ Inthe event of(lines€ oD unexpected abse‘n(ciaﬁp to two (2) hours is ;@to resto

[5.2.2.¢] the shift crew to the minimum complemen

[5.2.2.€) @1

TSTF-258, RH

DATSLET

(s2.2. a] e/ procedures shall be developed and xmplemented to iimit the working
i 2nior feactor §perators
LA mamlned wnthout routine heavy'use of overtime/

brk a normal 8 t& 12 hours a day,

the plant is opegdting.

ts of overtime
aintenance or

t unforeseen prbblems require substantial amo
ended periody/of shutdown for pfueling, major

a. /An individual should not be permifted to work more than 16 hours straight, excluding

. An individugf should not bé permitted to wgs# more than 1§fours in any 24+hour
period, ngr'more than 24 hours in any 48<hour period, ng more than 72 hours in

any 168/hour period, ajf excluding shiftfumover time.

¢. A break of at least ejght hours should be allowed between work periods /shift
tugnover time can k€ included in the/breaktime.

d. /Except during extended shutdowy periods, the u of overtime should be considered

on g IndWIdU and not fdr the entire aff on a shift

Cz%‘ww C_u*,&)owae
Any deviation from the guidelines shall be authorize byt e/Sn

inmm

Yiowk vhenas€r ov”
Plan: wienaqev 'S
ﬂZ. desiomee
[) t » 1 J 1 J

247a Pase 4 0-‘—’
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5ec-b20r\ 5/,_7,

CTS INSERT 247a-1 @

The controls shall include guidelines on working hours that ensure adequate
shift coverage shall be maintained without routine heavy use of overtime.

T

CTS INSERT 247a-2 L& Z

Controls shall be included in the procedures to require a periodic independent
review be conducted to ensure that excessive hours have not been assigned.

CTS Amend zgn.{/ 290

;>053€L g oj}._]

REVISION H



—— Sectso0v 5.2
Aniadivid nal shant Provide adiisory techmw:cal Support to Al
thhe ‘SS ‘nm the aveas of thevanal Wy dvaiics reacror
Q"‘l‘“ee":’“ﬁ,o\y\d Plant avalysisS wivia yeﬂa:yg to the

Sake opevaxion CGJASNPP)
" un: Ag
See 175 Section $.3
6.3 PLANT STAFF QUALlFICATIONﬂ C -_67

6.3.1 The minimum qualifications with regard to educational background and experience for
plant staff positions shown in FSAR Figure 13.2-7 shall meet or exceed the minimum

qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1871 for comparable positions; except for the radiation
protection manager who shall meet or exceed the qualifications of Regulatory Guide
1.8, September 1975. /~ _

6.3.2 he ShAT Tachmical AdTaaeta 1AMshall meet or exceed the minimum requirementg/of
sither Op¥on ombined SRO/IS A Posrion) or Pption 2 (iContinued use g
[5:2 2. {:] Positiopf, as/defined in the Commission Policy Statement on Engineenng Expertise on
Shift, published in the October 28, 1985 Federal Register (50 FR 43621). (W
vormg Ogtion 71, thé R Tole may be filled by the Shift Manager or Control Koom
Supervigbr. (1) A~

6.3.3 <Any devigtions will be jusified to the NRC Tior to an individual's filling of opé of these
positions. s}aﬁ - /ﬂ / Pe

NOTE:
™ Ce 13 individuals who hold SRO licenses, and have completed the Fitz%%

Advanced Technical Training Program prior to the issuance of License Amendme
111, shall be considered qualified as dual-role SRO/STA

ETRAINING AND REPLACEMENT TRAmm\ L@
A training program shall be maintained under the direction of the Training Manager to
assure overall proficiency of the plant staff organization. It shall consist of both

retraining and replacement training and shall meet or exceed the minimum
requirements of Saction 5.5 of ANSI N18.1-1971.

6.4

The retraining program shall not exceed periods two years in length with a curriculum
designed to meet or exceed the requalification requirements of 10 CFR 55.5

6.5 (REVIEWANDAUDIT\ (Gee C75 Chaptev (.

Review requirements are completed by using designated technical
reviewers/qualified safety reviewer and two separate review committees. The Plant
Operating Review Committee (PORC) is an onsite review group; the Safety Review
Committee (SRC) is an independent offsite review and audit group.

6.5.0 REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF PROGRAMS AND PROCEDURES

6.5.0.1 | The procedurs review and approval process shall be controlled and impiemented by
administrative procedure(s).

6.5.02 | Each program and procedure required by Specification 6.8 and other procedures that
affect nuclear safety, and changes thereto, shall be reviewed by a minimum of two
eresignated technical reviewers who are knowledgeable in the affected functional area.

Amendment No. ; ; , 270
248 vaqe b ok 7

REVISION H
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Seec t,om 5’.1 /’QIE
JAFNPP

70 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS (See LTS Sect om Sl )
RESPONSIBILITY

The Site Executive Officer shall nave direct responsibility for assuring the operation of ]
the James A, FitzPatrick Plant is conducted in such a manner as to provide continuing
protection to the environment and shall delegate in writing the successicn to this ! l

responsibility during his absence. -

b. the Radioiogital Effluent Techmcal Speacificaticns +€ the
responsibility $f the GenerayManager - Operatioss, with the assisgance of the plant

See I7S Section §.4

wWritten procedures and admunistrative policies shall be estabiished, implementec and
maintained that meet or exceed the requirements and recommendations of Section $
“Facinty Administrative Poiicies and Procedures™ of ANSI 18.7-1872 and Regutatory
Guide 1.33, November 1872, Appendix A. In addition, procedures shall be estabusned,
impismented and maintained for the PCP, ODCM, and Quatity Controi Program for
affluent and environmental momtoring using the guidance in Regulatory Guide 4.1,
svision 1.

PROCEDURES

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

See 775

Section €, 6
a. Planned Liguid and Gaseous Releasesg

The limits for radicactive materials contained in liquid and gaseous effluents are
contained in Specifications 2.3, 3.3 and 3.4.

b. Environmentai Samples Exceeding Limits of Table §.1-2

When the limits of Table 6.1-2 are exceeded, refer to Spec:fication 6.1.b for regporung
fequirements.

Semiannual Radioactive EHluent Rejasse Repont

Routine Radioactive Effluent Release Reports covering the operation of the unit dunng
the previous 8 months of operation shall be submitted within 80 days after January 1
and July 1 of each year. The pariod of the first report shall begin with the date of
initial criticality.

1. The Badioactive Effluent Release Report shall include a summary of the quantities
of radioactive liquid and gasecus effluents and solid waste released from the unit
using as guidance Regulatory Guide 1,21, Revision 1, June 1974, "Measunng,
Evaluating, and Reporting Radioactivity in Solid Wastes and Releases of

Radioactive Materials in Liquid and Gasecus Effluents from Light-Water-Cooied

Nuclear Power Plants”, with data summarized on a quarterly basis following the

format of Appendix B thereoff

Amendment No. 83203 25+

(&s Awend :u"-D
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2

A3

In the conversion of the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant
(JAFNPP) Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) certain wording
preferences or conventions are adopted which do not result in technical
changes. Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are
adopted to make the ITS consistent with the conventions in NUREG-1433,
"Standard Technical Specifications, General Electric Plants, BWR/4",
Revision 1 (i.e., Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS 6.2 is revised by replacing plant specific management titles with
generic titles as generally provided in ANSI N18.1-1971 and specifying
the location of documentation is provided in the UFSAR/Quality Assurance
Program. Personnel who fulfill these positions are still required to
meet the qualification requirements detailed in ITS 5.3. In addition,
compliance details relating to the plant specific management position
titles fulfilling the duties of these generic positions will continue to
be defined, established, documented and updated in accordance with ITS
5.2.1.a. This approach is consistent with Traveler TSTF-65, Revision 1,
and the letter from C.I. Grimes (NRC) to the four Owners' Groups, dated
November 10, 1994. Since this change does not eliminate any of the
qualifications, responsibilities or requirements for these personnel or
the positions, it is administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.
The specific replacements are:

6.2.1.2 plant manager for Site Executive Officer
6.3.2 shift supervisor (SS) for Shift Manager
6.2.1.3 chief nuclear officer for Chief Nuclear Officer

6.2.1.4 radiation protection for Health Physics

Table 6.2-1 radiation protection technician for an individual qualified
in radiation protection procedures /

6.2.2.5 operations manager for Operations Manager

TS7F-258, Ref

The responsibilities of the chief nuclear officer in CTS 6.2.1.3 are
revised (ITS 5.2.1.c) to clarify that this individual "shall have
corporate responsibility for overall plant nuclear safety.” Since this
change only provides clarification, it is administrative and has no
adverse impact on safety.

JAFNPP Page 1 of 5 Revision H



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Ad

A5

A6

A7

A8

JAFNPP

CTS 6.2.1.2, statement that the Site Executive Officer is responsible
for overall plant operation, is revised. ITS 5.2.1.b states that the
plant manager (A3) shall be responsible for overall safe operation of
the plant. The responsibility of the plant manager for the safe
operation of the plant, as identified in CTS 6.1 (see ITS 5.1 Discussion
Of Changes) is retained in ITS 5.2 Onsite and Offsite Organizations (ITS
5.2.1.b). This change, does not reduce or eliminate any plant manager
responsibilities, is a presentation preference consistent with NUREG-
1433, Revision 1, and is considered administrative. This change has no
impact on safety.

CTS Table 6.2-1, notation that the STA be on site, and which permits the
STA position to be combined with one of the SRO positions, provided the
individual meets the dual role SRO/STA qualification requirements in
accordance with CTS 6.3.2 are deleted. These issues are adequately
addressed in the "Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise
on Shift," published in the October 28, 1985 Federal Register (50 FR
43621), and need not be retained in the ITS. This change, does not
modify any technical requirements, is consistent with NUREG 1433,
Re¥1sion 1, is considered administrative, and has no adverse impact on
safety.

CTS 6.2.2.2 requires an SRO or an SRO with a license limited to fuel
handling to directly supervise all CORE ALTERATIONS. This requirement
is adequately addressed in 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iv), and need not be
repeated in the ITS. Since this change does not modify any technical
requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.

CTS 6.2.2.5 requires that the Shift Manager and Control Room Supervisor
hold an SRO Tlicense; and that the Senior Nuclear Operator and the
Nuclear Control Operator hotd an SRO or an RO license. Operator
Ticensing requirements for these positions are adequately addressed in
10 CFR 50.54(1) and 10 CFR 55.2, and need not be repeated in the ITS.
Since this change does not modify any technical requirements, it is
administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.

CTS 6.3.2 1is revised (ITS 5.5.2.f) to clarify that the STA provide
advisory technical support to the shift supervisor in the areas of
thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering, and plant analysis with regard
to the safe operation of the plant. This clarification is consistent
with the guidance provided in NUREG-0737, the Commission Policy
Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift, and NRC Information Notice
93-81, to provide engineering and accident assessment expertise on
shift. Since this change does not modify any technical requirements, it
is administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.

Page 2 of 5 Revision H



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

A9

Al0

CTS 6.3.2 requires that the STA meet the requirements of either Option 1
(combined SRO/STA position) or Option 2 (continued use of STA position):
and that, when invoking Option 1, the STA role may be filled by the
Shift Manager or the Control Room Supervisor. These details are
adequately addressed in the "Commission Policy Statement on Engineering
Expertise on Shift,” and need not be repeated in the ITS. Since this
change does not modify any technical requirements, it is administrative
and has no adverse impact on safety.

CTS 6.3.3 requires that any qualification deviations (CTS 6.3.1 and
6.3.2) will be justified to the NRC prior to an individual's filling of
one of the identified positions. This requirement is adequately
addressed in the federal regulations (e.g., 10 CFR 50.54, 10 CFR 50.120)
and need not be repeated in the ITS. Since this change does not modify
any technical requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse
impact on safety.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M1

CTS 6.2.2.4 allows up to 2 hours to restore the shift crew to the
minimum complement in the event of illness or unexpected absence.

ITS 5.2.2.c and 5.2.2.d require the same actions provided, however, that
immediate action is taken to restore the shift crew composition to
within the minimum requirements. This change, by imposing additional
requirements in order to maintain the same flexibility, is therefore
more restrictive and has no adverse impact on safety.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE = (GENERIC)

LAl

JAFNPP

Details of CTS Table 6.2-1 Note "**" requires that both licensed ROs on
shift be in the control room during plant startup or planned shutdown.
These details are not retained in the ITS and are relocated to the
UFSAR.

The details associated with the involved Specification are not required
to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and
safety because minimum shift staffing requirements are addressed in 10
CFR 50.54(m), and this requirement is a plant specific enhancement.

This approach provides an effective level of regulatory control and
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC)

LAl

LA2

LA3

(continued)

provides for a more appropriate change control process. The level of
safety of facility operation is unaffected by the change because there
is no change in the overall operational requirements. Furthermore, NRC
and licensee resources associated with processing license amendments to
these requirements will be reduced. Therefore, relocation of these
details is acceptable. Changes to the UFSAR will be controlled by the
provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.

CTS 6.2.2.6 requires limits on the working hours of the plant staff, and
administrative controls on the use of overtime. These details are not
retained in the ITS and are relocated to plant procedures.

The details associated with the involved Specification are not required
to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and
safety because overtime limitations are adequately addressed by licensee
commitments to NUREG-0737, and by miscellaneous IE Circulars and Generic
Letters. In addition, specific controls for working hours of plant
staff are described in plant procedures that require a deliberate
decision making process to minimize the potential for impaired personnel
performance and established procedure control processes provide
sufficient control for changes to the procedures. This approach
provides an effective level of control and provides an appropriate
change control process. The level of safety of facility operation is
unaffected by the change because there is no change in the overall
operational requirements. Furthermore, NRC and Ticensee resources
associated with processing license amendments to these reguirements will
be reduced. Therefore, relocation of these details is acceptable. This
change is consistent with generic change traveler TSTF-258, R4.

Details of CTS 6.3.2 Note (1), which state that the 13 individuals who
hold SRO licenses and have completed the FitzPatrick Advanced Technical
Training Program prior to issuance of License Amendment 111 shall be
considered qualified as dual-role SRO/STAs, are not retained in the ITS
and are relocated to the UFSAR.

The details associated with the involved Specification are not required
to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and
safety because qualification acceptance for the 13 individuals is
included in the License Amendment No. 111 documentation. This approach
provides an effective level of regulatory control and provides for a
more appropriate change control process. The level of safety of
facility operation is unaffected by the change because there 1is no
change in the overall operational requirements. Furthermore, NRC and

JAFNPP Page 4 of 5 Revision H
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC)

LA3

LA4

LAS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

(continued)

licensee resources associated with processing license amendments to
these requirements will be reduced. Therefore, relocation of these
details is acceptable. Changes to the UFSAR will be controlled by the
provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.

Details of the minimum shift crew requirements located in CTS Table 6.2-
1 (for the SRO and RO) are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. The
minimum shift crew requirements for licensed operators and senior
operators are contained in 10 CFR 50.54(k), (1), and (m) and do not need
to be repeated in the ITS. In addition, proposed Specification 5.2.2
contains requirements for the control room command function, proposed
Specification 5.2.2.b contains minimum requirements for Ticensed Reactor
Operators and Senior Operators to be present in the Control Room, and
proposed Specification 5.2.2.f contains requirements with regard to
"Engineering Expertise on Shift." The relocation of details of the
minimum shift crew requirements to the UFSAR is acceptable considering
the controls provided by regulations, the remaining requirements in the
ITS, and the UFSAR change control process (10CFR50.59). This change is
also consistent with TSTF-258, R4.

Details in CTS RETS 7.1b that specify the responsibility, of the General
Manager-Operations, to the implementation of the Radiological Effiuent
Technical Specifications (RETS) are being relocated to the Quality
Assurance Program description consistent with the requirements of ITS
5.2.1a. The conversion to ITS has caused applicable RETS requirements,
and the associated responsibilities, to be incorporated within ITS or
relocated to plant programs or manuals established consistent with ITS
format. Therefore, the relocated requirements are not required to be in
the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.
Changes to the Quality Assurance Program description will be controlled
in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(a) to help ensure
that proper reviews affecting safe operation of the plant are performed.

RAL §.2-1, Ts7F =258, Ry

L1

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS

Not used.

None

CTs
Amend 270
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ITS: 5.2

Organization

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
(NSHC) FOR LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES



NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC) N
r~
™

L1 CHANGE -d

— AN

Not used. i ;
<

[
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T
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ITS: 5.2

Organization

MARKUP OF NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
SPECIFICATION



Organization

5.2
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
_éi[fi 5.2 Organization
@,z.[} 5.2.1 Onsite and Offsite Oraanizations yer
Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for (= PAl

operation and corporate management, respectively. The onsite and
offsite organizations shall include the positions for activities
affecting safety of the nuclear power plant.

IR a. Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall
~ - be defined and established throughout highest management
Jevels, intermediate levels, and all operating organization \
positions. These relationships shall be documented and
updated, as appropriate, in organization charts, functional
descriptions of departmental responsibilities and
relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel
positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation.

— o) requiremenﬁifsha11 be documented in the Qf;gg};
naters S.2.0-1 )

~ “"——"-F.  The §Flant Gﬁﬁ!IiIE!!ﬂﬁ!ﬁ}l shall be responsible for overall

/ 2 {

bzlz safe operation of the plant and shall have control over
those onsite activities necessary for safe operation and

Agruravts
O pegha

P

These

-

maintenance of the plant;

' ~ ! s
L1 € RIZICLY D= ' SwT

2.0 31 c. The (@aspecifted corporate executive pesition) shall have
- corporate responsibility for overall plant nuclear safety
and shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptable
performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and
providing technical support to the plant to ensure nuclear

/f" safety; and
1)
d.

The individuals who train the operating staff, carry out
fealth physics, or perform quality assurance functions may
report to the appropriate onsite manager; however, these
individuals shall have sufficient organizational freedom to
ensure their independence from operating pressures.

. [‘(\
2 n-1icensed operator shall be assigned o each\reactor ~Di3
(m e :] 2%3$n‘n f a\h~additinﬁal non-1icensed operator / >

A least ewe row-licensed operatn shall e sn S/E€ 7

when the plantssin MIDE & or 5. A+ leats w0 Non-/rcensed

operators Saall b€ omn Srte when —rbi,s/a.nf /5w MODE 1 2 3.
continued)

5.0-2
IAFNDP

;




ITS INSERT 5.2.1-1

71

, including the plant-specific titles of those personnel
fulfilling the responsibilities of the positions delineated in
these Technical Specifications,

Insert Page 5.0-2



€
{ -

¥ty

Organization

5.2 Organization

Tiawnk

d for each cpfitrol room from wich a reacto

sites with both/units shutdown jor defueled
erators for tHe

(fi Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum
requirement of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) and 5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.9
for a period of time not to exceed 2 hours in order to

[jc“ 2.2.&{] accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members
provided immediate action is taken to restore the shift crew

composition to within the minimum reguirements. CEEEEE:;
@-)/1@. A (Heal t¥ Physicy Techniciang) shall be on site when fuel is

7’57/;-15'5, <

[;1_(‘ 2ﬁ_{) in the reactor. The position may be vacant for not more
: than 2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence,
L¢.22 4:{ provided immediate action is taken to fi11 the required

osition.

— (d
x Administrative procedures shalllbe developed and implemented _;
KL | to 1imit the working hours of AINiX—stary who perform safety
related functions (e.g., licensed,&RUS), licensed
///"ﬁ;aﬁzgigisfi, auxiliary operators,/and key maintenance

personnel). . @v\‘. ov Rasctov Opevetors (SROs

L)

rodiokion operating persopel work an [8/0r 12] hour

profeceian P 40 hour week wifile the unit i§ operating. wever, in the :
techmicians event that unforeseen problems require subst ntial amounts
of overtime t¢ be used, or dufing extended periods of
shutdown for/Aefueling, majeof maintenance,/or major pl
, on a temporafy basis the
T1owed
jndividual ghould not be p !
) o3 hours straight, excluding”shift turnove time; _k
(continued)
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Organization

5.2 Organization
- r ——
oy - - l
5.2.2 (@E Staff (continued) w@
N

n individual should not permitted to work more tha
16 hours in Any 24 hour geriod, nor moresthan 24 hours
in any 48 béur period,/nor more than hours in any
7 day perdod, all excAuding shift tuyfnover time;

hours should allowed HBetween

3. \A brealf of at Teast
ork periods, includjng shift turngter time;
4. [Excépt during extgfided shutdownferiods, the/use of
INSEAT ovértime should considered dn an indivigQal basi
5.2.2- 1 2 Tviawa e N r
% Any deviation from the @ ideTines shall{ be authorized
designee, in TARL

in advance by the ¥Plant
accordance with appro

%
individuaY overtime sfall be reviewéd monthly b (TAL
Superintg¢ndent] or hjs

ontroT; siall be in;;ﬂded in the prpcedures si;?/that
t

:
;
N
¢

he amount of overtime worked by unit staft mem
performing”safety relatéd functions 1 be limikéd and
contro d in accorddnce with the Policy Sjatement

| \workin rs éric Letter 82-12). —
[6.2.2. ')’] @& The {dperationsi anager orfssistant gperations ‘ﬁanagery
shall hold an SRO license.

shall provide advisory

technical support to the Shift Supervisor (SS) in the areas
of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering, and plant

o &
analysis with regard to the safe operation of the .
ified by

addititn. The’ B shall meet the qualifications spec)
the Commission Policy Statement on Engineerin Expertise on
Shif PAbLLhEd 1 the Ocbvober 2y, 198< @
Federal Reaister (SO FR 43621)
— —

Whewn tha Prank’is in mode (2, ov3
BWR/4 STS aw ‘wdiVidual 5.0-4 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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INSERT 5.2.2-1 <ji:::::;

The controls shall include guidelines on working hours that ensure

adequate shift coverage shall be maintained without routine heavy use of
overtime.

INSERT 5.2.2-2 Th ;

Controls shall be included in the procedures to require a periodic

independent review be conducted to ensure that excessive hours have not
been assigned. :

Insert Page 5.0-4 Revision H
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Organization

JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENCES (JFDs)
FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1



JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENCES FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

RETENTION OF EXISTING REQUIREMENT (CLB)

CLB1 ITS 5.2.2.f (ISTS 5.2.2.g) Statement of applicability added to reflect
that the individual providing the "Engineering Expertise on Shift" is
only required when the plant is in MODE 1, 2, or 3, consistent with
current licensing basis.

CT57F-258 R+

PLANT SPECIFIC WORDING PREFERENCE OR MINOR EDITORIAL IMPROVEMENT (PA)

PA1 Wording preference: the term, "unit,” is replaced with the term,
"plant.”

PA2 Reference to Federal Register and publication date added for clarity.

PLANT SPECIFIC DIFFERENCE IN DESIGN OR DESIGN BASIS (DB)

DB1 ITS 5.2.2.a has been revised to reflect JAFNPP design which is only a
single unit/control room plant site.

DIFFERENCE BASED ON APPROVED TRAVELER (TA)

TAl  The changes presented in Technical Specification Task Force (TSTF)
Technical Specification Change Traveler number 65, Revision 1, have been
incorporated into the revised Improved Technical Specifications.

TA2 The changes presented in Technical Specification Task Force (TSTF)
Techncial Specification Change Traveler number 258, Revision 4, have
been incorporated into the revised Improved Technical Specifications.

N
~
‘V\
DIFFERENCE BASED ON PENDING TRAVELER (TP) 5?
&
TP1  Not Used. \\,)

DIFFERENCE FOR OTHER REASONS THAN ABOVE (X)

X1 ITS 5.2 has been revised and descriptions provided to reflect CTS 6.2
and 6.3 changes to plant specific management titles (A2). These changes
are consistent with the letter from C. I. Grimes (NRC) to the four
Owners’ Groups, dated November 10, 1994 and TSTF-65, RI.

JAFNPP Page 1 of 1 Revision H
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Organization
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Organization
5.2

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.2 Organization

5.2.1

Onsite and Offsite Organizations

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for plant
operation and corporate management, respectively. The onsite and
offsite organizations shall include the positions for activities
affecting safety of the nuclear power plant.

a.

Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall
be defined and established throughout highest management
levels, intermediate levels, and all operating organization
positions. These relationships shall be documented and
updated, as appropriate, in organization charts, functional
descriptions of departmental responsibilities and
relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel
positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These
requirements, including the plant-specific titles of those
personnel fulfilling the responsibilities of the positions
delineated in these Technical Specifications, shall be
documented in the UFSAR/Quality Assurance Program;

The plant manager shall be responsible for overall safe
operation of the plant and shall have control over those
onsite activities necessary for safe operation and
maintenance of the plant;

The chief nuclear officer shall have corporate
responsibility for overall plant nuclear safety and shall
take any measures needed to ensure acceptable performance of
the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing technical
support to the plant to ensure nuclear safety; and

The individuals who train the operating staff, carry out
radiation protection, or perform quality assurance functions
may report to the appropriate onsite manager; however, these
individuals shall have sufficient organizational freedom to
ensure their independence from operating pressures.

JAFNPP

(continued)

5.0-2 Amendment



Organization
5.2

5.2 Organization (continued)

5.2.2 Plant Staff

The plant staff organization shall include the following:

a.

JAFNPP

At least one non-licensed operator shall be on site when the
plant is in MODE 4 or 5. At least two non-licensed
operators shall be on site when the plant is in MODE 1, 2,
or 3.

Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum
requirement of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) and 5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.f
for a period of time not to exceed 2 hours in order to
accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members
provided immediate action is taken to restore the shift crew
composition to within the minimum requirements.

A radiation protection technician shall be on site when fuel
is in the reactor. The position may be vacant for not more
than 2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence,
provided immediate action is taken to fill the required
position.

Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemented
to 1imit the working hours of personnel who perform safety
related functions (e.g., licensed Senior Reactor Operators
(SROs), licensed Reactor Operators (ROs), radiaiton
protection technicians, auxiliary operators, and key
maintenance personnel.

The controls shall include guidelines on working hours that
ensure adequate shift coverage shall be maintained without
routine heavy use of overtime.

Any deviation from the working hour guidelines shall be
authorized in advance by the plant manager or the plant
manager’s designee, in accordance with approved
administrative procedures, and with documentation of the
basis for granting the deviation. Routine deviation from
the working hour guidelines shall not be authorized.

Controls shall be included in the procedures to require a
periodic independent review be conducted to ensure that
excessive hours have not been assigned.

The operations manager or assistant operations manager shall
hold an SRO Ticense.

5.0-3 Amendment (Rev. H)




Organization
5.2

5.2 Organization (continued)

f. When the plant is in MODE 1, 2, or 3, an individual shall
provide advisory technical support to the shift
supervisor (SS) in the areas of thermal hydraulics, reactor
engineering, and plant analysis with regard to the safe
operation of the plant. This individual shall meet the
qualifications specified by the Commission Policy Statement
on Engineering Expertise on Shift, published in the October
28, 1985 Federal Register (50 FR 43621).

JAFNPP 5.0-4 Amendment (Rev. H)
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(CTS)

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES (DOCs) TO THE CTS
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FOR LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

MARKUP OF NUREG-1433, REVISION 1, SPECIFICATION
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IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS (ISTS) CONVERSION

ITS: 5.3
Plant Staff Qualifications

MARKUP OF CURRENT TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS (CTS)



JAFNPP

T4:2.1] &3  PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

- 6.3.1 The minimum qualifications gard o educational background and experience for
plant staff positions @Rownrf FSAR Figure”13.2-7)shali meet or exceed the minimum

qualifications of ANSTN1B.7-1877 for comparable positions; except for the radiation
protection manager who shall meet or exceed the qualifications of Regulatory Guide

1.8, September 1975,

B, S / .
The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall meet or exceed the minimum requirements of
either Option 1 (Combined SRO/STA Position) or Option 2 (Continued use of STA
Position), as defined in the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on
Shift, published in the October 28, 1985 Federal Register (50 FR 43621). When
invoking Option 1, the STA role may be filled by the Shift Manager or Control Room
Supervisor. (1)

6.3.3 Any deviations will be justified to the NRC prior to an individual's filling of one of these
positions.

NOTE:

The 13 individuals who hold SRO licenses, and have completed the FitzPatrick
Advanced Technical Training Program prior to the issuance of License Amendment
111, shall be considered qualified as dual-role SRO/STAS,

6.4 RETRAINING AND REPLACEMENT TRAINING N\___ (Sze I7S SeerionS.2

A training program shall be maintained under the direction of the Training Manager to
assure overall proficiency of the plant staff organization. It shall consist of both
retraining and replacement training and shall meet or exceed the minimum
requirements of Section 5.5 of ANSI N18.1-1971. :

The retraining program shall not exceed periods two years in length with a curriculum
designed to meet or exceed the requalification requirements of 10 CFR 55.59

6.5 REVIEW AND AUDIT

Review requirements are completed by using designated technical
reviewers/qualified safety reviewer and two separate review committees. The Plant
Operating Review Committee (PORC) is an onsite review group; the Safety Review
Committee (SRC) is an independent offsite review and audit group.

6.5.0 REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF PROGRAMS AND PROCEDURES

6.5.0.1 The procedurs review and approval process shall be controlled and implemented by
administrative procedure(s).

Each program and procedure required by Specification 6.8 and other procedures that
affect nuclear safety, and changes thereto, shall be reviewed by a minimum of two
designated technical reviewers who are knowledgeable in the affected functional area.

@B Sec+t.owm é N

Amendment No. -22,-34-87-881+1134— 1341788021 8,222,-228, 270
248
Page 1 o 2

REVISION H

TS Amend 290 )



CTS INSERT 248-1

5.3.2

For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator
(SRO) and a licensed Reactor Operator (RO) are those individuals
who, in addition to meeting the requirements of TS 5.3.1, perform
the functions described in 10 CFR 50.54(m).

TSTF-258, £}
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.3 - PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A2
A3

Ad

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

In the conversion of the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant
(JAFNPP) Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) certain wording
preferences or conventions are adopted which do not result in technical
changes. Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are
adopted to make the ITS consistent with the conventions in NUREG-1433,
"Standard Technical Specifications, General Electric Plants, BWR/4",
Revision 1 (i.e., Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

Not used.

CTS Amend 270

CTS 6.3.1 reference, to staff positions shown in FSAR Figure 13.2-7
(Plant Staff Organization), are deleted. ITS 5.3.1 retains the
requirement for staff qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 but does not
require the identification of the location of the plant organization
chart. This change, removes unnecessary detail, does not reduce or
eliminate any plant staff qualifications, retains requirements
consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1, and is considered
administrative. This change has no impact on safety.

CTS 6.3 plant staff qualifications, is supplemented to provide
claification that the minimum staffing requirements stipulated in 10 CFR
50.54(m) for personnel actively performing the functions of licensed
Senior Reactor Operators (SROs) and Reactor Operators (ROs), can be
exceeded without requiring a license amendment provided the SRO or RO
functions and duties are divided and rotated in a manner which provided
each SRO or RO with meaningful and significant opportunity to maintain
proficeincy. Since this change does not eliminate any qualifications,
responsibilities or requirements for SROs or ROs it is administrative
and has no adverse impact on safety. The change is also consistent with
TSTF-258, Revision 4. :

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC)

777—¢L§f§—EEE>

s

None

JAFNPP Page 1 of 2 Revision H



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.3 - PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS

None

JAFNPP Page 2 of 2 Revision H
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(NSHC) FOR LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES



NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.3 - PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes for this Specification.

JAFNPP Page 1 of 1 Revision A
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Unit Staff Qua1ificatign§

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS @,@
5.3 @?aff Qualifications

Reviewer’s Note: Minimum qualifications for members

be specifjied by use of an ov 1 qualification spatement referengifig an ANSI

Standardg/acceptable to the NRC staff or by specifying jndividual (position
s£ications. Generally) the first method iy preferable; howeyer, the //

f the unit s‘;af

to those unit staffs requiring spegial
because of unique ani_zationa'l stefictures.

oy

5.3.1 Each member of the

- qualifications of g "

[("""D ecent Tevisipns, or ANSI Standard acceptsbie to the
covered by [Regulatory Guide 1.8] shall

€ minimum qualifitations of JRegulations,

ds acceptable/to NRC staf Aor—

(k4

| 5.0-5 S |

( Q\MQV\Q,\MQY\‘E )

REVISION H




Insert 5.3-1 <::E;;E:TS ) )

\\_’/
ANST N18.1-1971 for comparable positions except for the radiation
protection manager, who shall meet or exceed the qualifications of
Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975.

INSERT 5.3-2 <EE£EE;T_[E:>

5.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a Ticensed Senior Reactor Operator
(SRO) and 1icensed Reactor Operator (RO) are those individuals
who, in addition to meeting the requirements of TS 5.3.2, perform
the functions described in 10 CFR 50.54(m).

Insert Page 5.0-5 Revision H

ceTs Ameund 270

(TS7F-258, R
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENCES FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.3 - PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

RETENTION OF EXISTING REQUIREMENT (CLB)

CLB1 ITS 5.3.1 bracketed items have been revised to reflect the specific
current licensing requirements at JAFNPP, for plant staff qualifications
utilizing ANSI N18.1-1971 and Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revision 1,
September 1975.

PLANT SPECIFIC WORDING PREFERENCE OR MINOR EDITORIAL IMPROVEMENT (PA)

PAl  Wording preference: the term, "unit," is replaced with the term,
"plant.”

PLANT SPECIFIC DIFFERENCE IN DESIGN OR DESIGN BASIS (DB)

None

DIFFERENCE BASED ON APPROVED TRAVELER (TA)

TAl  The changes presented in TSTF Technical Specification Change Traveler
number 258, Revision 4, have been incorporated into the revised Improved
Technical Specifications.

DIFFERENCE BASED ON PENDING TRAVELER (TP)

None

DIFFERENCE FOR OTHER REASONS THAN ABOVE (X)

X1 The bracketed "Reviewer's Note" has been deleted. This information is
for the NRC reviewer to understand exactly what is needed to meet this
requirement. This is not meant to be retained in the final version of
the plant specific information.

X2 Not used.

JAFNPP Page 1 of 1 Revision H
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Plant Staff Qualifications
5.3

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
5.3 Plant Staff Qualifications

5.3.1 Each member of the plant staff shall meet or exceed the minimum
qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable positions except
for the radiation protection manager, who shall meet or exceed the
qualifications of Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revision 1,

September 1975.

5.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator
' (SRO) and a licensed Reactor Operator (RO) are those individuals
who, in addition to meeting the requirements of TS 5.3.1, perform
the functions described in 10 CFR 50.54(m).

JAFNPP 5.0-5 Amendment (Rev. H)
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56 RESORTAELE SVENT AC‘T'!Q%

The foliowng actions shall be taken for Reportabie Events:

The Commission shail be notified anc a report f
requirements of Section 50.73 to 10 CFR Pant 50, and

Ea=h Repcriable Event shall be reviewed by the PORC, snd the results of this review
shall be submitted to the Chief Nuciear Officer, the Director Reguistory Affairs and

Speciai Projects. and the Chairman of the SRC,/—

Coee LTS! Chapter 20)

SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION 2

(A) !f a ssfety limit is exceeded, the reactor shall be mmmm«mm\
only be resumed in accorgancs with the provisions of 10 CFR 50.38, (c)(1XD.

4

(B) Animmec.ate report of each safety limit violstion shall be made to the NRC by the
Site Execuuve Officer. The Chief Nuciear Officer, the Director Reguistory Affairs and |
Special Projects, and the Chairman of the SRC will be notified within 24 hours.

The PORC shall prapare a complete investigative report of each safety limit violation

and includs appropriste analysis and svaiustion of: (1) apphicable circumstances
preceding the occurrence, (2) sffects of the occcurrencs upon facility component

systams or structures and (3) comective action required to prevent recurrence. The

Site Executive Officer shall forward this report to the Chief Nuciear Officer, the

Director Regulatory Affairs and - } i the SRC, and the |

(il
Y BEROCEDQURES
(A)  Written procedures G ESNnaiatve polcas shall be established, implemented,
[:s ChY; and maintained G

(© 2 ,@®recommended in Appendix A of Reguiatory Guide 1.33, November 1972.
@_“ i the Fire Protection P A The apflicadle proced vres)

programs specified in 7mammw@@
C‘;E i§ fcatons, S @2 2

b. The £0Ps f'¢qv-‘"¢-€ <~ (mplement *('£</‘¢1.\.p¢_m¢,/‘f“ 2§ NMUREG 07
NURE G 0737 Supp. |, &3 S€ated v 6L 82-33

Drog ble member of .
327 awdl
¢. Bl programs saccfiad id Specficabion S‘.ff
M
Amendment No. Wﬁﬁ. 240

253 >ige | 0% 3
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's license.

by the appropriate

The following reports shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50 uniess
[ otherwise noted.

1. STARTUP REPORT

a. A summary report of plant startup and power sscaiation testing shall
be submitted following (1) amendment to the license involving a
planned increase in power level, (2} installstion of fuel that has a
different design or has been manufactured by a different fuel supplier,
and (3) modifications that may have significanty aitered the nuciear,
thermal, or hydraulic performance of the plant. The Startup Report
for the initial fuel cycle shall address sach of the tests identified in the
FSAR and shall include 8 description of the measured values of the
\ operating conditions or characteristics obtained during the test
| program and a comparison of thess values with design predictions
\ and specifications. Any corrective actions that wers required to
\ obtain satisfactory operstion shail siso be described. Any additional
\ specific details required in license conditions based on other
: commitments shall be included in this report. Startup Reports for
subsequent fuel cycles shall address startup tests that sre necessary
to demonstrate the scceptability of changes and modifications.

_ @'sz.'&oAd-\ g

Amendment No. Fraerear+iora+d; 222
254a Taqe L o3

REVISION H
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JAFNPP

174 - d
= 7.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS See ITS Section §,] I
7.1 HESPONSlBlm

a. The Site Executive Officer shall have direct responsibility for assuring the operation of
the Jarnes A. FitzPatrick Plant is conducted in such a manner as ta provide cantinuing
protection to the environment and shall delegate in writing the successicn to this
responsibility during his absence. -~

b. Impiemsentation of the Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications is the
responsibility of the General Manager - Operations, with the assistance of the plant

statf organization. -~ ,CS:QQ 7 Sectiom <, 0
. 3r

T

5.4 72] procebuRES @/I}
[S"l—rl lj Written procedures 8nd_adpfinistative pgities\shall be established, implemented and ’
maintained thatMmeet or exgeed the requirements and reco endations of Séction 5
“Facility Admigflistrative Pdlicies and Proceglires” of ANSI

8.7-1872 and Regulator 3
uide 1.33. Novembe Appendix X, In addition/procedures shall be establisniu_/v

'[ Cuf) ] implemented and maintained for the ODCM, and Quality Control Program for Y
L]

A3,
R effluent and environmental monitoring (sing the-guidance ipgrRegulatory Guide 4.1, L
€] v A1)

7.3 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

=
a. Planned Liguid and Gaseous Releases See I 7S

The limits for radicactive materials contained in liquid and gaseous effluents are
contained in Specifications 2.3, 3.3 and 3.4.

b. Environmental Samples Exceeding Limits of Table 6.1-2

When the limits of Table 6.1-2 are exceeded, refer to Specification 8.1.b for reporting
requirements.

¢. Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Reiease Report

Routine Radioactive Effluent Release Reports covering the operation of the unit during
the previous & months of operation shall be submitted within 80 days after January 1
and July 1 of each year. The period of the first report shall begin with the date of
initial criticality.

1. The Radioactive Effluent Release Report shall include a summary of the quantities
of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents and solid waste released from the unit
using as guidance Regulatory Guide 1.21, Revision 1, June 1974, "Measuring,
Evaiuating, and Reporting Radioactivity in Solid Wastes and Releases of
Radiocactive Materials in Liquid and Gaseaous Effluents from Light-Water-Cooled
Nuclear Power Plants"”, with data summasrized on a quarterly basis following the

format of Appendix B tharecf/\

Amendment No. 83283 254

_IDagé SOL 3

QTS Amend 28y
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A3

In the conversion of the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant
(JAFNPP) Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) certain wording
preferences or conventions are adopted which do not result in technical
changes. Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are
adopted to make the ITS consistent with the conventions in NUREG-1433,
"Standard Technical Specifications, General Electric Plants, BWR/4",
Revision 1 (i.e., Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS 6.8.A.4 requires that written procedures be implemented for programs
specified in Appendix B, Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications
(RETS), Section 7.2. This specification is not retained in the ITS
because the specific programs specified in RETS 7.2 are retained in

ITS 5.4.1.c and 5.4.1.e. Since this change does not modify any
techn}caI requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse impact
on safety.

CTS RETS 7.2 requires procedures be implemented for the Process Control
Program (PCP). The PCP implements the requirements of 10 CFR 20, 10 CFR
61, and 10 CFR 71. Since these types of procedures are also required by
CTS 6.8.A.2, which references Regulatory Guide 1.33, and are retained by
ITS 5.4.1.a, it is not necessary to specifically identify them again in
the ITS. Since this change does not modify any technical requirements,
it is administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M1

CTS 6.8(A) is revised to add two classifications of procedures which,
although currently exist, are not required by the current Technical
Specifications.

ITS 5.4.1.b requires establishing, implementing and maintaining
emergency operating procedures required to implement the requirements of
NUREG-0737 and NUREG-0737, Supplement 1, as stated in Generic Letter 82-
33. ITS 5.4.1.b assures that existing procedures and commitments made
in response to guidance provided in Generic Letter 82-33, not currently
included in Technical Specifications, are maintained and that the
guidance and commitments are appropriately considered for changes to
these procedures.

Also, ITS 5.4.1.e requires establishing, implementing and maintaining

JAFNPP Page 1 of 2 Revision A



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M1 (continued)

procedures for all programs (twelve) specified in Specification 5.5.
Although, requirements and procedures for these applications currently
exist, these are additional restrictions in that they will be controlied
through Technical Specifications. This change has no adverse impact on
safety.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC)

LA1 Details in CTS 6.8(A)1, CTS 6.8(B), CTS 6.8(C), and CTS RETS 7.2 which
establish specific requirements for development, review and approval,
and changes of procedures are being relocated to the Quality Assurance
Program description. The requirements for the establishment,
maintenance, and implementation of procedures related to activities
affecting quality are contained in 10 CFR 50 Appendix B, Criterion II
and Criterion IV, 10 CFR 50.73, 10 CFR 50.59, ANSI N18.7-1972, and other
applicable regulations and standards. In accordance with these
requirements, the Quality Assurance Program description will include
adequate detail with respect to the administrative control of
procedures affecting quality and nuclear safety. Additionally, NRC
Administrative Letter 95-06 specifies that details regarding review and
approval of procedures may be adequately addressed in the Quality
Assurance Plan. Therefore, the relocated requirements are not required
to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and
safety. Changes to the Quality Assurance Program description will be
controlled in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(a) to
help ensure that proper reviews affecting safe operation of the plant
are performed.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS

None

JAFNPP Page 2 of 2 Revision A
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes for this Specification.

JAFNPP Page 1 of 1 Revision A
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Procedures
5.4

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

f;I:é 5.4 Procedures

B'g'ﬂj 5.4.1

Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and
maintained covering the following activities:

a.

(2

(2]

a.

—

The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory
Guide 1.33, ®evisiop Z, Appendix A, (FeDTURTY_XI(2;

The emergency operating procedures required to implement the
requirements of NUREG-0737 and UREG-0737, Supplement 1,
as stated inJBeneric Letter 82-33

Quality assurance,for, effiuent and

environmental monitoring;
Srapram Sgosiviey oD ™
Fire Protection Program implementation; an

A1l programs specified in Specification 5.5.

(Sh#PAYP)

5.0-6 (Rev 1/04407/95) | 797
atl
(‘ pag €S
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENCES FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES

RETENTION OF EXISTING REQUIREMENT (CLB)

CLB1 ITS 5.4.1.a has been revised to reflect the specific JAFNPP requirements
of, Regulatory Guide 1.33, Appendix A, November 1972 consistent with
CTS 6.8.A.2, and UFSAR Append1x 17.2B.

PLANT SPECIFIC WORDING PREFERENCE OR MINOR EDITORIAL IMPROVEMENT (PA)

PA1 Editorial changes have been made for enhanced clarity or to correct a
grammatical/typographical error.

PLANT SPECIFIC DIFFERENCE IN DESIGN OR DESIGN BASIS (DB)

None

DIFFERENCE BASED ON APPROVED TRAVELER (TA)

None

DIFFERENCE BASED ON PENDING TRAVELER (TP)

None

DIFFERENCE FOR OTHER REASONS THAN ABOVE (X)

X1 ITS 5.4.1.b brackets have been removed and the information revised to
reflect the addition of requirements consistent with NUREG-0737 and
NUREG-0737, Supplement 1 and Generic Letter 82-33 (Ml).

JAFNPP Page 1 of 1 Revision A
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Procedures
5.4

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.4 Procedures

5.4.1 Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and
maintained covering the following activities:
a. The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory
Guide 1.33, Appendix A, November 1972;
b. The emergency operating procedures required to implement the
requirements of NUREG-0737 and NUREG-0737, Supplement 1, as
stated in Generic Letter 82-33;
c. Quality assurance program for radioactive effluent and
radiological environmental monitoring;
d. Fire Protection Program implementation; and
e. A1l programs specified in Specification 5.5.
JAFNPP 5.0-6 Amendment
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Sec+ion S5

-, o —~ETENICAL _,.-——-.._--‘
Sl - NT TEIE _--.-»H.--.

RADIOLOGIC

The Dose Equivalent I-131 is the concentrat:ion c¢f I-131
{microcuries/gram) which alone would produce the same thyroid dose as
the quantity and isotopic mixture of I-131, I-132, I-133, I-134 and
I-135 actually present. The thyroid dose conversion factors used for
this calculation shall be those listed in International Commission on
Radiological Protection Publication 30 (ICRP-30), "Limits for Intake
by Workers" or in NRC Regulatory Guide 1.109, Revision 1, October
1977.

I ) ] 14t .
See Appendix A Technical Specifications.
Jostrument Chapnel Functiopal Test

See Appendix A Technical Specifications.

Instxument Check

See Appendix A Technical Specifications. \

Logic S £ ion T

See Apppendix A Technical Specifications.

Membexs (s) of the Public

Member(s} of the Public includes all persons who are not
occupaticnally associated with the facilities on the .Entergy Nuclear
FitzPatrick, LLC (ENF)/(NMPC) Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation site.
This category does not include employees of the companies, its
contractors or vendors. Alsc excluded from this category are persons
who enter the site to service equipment or to make deliveries. This
category does include persons who use portions of the site for
recreational, occupational, or other purposes not associated with the
plants. —

The Offgas Treatment System is the system designed and installed to:
reduce radicactive gaseous effluents by collecting primary coolant
system offgases from the main condenser; and, providing for delay of
the offgas for the purpose of reducing the total radioactivity prior
to release to the environment. .

—

The ODCM describes the methodology and parameters to be used in the
calculation of offsite doses due to radiocactive gaseous and liquid
effluents and in the calculation of gaseous and liquid effluents

monitoring instrumentation alarm/trip set points and in the conduct

of :he&fnvi:onncntal monitoring program.
= : Yadioleg:ical
T

See Appendix A Technical Specitica;EEEE:)

Amendment No. 53 261268
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6.16 PROCEZSS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP)

A. The PCP? shall De & manual containing operational i{nforazatic
concerning the sclidification of zadicactive vastes from
liquid systens. )

8. The PCP? shall be maintained at the plant consistent wis:

these Techaical Specifications and with approved plang
procedures.

€. Revisions of the 2C?:

1. skall be submitted to the Coxmission in the Semiannual
Radicactive Eff1luent Release Report fof the pericd in

which the revisions were made effective. This sudbmictal
shall contain:

a. sufficiently detailed izformation to suppers
the zationale for the revisions without benaefi:
of additional information:

B._a deternination that the revision did nect reduce
the overall conformance of the so0lidified wasce

product to existing criteria for solid vastes;
and

e. documentation that the revisiocn has been
tevieved and found accsptadle by the PORC.

2. shall becone effective upon issue follovwing review
aad acceptance by the PORC.

o s R
= § OPPSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (QDCM)

?%jsﬁ [ a;] A. The CDCX shall describe the methodology and paraneters
L ’ o be used in the calculation of cfisite doses due to
zadiosctive gasecus and liquid effluents and in the
caleulation of gaseous and effluents monitoring

A2

&

Azendaent Ne, 93

wmend 268

(U
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CTS_INSERT 258b-1 @ Seccrion §.3

b. The ODCM shall also contain the radioactive effluent controls and
radiological environmental monitoring activities and descriptions
of the information that should be included in the Annual
Radiological Environmental Operating. and Radioactive Effluent
lée’éegse. reports required by Speci fication 5.6.2 and Specification

cYs Amend 268

Pane 3 oL 27
REVISION H
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-legible copy obvhe entire

O bDLYN o35 pavt of OY
Revisions of the ODCM: b Com vy ent Witk

Licensee mitiatel

(55181

- [ss. C—::ﬂ 1.  shall be submitted to the Commissio the GgRigatugd)Radioactzve

- Effluent Release Report for the period in which the revisions were
INSERT ) made EEEEPEIVS. G fubmicral/ashEontain: ~—A\This document Sholl)
[i.s’.l.c.\.(qg 25Be- |

a. sufficiently detailed information to support the rationale for

and date box,/t&gerher with appropriate evaluationsgJjustifying
[‘;’,s’:).c.l, (L INSeL the revisions); analy s€s o

a determination that the revisionsk&ill pat redude) the :

accuracy or reliability ofidose calculation or setpoin

determinations; YRCovd S of veUiewsS Pvrforwed
aall be vetaimed,

[ss l.c,D
5. .2)

the PORC.

——

see CTs Chapter 6.0

6.18 R _MODIF N. IOACTIVE LI ASESOUS AND SOLID WASTE
TREATEMENT SYSTEMS*
A. Major modifications to radicactive waste systems (liquid, gaseous
and solid):
1. shall be reported to the Commission in the Semiannual

Radiocactive Effluent Release Report for the period in which
the modifications is completed and made operational. The
discussion of each modification shall contain:

a. a summary of the evaluation that led to the
o determination that the modification could made in
accordance with 10 CFR S0.59;

b. sufficient information to support the reason for the
modification without benefit of additional or
supplemental information; and

c. a description of the equipment, components and processes
invelved and the interfaces with other plant systems.

* Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc. may elect to submit the information called
for in this Specification as £ the annual 10 CFR 50.59 Safety Bvaluation

258¢-° ?&%Q 4 o.g. L:L |
REVISION H

ATs Amend z«.aj

ISTF-76,R 1




— /
CTS_INSERT 258c¢-1 @ Cecdionm SO
PR l’r :

Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of the
affected pages, clearly indicating the area of the page that was

changed, and shall indicate the date (i.e.. month and year) the change
was implemented. '

CTS INSERT 258¢-2 @

maintain the levels of radioactive effluent control required pursuant to
10 CFR 20.1302. 40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 10 CFR 50, Appendix I.
and not adversely impact

€ )

S Amend &b
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The licensee shall implement and maintain in effec: all\
provisions of the approved fire protection program as ;
described in the Final Safety Analysis Report for the
facility and as approved in the SZR dated

November 20, 1972: the SER Supplement No. 1 dated
February 1, 1973: the SER Supplement No. 2 daced
October 4, 1974: the SER dated August 1, 1979: the SER
Supplemens datced October 3, 1980; the SER Supplement
daced February 13. 1981;: the NRC Lezter dated

Fezzuary 24, 1981l: Technical Specification Amendments
34 (dazed January 31, 19%78)., BO (daced May 22. 1984).
134 (daced July 19, 1989), 135 (dated

September 5, 1989). 142 (dated Octocber 23. 188%). 164
(dated August 10. 1890}, 176 (dated January 16, 19392},
177 (cazed Fsbruary 10, 1992). 186 {(dacted

Februazy 19. 1993), 190 (daced June 29, 1993). 191
{dated July 7, 1993), 206 (daced February 28, 1994) and
214 (daced June 27, 1994);: and NRC Exempcions and
associated safecy evaluactions daced April 26, 1981,
July 1, 1983, January ll, 1585, April 30, 198s.
Septermber 15, 1986 and September 10, 1992 subject =

the following provision:

912 ANIHONAWY

PA’\M-M

\&.J@uf' Tha licensee may make changes to the approved fire
| Sowrt tes pProtection program without prior approval of the

| Cutside szmission only if those changes would not

VA ieamed adversely affect the ability to achieve and

1 Fhd '

L maincain safe shurdown in the event of a fire.
_652:) (4) Tareccit - : -

“This proqrais provides cnvrils + """"";i¢>

leakage trom :he systems ou:szde concainment that would
or could concain highly radicactive fluids during a
serious transient or accident to as low as practical
Levels./ This program shall include the following:

1. ‘Tﬁrnmazntenance and periodic
visual inspection requirements, and
2. ea est reguirements for the systems at a

fregQuency not to exceed als.
fadine MonTiarlad Gt

, L6 LNAHANINWY
o TS Amend 268 é

Page b o.Q.Z-,Z
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The systems include the Core Spray, High Pressure Coolant
Injection, Residual Heat Removal, Reactor Core Isolation Cooling,
Reactor Water Cleanup. process sampling., and Standby Gas
Treatment.

G‘:T‘S Amend 2LLE

Paae "l e ZLP
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JAFNPP
(s S POSTACGIDENT SAMPLING PROGRAM
l-mmmnmt’-m d_and mai

capabtlity to obtain and analyze reactor coolant, radioactive 1odines ad particulates n
ptant gaseous effiuents, and containment atmosphere sampies under accident
conditions. The program shall include the foliowing:

A) Training of personnel,
B) Procedures for sampling and analysis,

C) Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis
(f 5 %Tm PRIMARY
jmpiement/tl Ieakage rate testing of the Primary

Containment as required by 10 FR 50.54 (o) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B,
as modified by approved exemptions. This program shall be in accordance with the
guidelines contained in Regulatory Guide 1.163, "Performance-Based Containment
Leak-Test Program®, dated September 1995, as modified by the exception that Type C
testing of vatves not isolable from the containment free air space may be accomplished
by pressurization in the reverse direction provided that testing in this manner provides
equivalent or more conservative results than testing in the accident direction. If
potential atmospheric leakage paths (e.g., vaive stem packing) are not subjected to test
pressure, the portions of the valve not exposed to test ssure shall be subjected to
jeakage rate measurement during regularly scheduled Type A testing. A list of these
valves. the leakage rate measurement method, and the acceptance criteria, shall be
contained in the Program.

m 5. The peak Primary Containment intemal pressure for the design basis loss of
: coolant accident (P,), is 45 psig.

( B )& The maximum aliowable Primary Containment leakage rate (L,), at P,, shall be
1.5% of primary containment air weight per day. |

g)@. The leakage rate acceptancs criteria are:
1. Primary containment leakage rate acceptance criteria is < 1.0 L,
During unit startup following testing in accordance with this program, the
jeakage rate acceptance criteris are < 0.60 L, for the Type B and Type
C tests and < 0.75 L, for the Type A tests;
2. Airlock testing acceptance criteria are:

a. Overall airock leakage rate is < 0.05 L, when tested at > P,

b. For each door seal, leakage rate is < 120 scid when tested at >

. The provisions of;Wn 4.0.8 do not apply to
in the Primary Contairfnent Leaka Testi

& The provisions of j
Leakage Rate Testing Program.

Amendment No. 330334, 26/

Noking *n these Techmical
Specifications sholl be constratd to
modiky -the testing Frequene:es

reguired by /0 iR 56 Appendix T, page 8ol 22

REVISION H
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(e

3 MSIV leakage rate acceotance criteria is < 11.5 scth for each MSIV- -
when tested at > 25 psig. a
ified

-1

52,R3/

ST-
AL §.




ComQonens &etie or

Tramsiamb Ll

see (75! O‘*!é" ('/D
{8) The following recoras shall be retained for the u:t:ioa-::‘:;:\\\\
Pacility Operacing License: E

\
1. Recozds of any draving changys reflecting facility denign
mcdlfications made to systems\and equipment described
Analysis Repor:.

the Pinal

4. Records of radistion exposure for all iAdividuals entering radisdcion
coatzol azeas.

terial released to the
—ee e
This Prosram  Orevici€] conwrolS —» Frack)

&z d%oderansient or cperaticnal cycles for those faciliey
compoaents identified in m;—— (NS EPT 2er—]

sbers of the

Recoyds of training and ﬁu ificazion for ecgrtesnt
plant\ stafs,

Records\of ian-service inspections performed pursuant ta these
Technical Specificatiorns.

ality Assurance activities required by the ¢
ual.

Records of rewievs performed for changéy made o procedures o
equipment Of ravievs of tests and exrperiyents pursuant to
10 Crx s0.359, '

Rechrds of the service Life of all bydraclic and ‘mechanical saubbercs,
failure could advexsely affect any safety-rélated system,

g tie date at whi the service life commences and associaced

tion and lcin:cctn;: tecords 38 of the effecgive date of thisAJ/)'

Procedurel for persean tadiation pretection shall teparce ad
adhwged to for tions. <Thesk procedures sbal) be
aAtee to aadatain radiat exposuses
saintehance as fa\Delov the lidtecs specifie
pracsi le. 7The piqeeduras shall\ iaclude pla
tZaiaing. Lo cperatiod and maintena

techajiques,

———

Amendment No. 3T, O, 92

Ctaer dated October 24, 1980 . St 17s: Lchon &

253

nd f£inal dedriefing.

@rg Amend 16D

Pge 9oL 22
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CTS_INSERT 255-1 @ SecHiom S8

UFSAR Section 4.2 to ensure that components are maintained within
the design limits.

Crs_Amend 261)

Me 16 oS 22 H
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eanure Veasel

Reactor

192

iQfTE; Amend ?-h', )

‘TABLA, 6.10-1

COMPONENT cvcmc}q TRANSIENT LIMITS

RANSIFRT CONDITION

’ asesescessesss o

Noxmal Starxtup (100°7/i

cas s sesoes s

ec s v s

Impropar Start of
Sudden Start of Co
Normal Shutdown

118

-
-~

“ei o
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JAFNPP Seesrion $,¥-
@e‘rrs Chapter 3.0 A
Continued 4.0 Continued

S

30
?

Entry into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION (mode) or other
specified condition shall not be made when the conditions for the
Limiting Condition for Operation are not met and the associated
ACTION requires a shutdown if they are not met within a
specified time interval. Entry into an OPERATIONAL
CONDITION (mode) or specified condition may be made in
accordance with ACTION requirements when conformance to
them permits continued operation of the facility for an unlimited
period of time. This provision shall not prevent passage through
OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS (modes) required to comply with
ACTION requirements or that are part of a shutdown of the plant.
Exceptions 1o these requirements are stated in the individual
specifications.

—_—

E. When a system, subsystem, train, component or device i
determined fo be inoperable solely because its emergency powe

See

s
R.8.1

See

source is inoperable, or solely because its normal power source
is inoperable, it may be considered OPERABLE for the purpose|
of satisfying the requirements of its applicable Limiting Conditio
for Operation, provided: (1) its corresponding normal or
emergency power source is OPERABLE; and (2) all of its
redundant system(s), subsystem(s), train(s), component(s) and
device(s) are OPERABLE, or likewise salisfy the requirements of
this specification. Unless both conditions (1) and (2) are
 satisfied, the unit shall be placed in COLD SHUTDOWN within
the following 24 hours. This specification is not applicable when

x7rs
chaptevr 3,0

\in_Cold Shutdown or Refuel Modjef

quipmen ™ service or declared inoperable to
comply with required actions may be retumed to service under
administrative control solety to perform testing required to
demonstrate its operability or the operability of other equipment,
This is an exception to LCO 3.0.8. /

Amendment No. 83,-184-198,-227-241%, 262
30a

(657

that a Surveillance Requirement has not been performed. The
ACTION requirements may be delayed for up to 24 hours to
permit the completion of the surveillance when the allowable
outage time limits of the ACTION requirements are less than 24
hours. Surveillance requirements do not have to be performed
on inoperable equipment.

D. Entry into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION (mode) shall not be

made unless the Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the

Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed within the

applicable surveillance interval or as otherwise specified. This

provision shall not prevent passage through or to Operational

Modes as required to comply with ACTION requirementﬂlﬂ_)

re part of a shutdown of the plant. -~

—Surveillance Bé€quirements for insgsvice testing of Qmponen
le as follows: ‘-D

I

testing of pumps and valves
ction X| of the ASME Boiler and

e beginning of the jispection interval.

TWis 3 rog vawa provides Controls Lov
\wmserdice testing of Cevtuin ASME
Code (AR ', lj awd. 3 Pum ps aud Valves,
Twe pProgvam shotl ‘me,(uAefLe-Qollow:mﬂz

Page | L ol 22
REVISION H
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Amendment No.

24|

ﬁtc,‘(’;on s.9 5

ection Xl of tho ASME

) spacified in S

performing lnwvlco tosﬂna actMths

formance af the above testing w\t{o's shal
be iwqddition to spacifi ance
Require

s,

Eg. §.7.d4] 5. Nothing in the ASME Boller and Pressure Vessel Code
shall be construed to supersede the requirements of any
Technical Specification.

The Prod;Sl;:n! pf SR 3.0.3 ¢re
&Ppln'calﬂc +o wSevuice -+¢5+..‘,‘,]

LL/

30b

@ Ameand L@

page 13 0§ 27 .“/‘
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1.0 {cont'd

| 1.
3. Al sutomatic containment [solation valves ure) .
blo or de-activated in the isolatad position | ane door
€ AL T T e A (5= T 341D
N

e,

@md to perform necessary operational acliv@

2. Atlesat one

led.

oor

See NEEN X¢. “

h
- fisted power refors to operation at a resctor

power of 2,638 MWt. This is siso termed 100 percent
power snd is the maximum powar level authorized by the
operating licenses. Rated steam flow, rated coolant flow,
rated nuclear system presswre, refer to the values of these
;:e'mmelels when the reactor is at rated power (Reference

Reacior Power Operation - Reactor power operation is any
operstion with the Mode Switch in the Startup/MHot
Standby or Aun position with the reactor critical and above
1 percent rated thermal power.

Ranctor Vassol Progsurs - Unless otherwise indicated,
reactor veasel pressures listed in the Technical
Specilications sre those measured by the reactor vessel
steam space sensor,

E,[mjm_ﬂum- Roluollnr‘.maoo Is the period of time
etween the down of the unit prlor to refueling and
the startup of the Plant subsequent to that reluealing.

;“em! umiﬂ - The safety mits are limits within which
the reasonable maintenance of the fuel cladding integrity
and the reactor coolant system integrity are assured.
Violation of such s limit Is cause for unit shutdown and
review by the Nuclear Regulatory Comwniasion beflore
resumption of unit opsration. Operation bayond such a
limit may not in itasl! reaudt in serious consequences but it
indicates an operational

0.

Amandment No, 14r-434,-+88,227,233, 239

Jaa NPP

Sac ‘101\ -r, {

deficlancy subject to regulatory review.

S. sgm}am_cﬂmummuum%mcondmv containmoent
integrity means that tha reactor Iding is imact snd the

(ollowing conditions are met:

I 8acH BOCBEY Gporing 18 closed.)

ﬁT' The Standby Gas Treatment System is oparati¥.
Qmm“.mi'".‘d'm@\{:,@a
illancaLiouugnty Tptations / Mteryals
ngqrvoillsme'qqoncv notgtions / intervals wfed Tn these )
3 ncmcauo( aro definad as fghows: [/ '
{657 4] Notations  Interveta Fraguency
~
D

%oekl At Lnt once per 7 days

T

[

Monthly At least once per 31 days
Q Quarterly or At Jeast once per 92 days

svery 3 months

Semiannually or At least once psr 184 dsys

very 6 months
A nnuslly or Yearly At least once per 366 ds
18M p
o
[B> At least o
SiU or (& each ig jaftun >
A ot dpplicahjé

B}cn:a((;] or ewr] Zl\i@.
i U

Af /as}oni@

5

/DQ;, (4 of 22
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JAFNPP

3.7 (cont’'d) 4.7 (cont'd)

Except as specified in 3.7.8.2 below both cikcuits of 1. Stendby
Standby Gas Treatment System shall be operable at all

times when secondary contalnment integrity is required.

{n

(2)

. 30,28, 26,-66,-60,-84,-83184,224.,232
Amendment No 181

.-

§¢c¥v;m 55’

@Q

8. Standby Gas Treatment System

Gas Treatment System surveillance shall be

petformed as indicated below:

Once por 24 monthas, it shall be demonstrated that: l

Presswre drop across the combined
high-efficlency and charcoasl fiiters is less than

5.7 in. of water at scim, and’
Syoe E» 6o —'@
shall pate greater than

Esch@9kWheater

20kW of slectric power/as ted by the
oxpr :

Ohen tested (w accordone @
with ASME NS0 - 19787

ch?! /S’O-C— Y.
REVISION H




Sq-ﬂc'f‘/'avl 5 $/
Lollowimey painking, L) ve, or chem:cal

veiease that could wdvyerse ly qécacﬁ
thea “\.'YZ oS- e £ 1ter Systoum o

JAFNPP, Lt perdovwm Linttnd el -Q'A-'wc.-t ‘o
when tested Y aecovdawmce wivh [S’ ft;jmom dl
13:.2 | b, ’ Bary)

Sections C.5a auwd C.6e of Regulatory
Guide [,52, ReNisiom 2, at a flguwd vate
ok §H0O0 to Gboo sew

c anged whenever work 1s performed that could
affect the filter system efficiency(and at infervals
(ot 10 ex€eedi€ix months GetwEeN TATUENg’outages” )

it shall be demonstrated that:
[ 5.5, 84;] {1} The removal efficiency of the particulate filters

is not less _than 99 percent based on a DOP
test(per ANGTN101 41972 pafa. 4.D.

(._ $.5.9. bj (2) The removal efficiency of each of the charcoal

ot less than 99 percent fased-6n 3)
— te
Lg.s

8. C] c. At least once per 24 months or (1) after an
| maintenance on the EPA {i{er op)charcoal

adsorber housings] or (2) following painting, fire, or
chemical release fthat could adversely atfec :

W entested tn accovdance it
Sections C.5e and C.5d of
Qec&u\q.tw)/ Guide | $E Revisiom 2
at a Gow vate ol oo *o 66 0‘3

sel v

Llhwt Cotaid al{L edv Che
Srter system eckiclevey

laboratory test of a sample of the charcoal
adsorber, when obtained in accordance with
Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatory
Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, shows
methyl iodide penetration to be less than or
equal to 5 percent when tested in
accordance with ASTM D3803-1989 at a

L}Q‘
\/: '
\n -
g
temperature of 30 degrees C |86 degrees F), @ g
he
N
9
ﬂ ~
J

and a relative humidity of at least 70
percent.

(2} ithi letingi/ 20 hours of
charcoal adsorber operation, that a
laboratory test of a sample of the charcoal
adsorber, when obtained in accordance with
Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatary
Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978,
shows

Amendment No. 30232, 269 '
| 182 ?o\qe, b O'Q LZ’
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JAFNPP
3.7 (cont’d) Mz 4.7 (cont’d) ;
the methyl iodide penetration to be less than or equal tob5 D
add SR 3.6.2 “a, percent when tested in accordance with ASTM D3803- N W
e a 1989 at a temperature of 30 degrees C 186 d s Fl o |
SR 2.03 remperaty grees egrees Fl, 3
S eyPricat; |;+7 and a relative humidity of at least 70 percent. |
Once per 24 months, automatic initiation of each branch ™ ?
' of the Standby Gas Treatment System shall be v
demonstrated. é
See ITS N1
C:i_[’ -4, 3 e. Once per 24 months, manual operability of the bypass p Y,
valve for filter cooling shall be demonstrated. ey |
f. Standby Gas Treatment System Instrumentation !
Calibration: ,
~— differential Once per 24 Months .
pressure
switches
2. From and after the date that one circuit of the Standby Gas 2. When one circuit of the Standby Gas Treatment System
Treatment System is made or found to be inoperable for any becomes inoperable, the operable circuit shall be verified to be

reason, the following would apply:

a. If in Start-up/Hot Standby, Run or Hot Shutdown
mode, reactor operation or irradiated fuel handling
is permissible only during the succeeding 7 days
unless such circuit is sooner made operable,
provided that during such 7 days all active
components of the other Standby Gas Treatment
Circuit shall be operable.

Amendment No. 10-66,-148,-164,-232, 233, 269
t 183

operable immediately and daily thereafter.

< Amaend 269

Pe9e Jl el AZ
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Seeto " 379

JAFNPP
ﬁ 1 411 SURVEWLLANCE REQUIREMENTS
3.11 ADDITIONAL SAFETY RELATED PLANT CAPABILITIES 4.1
Anolichbility: , Anolicability;
. Applies (o the ating status of the main control and Applies to the swveillance requirements for the main
| : relay rooms, battery room ventilation and cooling. control and relay room, batiery room ventilation systems, | |
:.qo!ios 'l:.mmv service water system and intake emergency service water and intake deicing heaters.
cing heaters. o
_— QObjective:
Objective: To verify the operabilit ilability under condit
) operability or availabilit or iti
To assure the availability of the main control and relay for which these cambiztiu Mo an oavlontial l(;gpo.n'so::o
] room, and battery room ventilation systems, to asswe plant abnormalities.
the availability of the emergency service water system
and intake hesters, under the conditions for

which the capability is an essential response to plant
abnormalities.

A. !I- c |B ) !! .I .

1.  The reactor shall not have a coolsnt
temperaturs graater than 212 °F and fuel may
not be handied unless both of the control room
emergency ventilation air supply fans and fresh
air filter trains ara avsilable for normal
operation except that one smeigency

Ench of the control room emergency ventilatio
air supply fans and dampers shall be tested for
operability every 3 months. :

The fr air filter trains shall be tested once

aver ool as follows: @
Cs, 5 .B,AJ a.  Presswe drop test across(@ach THter #ad)

the filter .ymm_,\ ‘»
)
goe T18'373 (s less than 58 uches of

water at & flocorate o-f
Q0 to 1loo ¢ {m

Atd §€ 3.0,7 awr S 3.0, 3

Amendment No. 231

237 ?474_ (& f 22

REVISION H




Whewn tesked tn accovdance Witk SeesHon
¢. f"-"'- und €,§, ¢ of R.eguu.foy,/Gu da 1192, Revw 2,
2% o Llow vabe of 960 o HOOSC L wA

@ Section §5.5 A/

4.11 {cont'd)

3.11 (cont’d) See IS 3.1.32

(s {,8.cj2. At least once per 24 months or (1) after any structural :
maintenance on the charcoal adsorber ,—/
ingsR or (2) following pai fire, or chemlcal

The main control room air radiation monitor shall be
operable whenever the control room emergency

ventilation air supply fans and filter trains are required to
be operable by 3.11.A.1 or filtration of the control room
ventilation intake air must be initiated.

TS Tsert 27 9-1)
< ventilation air supply fan and/or filter may be out o> Y_q'g'a-‘:_lb. ww;oﬁfptest for amculate filter
service for 14 days.y~— efficiency greater _than 99¢ r Icu
.Em’ on Sizer

2n Tes7ed S o - Crs IMsevrt 23 9-—‘3 v
CSa and C.f.d“ ,?&:i?:fﬁf&“ f:‘if"fz‘" Lss.x, b] est (or charcoal filter bypass as a i
Ren Z, at o Llowvate o; 260 %o /joo scLm \ Mmeasure of filter efhcnency of at least 99, 5%@ -
-3
e
[t

ventilation zone communicating with the system, verify:

See ITS 3.3.7.1 ithin 3 1/days afterfemoval)that a laboratory test
of a sample of the charcoal adsorber, when obtained
in accordance with Regulatory Position C.6.b of
Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978,
shows the methyl iodide penetration to be less than
or equal to 5 percent when tested in accordance
with ASTM D3803-1989 at a temperature of 30
degrees C |86 degrees F|, and a relative humidity of

at least 95 percent. ke

ot could aflect Hhe
Fiter syrtem efSiciency

(2) {Within A days_ 48t completin@y 20 hours of charcoal L
adsorber operation, that a laboratory test of a
sample of the charcoal adsorber, when obtained in
accordance with Regulatory Position C.6.b of
Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978,

shows the methyl iodide penetration to be less than
or equal to 5 percent when tested in accordance
with ASTM D3803-1989 at a temperature of 30

degrees C |86 degrees Fl, and a relative humidity of
at least 95 percent.

(ST Amend 269

Amendment No. +34-120,482,233, 269 Page 19 o& 22 ﬂ
238
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Sec:/—)on (, 3’/

CTS INSERT 238-1 <:kéigéz:>

After each complete or partial replacement of the HEPA filter; after any
structural maintenance on the HEPA housing that could affect the filter system
efficiency and following painting, fire, or chemical release that could
adversely affect the ability of the filter system to perform the intended
function in any ventilation zone communicating with the system

CTS INSERT 238-2

Not used..

CTS INSERT 238-3 (ji:::::j%>

After each complete or partial replacement of the charcoal adsorber filter;
after removal of a charcoal adsorber sample; after any structural maintenance
on the charcoal adsorber housing that could affect the filter system
efficiency and following painting, fire, or chemical release that could 'K\‘
adversely affect the ability of the filter system to perform the intended

function in any ventilation zone communicating with the system

TS
Amend 269

3

e
$e5-
\__

AL
RAL

(&

Poge 20 .L 22
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Secrionn $.5 @ !

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

Applies to tanks located outdoors that do not
have catch basins that drain back to the build-

tong. .

To ensure thit in the avent of an uncontrolle

relesse of the tank's contents, the resulting
concentrations would be less than the limits
of 10 CFR 20, Appendix B, Table II, Column 2,
at the nearest surface water supply in an un-
restricted area,

(€5 4)

The quantity of liquid radioactive material
contained in a condensate storage tank or
any outside temporary tsnk shall be limited
to 10 curies, excluding Tritium and dis-

b. With the quantity of liguid radiosctived ma-
this limit, Aeduce

e contents within
within 48 hours; and
pescyfbe the evepts leading to Ahis condi-

Semiannual Efffluent Release

Amendment No, 93 14

1ReTS]

pplies Ao outdoor tahks that dofnot have catch
asing/that drain bhack to the bdilding.

To{ensure that the radioactivi contained /in
owtdoor tahke 1s kept within pfplicable lisits,
€56 b)

(SpecIaeton

@'ﬂw quantity of tadioactive material con-
tained in a condensate storage tank or any
outside temporary tank shall be determined
by analyzing a liquid sample of the tank's
contents /upekly when radloac qu s

elng add€d to the tfank. —

L&3 {’—)
-
-
The prowisions ok SR 0.2 aud SR 3.0.

0ve adplicable to e Explo’i‘,\)e Gus and

Stovage Tank Rudloactn'ty Movt [ & oV uey
vraqvam Sur\l{:l(“nce I:vwcnc.-‘cs

saqge A oL 22
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e cTon <,

Cssa3\ @3 con MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (£R¥ D)

g Risk Ni§nagementProgse PNCRMPYprovides a proceduralized risk-
informed assessment to manags the nsk associated with squipment inoparability.
The program applies to technical specification structures, systems, of components
for which a risk-informed allowsd outage time has bean granted. The program is to
include the following:

a. Provisions for the control and implementation of 8 Level 1 at-power internal
events PRA-informed methodology. The assessment is to be capable of
evaluating the applicable plant configuration.

b. Provisions for performing an assessment prior to entering the plant
configuration described by the Limiting Conditions for Operation {LCO)
13 for preplanned activities.
m " prep _(Conadition(® D
c. Provisions for performing an assessment after entering the plant
configuration described by the LCO  for unplanned entry
into the LCO .

d. Provisions for assessing the need for additional actions after the discovery Jof
additional equipment-out-of-service conditions whils in the plant
configuration described by the LCO &ctich/Statament!

e. Provisions for considering other applicable risk-significant contributors such

as Level 2 issues and external events, qualitatively or quantitatively. {awd Stovage

Tonk

Lsisq] @@ ¢

RAM Bo.d'loa,c.e! ity

The program provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures contained in
the Main Condenser Offgas Treatment Systerr,(‘

ram il include fthe limits for concentration of hydrogen and oxygen in
the Main Condenser Offgas Trestment System and a surveillance program to ensure
the limits sre maintained. Such limits shall be appropriate to the system’s design
criteria {i.e., whether or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen

explosion). . — _EP 3,0,20ni SR 3.0.3)
The provisions ofaro applicable to tha,\ﬁrogram

$urvei|lanco roquencies.

@ﬁ{.}o, Niesel Fuel O
Testlng ?rw‘, Yoa-wA, /‘/}
S

>

(B T o e\ TS e
(‘Fﬁ) Bases Comstrol P""ﬁ"’*m qu: 'l awn
gD

add. (.g,\zv Sau(e‘{:x Fuv\c'/“ion \b"e‘fefvv“&l\/\(.\:r:m
Program (SFP)

[5.59a)

Ewplosi Ve Gas and Storog€
- Tawt Radioactivi £y Mov -'tov.'mj \

awd guantity ob vadfactivity

wge L2 A 22
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IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS (ISTS) CONVERSION

ITS: 6.5
Programs and Manuals

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES (DOCs) TO THE
CTS



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
- ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

Al

A3
A4
A5

A6

In the conversion of the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant
(JAFNPP), Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) certain wording
preferences or conventions are adopted which do not result in technical
changes. Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are
adopted to make the ITS consistent with the conventions in NUREG-1433,
"Standard Technical Specifications, General Electric Plants, BWR/4",
Revision 1 (i.e., Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS 6.17 contains the programmatic requirements for the Offsite Dose
Calculation Manual (ODCM). These requirements are revised in format and
content to reflect the NUREG-1433, Revision 1 format in ITS 5.5.1.

Since these changes do not modify any technical requirements, they are
administrative and have no adverse impact on safety.

Not Used.
Not Used.
Two changes to CTS 6.20 have been made.

CTS 6.20.D is not retained in ITS 5.5.6. ITS Section 3.0/4.0 Bases
specifies that these requirements are applicable only to Limiting
Conditions for Operation (LCO) and Surveillance Requirements (SR) for -
ITS Sections 3.1 through 3.10, unless otherwise stated. Therefore,
these requirements do not apply to Administrative Controls unless
otherwise stated. Therefore, it is not necessary, would be inconsistent
with the stated applicability, and may be confusing, to state that CTS
4,0.B (ITS SR 3.0.2) is not applicable in the Administrative Controls
Segtions. This change is administrative and has no adverse impact on
safety.

zéaﬂ’}a,(

’

=d

CTS 6.20 has also been modified by adding a reference to the
prohibition of the modification of the testing Frequencies
required by 10 CFR 50, Appendix J. This change is administrative,
is consistent with TSTF Technical Specification Change Traveler
number 52, Revision 3, and has no impact on safety.

The CTS is revised to add ITS 5.5.4, "Radioactive Effluent Controls
Program.” ITS 5.5.4 establishes programmatic controls to ensure
compliance with applicable regulatory requirements. The program
captures the existing requirements for control of radioactive effluents
contained in the CTS Radiological Environmental Technical Specifications
(RETS), which are proposed to be removed and relocated, consistent with
Generic Letter 89-01, to the ODCM. The discussion of change for the
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

A6 (continued)

A7

A8

AS

Al0

removal of RETS from the CTS is provided in the individual RETS
Specifications. Since this change does not modify any technical
requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.

CTS 4.0.E.1 and 4.0.E.4 require that inservice testing (IST) of pumps
and valves be performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Code
and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50.55a, except where relief
has been requested. It further requires that the program be based on an
NRC approved edition of the Code, and that performance of IST activities
is in addition to other specified SRs. These requirements are
adequately addressed in 10 CFR 50.54, 10 CFR 50.55a, and the ASME Code,
and need not be repeated in the ITS. Since this change does not modify
any technical requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse
impact on safety.

The CTS 4.0.E is revised to adopt the programmatic description of ITS
Specification 5.5.7, "Inservice Testing Program.” This program captures
the existing requirements for inservice testing of certain ASME Code
Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves as required for plants Ticensed prior
to January 1, 1971, which are contained throughout the CTS in various
SRs. These individual Surveillances are appropriately addressed to
reflect this change. Since this change does not modify any technical
requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse impact on safety.

CTS 4.0.E.2 which specifies, inservice testing activities required by
the Code and applicable Addenda shall be applicable as defined in
Technical Specification 1.0.T, has been deleted. CTS 1.0.T which was
used for both inservice testing (IST) and TS Surveillance
intervals/notations has been deleted (see Discussion of Changes for ITS
Chapter 1.0) since ITS Surveillances provide specific Frequencies (e.g.,
7 days, 24 months). ITS 5.5.7.a maintains only those Surveillance
Frequencies consistent with the terminology and Frequency used in the
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable to the IST Program.
This change is a presentation preference consistent with NUREG-1433,
Revision 1, does not modify any technical requirements, and is therefore
administrative only.

CTS RETS 2.5, Maximum Activity in Outside Tanks, requirement has been
placed in ITS 5.5.9, Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity
Monitoring Program, consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1. As such,
CTS 6.22 (ITS 5.5.9.b) has been supplemented with a general program
statement that addresses storage tank radioactivity monitoring to ensure
appropriate controls of these requirements are maintained. The change
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES
Al0 (continued)

is considered a presentation preference only and therefore is an
administrative change.

In addition, CTS RETS 2.5 contains descriptive programmatic "Objective”
statements concerning the maximum quantity of radioactivity allowed in
outdoor storage tanks that do not have catch basins. This objective is
stated in terms of limiting the quantity of radioactivity to ensure that
in the event of uncontrolled release of the contents of tanks, that
certain specified limits of 10 CFR 20 would not be exceeded. CTS RETS
2.5 also contains "Specifications" which address the maximum quantity of
radioactive material allowed (10 curies, excluding Tritium and dissolved
or entrained noble gases) and specifies surveillance to verify that the
applicable tanks' contents are within the 10 curie limit as a means of
achieving the specified objective 10 CFR 20 limits.

Instead of specifying the curie 1imit for radioactivity in CTS RETS 2.5,
the proposed ITS 5.5.9.b 1limits the allowed quantity of radioactivity
contained in outdoor 1iquid storage tanks by addressing the maximum
effluent concentration (excluding Tritium and dissolved or entrained
noble gases) at the nearest potable water and surface water supplies
beyond the site boundary in the event of uncontrolled release of the
contents of the tanks. In ITS 5.5.9.b these effluent concentration
limits are expressed as 10 times the concentration values in Appendix B,
Table 2, Column 2 to 10 CFR 20.1001-20.2402. This change is consistent
with changes made to ITS 5.5.4.b (that are based on TSTF-258, Revision
4), is considered a presentation preference only, and therefore, is an
administrative change that does not have an adverse impact on safety.

All CTS 6.21 contains programmatic requirements for the Configuration Risk
Management Program (CRMP). The terminology has been revised to reflect
the NUREG-1433, Revision 1, terminology. Since these changes do not
modify any technical requirements, they are administrative and have no
adverse impact on safety.

Al2 A statement of applicability has been added to CTS 4.7.B and CTS 4.11.A.
ITS 5.5.8 includes a statement of applicability of ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR
3.0.3 to clarify that the allowances for Surveillance Frequency
extensions do apply, since these SRs are not normally applied to
Frequencies identified in Administrative Controls chapters of the
Technical Specifications. Since this change is a clarification needed
to maintain provisions that would be allowed in the LCO sections of the
Technical Specifications, it is considered administrative.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (continued)

A13 CTS 4.7.B.1.c and CTS 4.11.A.2 requirements to verify charcaol adsorber
filter efficiency after painting, fire, or chemical release that couid
adversely affect the ability of the filter system to perform the
intended function are being retained in ITS 5.5.8. Evaluation of the
potential effect of activities such as painting, welding, or the use of
chemical solvents on the efficiency of charcoal adsorber filters is
addressed in plant procedures which provide conservative guidance with
respect to replacement or testing of the charcoal adsorbers to_ensure
filter performance meets or exceeds the requirements of CST 4.7.B.1.c
and CTS 4.11.A.2 as well as ITS 5.5.8. Retaining the requirements to
verify charcoal adsorber efficiency after painting, fire, or chemical
release that could adversely affect the ability of the filter system to
perform the intended function is also consistent with the industry
standards and practices dicussed in the September 11, 1997 letter from
J. N. Donahew (NRC) to J. G. Deweese (Entergy Operations Inc.).
Retaining the requirements will have no adverse impact on safety.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M1 CTS 6.17.C.2 requirement, that the ODCM shall become effective upon
issue following review and acceptance by the PORC, is being
supplemented. The PORC review functions have been relocated to Ticensee
controlled documents. The PORC review of ODCM control procedures will
be relocated with the other review functions to Ticensee controlled
documents. ITS 5.5.1.c.2 includes also the requirement for approval of
the plant manager. This change, adds a requirement for approval by the
authority responsible for the overall operation of the plant, imposes
additional program controls, is consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1,
and is considered more restrictive. This change is also consistent with
TSTF Technical Specification Change Traveler number 76, Revision 1.

This change has no adverse impact on safety.

M2 CTS 4.7.B.1, Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) System, and 4.11.A.1, Main
Control Room Ventilation (MCREV) System, requirements for periodic
particulate and charcoal filter testing are being revised or
supplemented as foliows:

CTS 4.7.B.1.a.2 requirement, to demonstrate each heater dissipates
greater than 29 kW, is supplemented. ITS 5.5.8.e adds the requirement
that testing be in accordance with ANSI N510-1975, which includes a new
requirement that each phase current be within 5% of one another.

CTS 4.7.B.1.b conditional requirements, for establishing when a filter
requires efficiency testing, is being supplemented. ITS 5.5.8 includes
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M2 (continued)

the new condition following painting, fire, or chemical release that
could adversely affect the ability of the filter system to perform the
intended function in any ventilation zone communicating with the system.

CTS 4.7.B.1.b.1 requirement, to demonstrate particulate filter
efficiency based on DOP test per ANSI N101.1-1972 para. 41, is revised.
ITS 5.5.8.a requirements specify, when tested in accordance with
Sections C.5.a and C.5.c of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Rev 2, and at a flow
rate of 5400 to 6600 scfm.

CTS 4.7.B.1.b.2 requirement, to demonstrate charcoal filter removal
efficiency based on a freon test, is revised. ITS 5.5.8.b requirements
specify, when tested in accordance with Sections C.5.a and C.5.d of
Regulatory Guide 1.52, Rev 2, and at a flow rate of 5400 to 6600 scfm.

CTS 4.11.A.1.a requirement, to pressure drop test each filter and the
filter system, is revised. ITS 5.5.8.d testing includes the requirement
for the pressure drop across the filter system to be less than 5.8
inches of water at a system flowrate of 900 to 1100 scfm.

CTS 4.11.A.1.b requirement, for establishing when a HEPA filter requires
efficiency testing, are supplemented. ITS 5.5.8.a includes the new
conditions; after each complete or partial replacement of the HEPA
filter, after any structural maintenance on the HEPA filter housing that
could affect the filter system efficiency, and following painting, fire,
or chemical release that could adversely affect the ability of the
filter system to perform the intended function in any ventilation zone
communicating with the system. ]

CTS 4.11.A.1.b requirement, to demonstrate the Di-octylphtalate (DOP)
test for particulate filter efficiency for particulate greater than 0.3
micron, is revised. ITS 5.5.8.a requirements specify, when tested in
accordance with Sections C.5.a and C.5.c of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Rev
2, and at a flow rate of 900 to 1100 scfm.

CTS 4.11.A.1.c requirements, for establishing when a charcoal adsorber
filter requires efficiency testing, are supplemented. ITS 5.5.8.b
includes the new conditions; after each complete or partial replacement
of the charcoal adsorber filter; after removal of a charcoal adsorber
sample; after any structural maintenance on the charcoal adsorber
housing that could affect the filter system efficiency, and following
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M2 (continued)

painting, fire, or chemical release that could adversely affect the
ability of the filter system to perform the intended function in any
ventilation zone communicating with the system.

CTS 4.11.A.1.c requirement, to demonstrate charcoal filter halogen
removal efficiency based on a freon test, is revised. ITS 5.5.8.b
requirements specify, when tested in accordance with Sections C.5.a and
C.5.d of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Rev 2, and at a flow rate of 900 to 1100

scfm.

These changes impose additional HEPA and charcoal testing requirements,
are consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1, and are considered more
restrictive. In addition, consistent with the September 11, 1997 NRC
letter to Entergy referred to in RAI 5.5-2, the changes which require
testing due to painting, fire, or chemical release that could adversely
affect the ability of the filter systems to perform the intended
function, require plant procedures that address these activities. These
plant procedures will restrict these activities by providing
conservative administrative controls on welding, painting, the use of
chemical solvents, and similar activities that potentially affect the
performance of the HEPA and charcoal adsorber filter systems. These
chang$stserve to enhance filter OPERABILITY and have no adverse impact
on safety.

M3 The CTS 1is revised to adopt ITS 5.5.10, "Diesel Fuel 0il Testing
Program,” which establishes testing and sampling requirements, and
acceptance criteria, in accordance with ASTM Standards, for both stored
fuel oil and new fuel oil. ITS 5.5.10 establishes additional
requirements relative to new fuel oil testing and to determine that
particulate concentration for diesel fuel oil is < 10 mg/1 every
31 days. These new requirements are, consistent with the requirements
of NUREG-1433, Revision 1, intended to ensure the quality of diesel fuel
is maintained. The changes presented in TSTF Technical Specification
Change Traveler number 106, Revision 1, and number 118, Revision 0, have
been incorporated into the revised Improved Technical Specifications.
These changes impose additional requirements on plant operations, and
therefore are considered more restrictive. This change has no adverse
impact on safety.

M4 The CTS is revised to adopt ITS 5.5.11, "Technical Specifications (TS)
Bases Control Program,” consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1. This
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE
M4 (continued)

Program provides a controlled mechanism for processing changes to the
Bases of the Technical Specifications. Since no similar Specification
exists, this change is more restrictive. This change implements a
program which ensures that the Bases are maintained consistent with the
UFSAR, and therefore has no adverse impact on safety.

M5 The CTS is revised to adopt ITS 5.5.12, "Safety Function Determination
Program (SFDP)," consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1. This program
ensures that any loss of safety function is detected and that
aﬁpropriate actions are taken. Since no similar Specification exists,
this change is more restrictive. This program identifies where a loss
offsafety function exists, and therefore has no adverse impact on
safety.

M6  Additional ODCM requirements have been added to CTS 6.17. ITS 5.5.1
specifies that the ODCM will contain radioactive effluent controls and
radiological environmental monitoring activities and descriptions of
information that should be included in the Annual Radiological
Environmental Operating, and Radioactive Effluent Release reports. In
addition expanded requirements of the ODCM identify monitoring
activities and report requirements, and establish content and format for
documenting licensee-initiated changes. The addition of extra
requirements for information contained in and control over the ODCM
makes this change more restrictive and provides assurance that
appropriate controls will be applied to the CTS requirements relocated
to the ODCM. This change has no adverse impact on safety.

M7 Facility O?erating License 2.C.4, Systems Integrity, is revised to
specifically list the systems addressed by this program. ITS 5.5.2,
Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment, specifies that the systems
included are Core Spray, High Pressure Coolant Injection, Residual Heat
Removal, Reactor Core Isolation Cooling, Reactor Water Cleanup, process
sampling and Standby Gas treatment. This change 1m?oses more rigid
requirements on ?1ant operation in that the 1ist will be controiled
through Technical Specifications, and therefore is considered to be more
restrictive. This change has no adverse impact on safety.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC)

LAl The details contained in Facility Operating License No. DPR-59,
paragraph 2.C(5), "lodine Monitoring Program,” are pr0ﬁosed to be
relocated to the UFSAR. This program is required by the JAFNPP
commitment to NUREG-0737, Item III1.D.3-3. This program contains
controls to ensure the capability to accurately determine the airborne
jodine concentration in vital areas under accident conditions. This
program is designed to minimize radiation exposure to ﬁlant ersonnel
post-accident and has no effect on nuclear safety or the health and
safety of the public. Therefore, the relocated program is not required
to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and
safety. Ongnges to the UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of
10 CFR 50.59.

LA?2 The details of CTS Table 6.10-1, the 1ist of component cyclic or
transient 1limits, by transient condition and number of design
occurrences are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. ITS 5.5.5
retains the programmatic requirements to track these transient
occurrences to ensure that components are maintained within design
1imits and provides reference to the UFSAR location of the Table. As a
result, the requirements proposed to be relocated are not required to be
included in the Technical Specifications to ensure the components are
maintained within design 1imits. Therefore, the relocated requirements
are not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the
public health and safety. Changes to the UFSAR are controlled by the
provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.

LA3 The details of CTS RETS 2.5 and 3.7 that provide limiting conditions for
operation and surveillance requirements for explosive gas and storage
tank radioactivity in radwaste systems are not retained in ITS and are
relocated to the Technical Requirements Manual.

The requirements of ITS 5.5.9, consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1,-
are adequate to ensure the quantity of radioactive material in outside
1iquid storage tanks is maintained within Timits, and explosive mixtures
in the Main Condenser Offgas Treatment System are maintained within
limits. ITS 5.5.9 provides regulatory control over the limitations and
Surveillances proposed to be relocated. As a result the requirements
proposed to be reiocated are not required to be included in the
Technical Specifications to ensure the quantity of radioactive material
in outside liquid storage tanks is maintained within 1imits and
explosive mixture in the Main Condenser Offgas Treatment System are
maintained within limits. Therefore, the relocated requirements are not
required to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public
health and safety. The TRM will be incorporated by reference into the
TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC)
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

LA3  (continued)

JAFNPP UFSAR at ITS implementation. Therefore, changes to the relocated
requirements will be controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.

LA4 The schedular details ("Within 31 days...") for implementing CTS
4.7.B.1.c.(1), 4.7.B.1.c.(2), 4.11.A.2.(1), and 4.11.A.2.(2) are
proposed to be relocated to the Technical Requirements Manual (TRM).
Proposed ITS SR 3.6.4.3.2 (SGT System filter testing in_accordance with
the Ventilation Filter Test Program (VFTP)), proposed ITS SR 3.7.3.2
(CREVAS System filter testing in accordance with the VFTP), and the
requirements of proposed ITS 5.5.8 provide adequate regulatory controls
over the schedular requirements proposed to be relocated to the TRM. As
a result, the requirements ?roposed to be relocated are not reqired to
be included in the Technical Specifications to ensure required
ventilation filter testing is performed in a timely manner. Therefore,
the details are not required to be in ITS to ?rovide adequate protection
of the public health and safety. The TRM will be incorporated by
reference into the JAFNPP UFSAR at ITS implementation. Therefore,
changes to the relocated requirements will be controlled by the
provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L1 The CTS 4.7.B.1.b requirement that certain SGT System filter tests be
performed at a Frequency of "at least once during each scheduled
secondary containment leak rate test,” is not retained in ITS 5.5.8.
Filter testing at a reactor building pressure of < -0.25 inch water
gauge, CTS 4.7.C.1.C 1is not necessary to ensure that the filters are
appropriately tested. The deletion of the reactor building pressure
requirement will not impact the validity of the test results provided
the flow rate requirements in ITS 5.5.8.a and 5.5.8.b are satisfied.
The flow rate requirements are adequate to ensure the testing will
validate analysis assumptions relative to Standby Gas Treatment System
filter efficiencies. In addition, if the in-place testing is performed
during a MODE or specified condition when secondary containment is
required to be Operable, then ITS SR 3.6.4.1.1 will require the_reactor
building pressure to be < -0.25 inch water gauge. This is a relaxation
of requirements, which is less restrictive. This change is acceptable,
however, because the requirement still exists to perform these tests at
a 24 month Frequency, and secondary containment capability testing
(ability of the SGT System to maintain a vacuum in containment) is also
ﬁerformed at a 24 month Frequency. This change is consistent with

UREG-1433, Revision 1.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC) (continued)
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

L2 CTS 4.11.A.1 requires that the CREVAS filter bank pressure dro? tests,
HEPA filter in-place DOP tests, and the charcoal adsorber in-place
bypass leakage tests be performed "once every 6 months.”

CTS 4.7.B.1.b requires that the SGT System HEPA filter in-place DOP
tests and the charcoal adsorber in-place bypass leakage tests be
performed at intervals "not to exceed six months.”

ITS 5.5.8 requires that these SGT System and CREVAS filter tests be
performed at a Frequency of 24 months. A review of the previous
performance history indicates that these Surveillances would pass at the
24 montg Frequency. This is a relaxation of requirements, which is less
restrictive.

Periodic testing of Engineered Safeguards filter systems and components
is performed during operation to verify efficiency of components as a
means of ensuring reliability. Filter bank pressure drop tests are
performed to detect gross plugging of the filter media. In-place
dioctylphthalate (DOP) tests for HEPA filters verify removal efficiency
for particulates. In-place refrigerant bypass leakage tests verify that
bypass flow around the adsorption media is minimized.

Engineered Safeguards filtration systems are normally in a standby
condition, therefore gross degradation of the filter media is minimized.
In-place DOP and refrigerant bypass leakage tests are also performed
after each complete or partial replacement of the HEPA filter train or
charcoal adsorber filter. These tests, and the charcoal adsorber
laboratory efficiency tests, are also performed after any structural
maintenance on the filter housings that could affect filter system
efficiency, and following painting, fire, or chemical release that could
adverseley affect the ability of the filter system to perform the
intended function in any ventilation zone communicating with the system.
The charcoal adsorber laboratory efficiency test is also performed after
720 hours of filter operation. The filter system pressure drop tests
are performed to detect gross plugging of the filter media. The system
is normally in a standby condition, therefore gross plugging or fouling
is minimized. Individual filter differential pressures are monitored
during system operation. In the event of abnormal differential
pressures, the cause would be investigated and the deficiency corrected.

(ST Amend 265

Based on the discussion above, the redundant design of these filter

trains which ensure system availability in the event of failure of one

filter train, and monitoring of individual filter bank performance
TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L2 (continued)
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L5

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

during operation, these surveillance intervals can be safely extended to
24 months.

CTS 4.7.B.1.a.1 requires that the SGT pressure drop test be performed at
a flowrate of 6,000 scfm. ITS 5.5.8.d requires that this test be
performed at a flowrate of 5400 to 6600 scfm. This is a relaxation of
requirements, which is less restrictive. This change is acceptable,
however, because the objective of the test is to verify that there is no
gross plugging of the filter media, and meeting the differential
pressure acceptance criteria of < 5.7 inches wg, at a flowrate of 5400
to 6600 scfm verifies that objective. This change is consistent with
NUREG-1433, Revision 1.

CTS 4.0.E specifies existing requirements for OPERABILITY testing of
safety-related pumps and valves. ITS 5.5.7 specifies equivalent
requirements and also provides an allowance for the application of

SR 3.0.3 (CTS 4.0.C), to clarify that the allowances for Surveillance
Frequency extensions do apply, since this SR is not normally applied to
Frequencies identified in Administrative Controls chapters of the
Technical Specifications. NRC Generic Letter 89-04 states that, if
these pumps are within the Required Action range or the valves exceed
the 1imiting full stroke time value, the associated component must be
declared inoperable and the applicable Technical Specification Action(s)
entered. This change, which applies SR 3.0.3 to the existing
requirements, allows 24 hours to perform the reguired testing (or
inspection) of equipment if it was not performed within the specified
Frequency. The basis for this time delay includes consideration of
plant conditions, the safety significance of the delay in completing the
required Surveillances, and the recognition that the most probable
result of any particular Surveillance being performed is the
verification of conformance with the requirements.

A statement of applicability has been added to Facility Operating
License No. DPR-59, paragragh 2.C(4), which requires periodic testing
and or inspections. ITS 5.5.2 includes a statement of applicability of
ITS SR 3.0.2 (CTS 4.0.B) and SR 3.0.3 (CTS 4.0.C), to clarify that the
allowances for Surveillance Frequency extensions do apply., since these
SRs are not normally aﬁp11ed to Frequencies identified in Administrative
Controls chapters of the Technical Specifications. This change applies
SR 3.0.2, which allows a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25
percent of the specified Surveillance interval and SR 3.0.3, which
allows 24 hours to perform the required testing (or inspection) of
equipment if it was not performed within the specified Frequency, to the

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L5 (continued)

JAFNPP

existing requirements. The use of the Surveillance interval extension
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

allows for flexibility of scheduling and consideration of plant
conditions. The use of the 24 hour_delay period a11ows_adeguate time to
complete the missed Surveillance. The basis for this time delay
includes consideration of plant conditions, the time required to perform
the Surveillance, the safety significance of the delay in completing the
required Surveillances, and the recognition that the most probable
result of any particular Surveillance being performed is the
verification of conformance with the requirements. This change is
considered acceptable since it applies Surveillance Requirement
extensions consistent with similar system testing performed in ITS
Sections 3.1 through 3.10 (e.g., SGT System, ITS LCO 3.6.4.3). In
addition, this change is acceptable since the 25% extension does not
significantly degrade the reliability that results from performing the
Surveillance at the specified Frequency, and the 24 hour extension
permits the completion of a Surveillance before complying with the
required Actions or other remedial measure that might preclude
completion of the Surveillance. The application of SR 3.0.2 is also
consistent with TSTF-299, RO.

A statement of applicability has been added to CTS RETS 2.5. ITS 5.5.9
includes a statement of applicability of ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3, to
clarify that the allowances for Surveillance Frequency extensions do
apply, since these SRs are not normally applied to Frequencies
identified in Administrative Controls chapters of the Technical
Specifications. This change applies SR 3.0.2, which allows a maximum
allowable extension not to exceed 25 ﬁercent of the specified
Surveillance interval and SR 3.0.3, which allows 24 hours to perform the
required testing (or inspection) of equipment if it was not performed
within the specified Frequency, to the existing requirements. The use
of the Surveillance interval extension allows for flexibility of
scheduling and consideration of plant conditions. The use of the

24 hour delay period allows adequate time to complete the missed
Surveillance. The basis for this time delay includes consideration of
plant conditions, the time required to perform the Surveillance, the
safety significance of the delay in completing the required -
Surveillances, and the recognition that the most probable result of any
particular Surveillance being performed is the verification of
conformance with the requirements. This change is considered acceptable
since it applies Surveillance Requirement extensions consistent with
similar system testing performed in ITS Sections 3.1 through 3.10 (e.g.,
SGT System, ITS LCO 3.6.4.3). In addition, this change is acceptable
since the 25% extension does not significantly degrade the reliability
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TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L6 (continued)

that results from performing the Surveillance at the specified
Frequency, and the 24 hour extension permits the completion of a
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TECHNI

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

Surveillance before complying with the required Actions or other
remedial measure that might preclude completion of the Surveillance.

CTS 4.11.A.1.a requirement to perform a pressure drop test across each
filter in the Main Control Room Ventilation system is being deleted.
This is a relaxation of requirements. This change is acceptable since
the objective of the test is to verify that there is no gross plugging
of the filter media and ITS 5.5.8.d still requires an overall pressure
drop of less than 5.8 inches of water at a flowrate of 900 to 1100 scfm
(M2). In addition, failure to meet this requirement would identify the
need to investigate the cause and initiate testing of the individual
filter component pressure drops. This change, deletijon of the
individual filter pressure drop test, reduces operational requirements,
is consistent with the requirements of NUREG-1433, Revision 1, and is
considered less restrictive.

CAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS

None

JAFNPP
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L1 CHANGE

New York Power Authority has evaluated the proposed Technical Specification
change and has concluded that it does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. Our conclusion is in accordance with the criteria set forth in
10 CFR 50.92. The bases for the conclusion that the proposed change does not
involve a significant hazards consideration are discussed below.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
eliminates the requirement to perform Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) System
filter testing during each secondary containment leak rate test. The
requirement still exists to perform these tests at a Frequency of

24 months. Since the secondary containment capability test is also
performed at a Frequency of 24 months, there is no change to the
technical requirements. Therefore, the proposed change does not involve
an qncregse in the probability or consequence 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 any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. This change does not
alter any technical requirements. Therefore, the possibility of a new
or differegt kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated is
not created. -

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. There are no margins of
safety related to any safety analyses that are dependent upon the
proposed change. Therefore, this change does not involve a reduction in
a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L2 CHANGE

New York Power Authority has evaluated the proposed Technical Specification
change and has concluded that it does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. Our conclusion is in accordance with the criteria set forth in
10 CFR 50.92. The bases for the conclusion that the proposed change does not
involve a significant hazards consideration are discussed below.

1.

Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
extends the surveillance Frequencies for several ESF filter tests from
six months out to 24 months. The surveillance Frequency of 24 months is
adequate to demonstrate the system to be operable. A review of the
previous performance history indicates that these Surveillances would
pass at the 24 month Frequency. Therefore, the proposed change does not
involve an increase in the probability or consequence of an accident
previously evaluated.

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 any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. The surveillance
Frequency of 24 months is adequate to demonstrate the system to be
operable. Therefore, the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated is not created.

Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. There are no margins of
safety related to any safety analyses that are dependent upon the
proposed change. Therefore, this change does not involve a reduction in
a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L3 CHANGE

New York Power Authority has evaluated the proposed Technical Specification
change and has concluded that it does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. Qur conclusion is in accordance with the criteria set forth in
10 CFR 50.92. The bases for the conclusion that the proposed change does not
involve a significant hazards consideration are discussed below.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
permits a + 104 tolerance on air flow during a filter bank pressure drop
test. The pressure drop acceptance criteria is not altered, nor are the
filter bank OPERABILITY requirements. Therefore, the proposed change
does not involve an increase in the probability or consequence 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 any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. OPERABILITY requirements
for the filter banks are unchanged. Therefore, the possibility of a new
or differegt kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated is
not created. .

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. There are no margins of
safety related to any safety analyses that are dependent upon the
proposed change. Therefore, this change does not involve a reduction in
a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

CAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L4 CHANGE

New York Power Authority has evaluated the proposed Technical Specification
change and has concluded that it does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. Our conclusion is in accordance with the criteria set forth in
10 CFR 50.92. The bases for the conclusion that the proposed change does not
involve a significant hazards consideration are discussed below.

1.

JAFNPP

Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

This change proposes to apply the requirements of SR 3.0.3 (allowing

24 hours to perform the test if missed) to the Inservice Test Program
test intervals. The proposed change does not affect the probability of
an accident. The Frequency of inservice test performance is not assumed
to be an initiator of any event. This change will not allow continuous
operation such that a single failure will preclude the associated
function from being performed. It is overly conservative to assume that
systems or components are inoperable when a Surveillance Requirement is
not performed. The opposite is, in fact, the case. The vast majority
of the Surveillance Requirements performed demonstrate systems or
components are OPERABLE. When a Surveillance Requirement is not
performed within a specified interval, it is primarily a question of
OPERABILITY that has not been verified by performance of the
Surveillance Requirement. Therefore, the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated are not increased since the most 1ikely outcome of
performing a Surveillance is demonstrating that the system or component
is OPERABLE. This proposed change will not alter assumptions relative
to the mitigation of an accident or transient event. This change will
not have any impact on plant safety. Therefore, this change will not
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated. )

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 any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components or changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation. The changes in methods governing normal plant
operation are consistent with the current safety analysis assumptions.
Therefore, this change will not create the possibility of a new or
different type of accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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TECHNI

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

CAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L4 CHANGE

3.

JAFNPP

Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components or changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation. This change proposes to apply the requirements
of SR 3.0.3 (allowing 24 hours to perform the test if missed) to the
Inservice Test Program test intervals. The margin of safety is not
reduced because of this change. This is based on the recognition that
the most probable result of any particular Surveillance being performed
is demonstrating the system or component is OPERABLE. In addition, this
change provides the benefit of avoiding plant transients by allowing for
performance of the missed Surveillance in an orderly manner. This
proposed change has no effect on the assumptions of the design basis
accident. The safety analysis assumptions will still be maintained,
thus no question of safety exists. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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TECHNI

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

CAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L5 CHANGE

New York Power Authority has evaluated the proposed Technical Specification
change and has concluded that it does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. Our conclusion is in accordance with the criteria set forth in
10 CFR 50.92. The bases for the conclusion that the proposed change does not
involve a significant hazards consideration are discussed below.

1.

JAFNPP

Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

This change proposes to apply the requirements of SR 3.0.2 (allowing an
extension of 1.25 times the Surveillance interval) and SR 3.0.3
(allowing 24 hours to perform the test if missed) to the Primary Coolant
Sources Outside Containment Program test intervals. The proposed change
does not affect the probability of an accident. The Frequency of the
test performance is not assumed to be an initiator of any event. This
change will not allow continuous operation such that a single failure
will preclude the associated function from being performed. It is
overly conservative to assume that systems or components are inoperable
when a Surveillance Requirement is not performed. The opposite is, 1in
fact, the case. The vast majority of the Surveillance Requirements
performed demonstrate systems or components are OPERABLE. When a
Surveillance Requirement is not performed within a specified interval,
it is primarily a question of OPERABILITY that has not been verified by
performance of the Surveillance Requirement. Therefore, the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated are not increased since
the most 1likely outcome of performing a Surveillance is demonstrating
that the system or component is OPERABLE. This proposed change will not
alter assumptions relative to the mitigation of an accident or transient
event. This change will not have any impact on plant safety.

Therefore, this change will not involve a significant increase in the .
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated?

This change will not physically alter the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed). The changes in methods governing
normal plant operation are consistent with the current safety analysis
assumptions. Therefore, this change will not create the possibility of
a n?w grddifferent type of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.
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NO ‘SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L5 CHANGE

3.

Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

This change proposes to apply the requirements of SR 3.0.2 (allowing an
extension of 1.25 times the Surveillance Interval) and SR 3.0.3
(allowing 24 hours to perform the test if missed) to the Primary Coolant
Sources Outside Containment Program test intervals. The margin of
safety is not reduced because of this change. This is based on the
recognition that the most probable result of any particular Surveillance
being performed is demonstrating the system or component is OPERABLE.

In addition, this change provides the benefit of avoiding plant
transients by allowing Surveillance scheduling to take into
consideration plant conditions, provide for adequate planning, and allow
for performance of the Surveillance in an orderly manner. This proposed
change has no effect on the assumptions of the design basis accident.
The safety analysis assumptions will still be maintained, thus no
question of safety exists. Therefore, this change does not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L6 CHANGE

New York Power Authority has evaluated the proposed Technical Specification
change and has concluded that it does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. Our conclusion is in accordance with the criteria set forth in
10 CFR 50.92. The bases for the conclusion that the proposed change does not
involve a significant hazards consideration are discussed below.

1.

Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

This change proposes to apply the requirements of SR 3.0.2 (allowing an
extension of 1.25 times the Surveillance interval) and SR 3.0.3
(allowing 24 hours to perform the test if missed) to the Explosive Gas
and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program and test intervals.
The proposed change does not affect the probability of an accident. The
Frequency of the test performance is not assumed to be an initiator of
any event. This change will not allow continuous operation such that a
single failure will preclude the associated function from being
performed. It is overly conservative to assume that systems or
components are inoperable when a Surveillance Requirement is not
performed. The opposite is, in fact, the case. The vast majority of
the Surveillance Requirements performed demonstrate systems or
components are OPERABLE. When a Surveillance Requirement is not
performed within a specified interval, it is primarily a question of
OPERABILITY that has not been verified by performance of the
Surveillance Requirement. Therefore, the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated are not increased since the most Tikely outcome of
performing a Surveillance is demonstrating that the system or component
is OPERABLE. This proposed change will not alter assumptions relative
to the mitigation of an accident or transient event. This change will
not have any impact on plant safety. Therefore, this change will not .
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated?

This change will not physically alter the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed). The changes in methods governing
normal plant operation are consistent with the current safety analysis
assumptions. Therefore, this change will not create the possibility of
a n$w orddifferent type of accident from any accident previously
evaluated. _
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L6 CHANGE (continued)

3.

Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

This change proposes to apply the requirements of SR 3.0.2 (allowing an
extension of 1.25 times the Surveillance Interval) and SR 3.0.3
(allowing 24 hours to perform the test if missed) to the Explosive Gas
and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program test intervals. The
margin of safety is not reduced because of this change. This is based
on the recognition that the most probable result of any particular
Surveillance being performed is demonstrating the system or component is
OPERABLE. In addition, this change provides the benefit of avoiding
plant transients by allowing Surveillance scheduling to take into
consideration plant conditions, provide for adequate planning, and allow
for performance of the Surveillance in an orderly manner. This proposed
change has no effect on the assumptions of the design basis accident.
The safety analysis assumptions will still be maintained, thus no
question of safety exists. Therefore, this change does not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

L7 CHANGE

New York Power Authority has evaluated the proposed Technical Specification
change and has concluded that it does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. Our conclusion is in accordance with the criteria set forth in
10 CFR 50.92. The bases for the conclusion that the proposed change does not
involve a significant hazards consideration are discussed below.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The control room
emergency ventilation air supply system is not assumed to be the
initiator of any analyzed event. Therefore, this change will not
increase the probability of an accident previously evaluated. The
proposed change deletes the requirement to perform a pressure drop test
across each filter in the Main Control Room Ventilation system. Since
the overall pressure drop test is retained, the pressure drop acceptance
criteria is not altered, and the filter bank OPERABILITY requirements

- remain, the proposed change does not involve an increase in the
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 any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures, or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. Since the overall
pressure drop test is retained, the pressure drop acceptance criteria is
not altered, and the filter bank OPERABILITY requirements remain, the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated is not created.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant
systems, structures or components, changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation, or methods of operation. The proposed change
does not introduce any new modes of operation. There are no margins of
safety related to any safety analyses that are dependent upon the
proposed change. Therefore, this change does not involve a reduction in
a margin of safety.
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