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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 Specification 5.1 
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 mark-up p I of 3. 2 of 3.  
CTS change JPTS-99-002 was approved as CTS Amendment 254 and 3 of 3 (CTS markup pg 4 of 
without revision of proposed changes. 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 Specification 5.2 
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 CTS mark-up p I of 7 through 7 
needed since proposed CTS change JPTS-99-002 was approved as of 7 (CTS markup p 5 added fo' 
CTS Amendment 254 without revision of proposed changes. TSTF-258 R4. and CTS markup p 

of 8 and 8 of 8 deleted for CT' 
Amendment 254) 

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

_associated with ITS 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 LI and NSHC LI CTS mark-up p 4 of 7 and 6 of 7 
since CTS Amendment 270 made the same changes addressed by DOC 
L1 and NSHC LI. DOC LI (deleted) (DOCs p 5 of 

5) 

NSHC LI (deleted) (NSHCs p I o! 
1) 

RAI 5.2-1 In response to RAI 5.2-1: deleted TSTF-86 and incorporated Specification 5.2 
TSTF-258 R4 TSTF-258 R4 (which superseded TSTF-86). TSTF-258 R4 deletes 
TSTF-86 requirements that duplicate 10 CFR requirements, revise CTS mark-up p 3 of 7. 4 of 7, E 

details concerning working hours and clarify requirements of 7, and 6 of 7 
regarding STA function.  
Revised CTS markup p 3. 4. and 6. Added CTS markup p 5. DOC A2 (DOCs p I of 5) 
Deleted a portion of DOC A2 to reflect position title change 
addressed in TSTF-258 R4. revised DOC LA2 to be consistent DOC LA2 (DOCs p 4 of 5) 
with changes to working hours details addressed in TSTF-258 
R4. revised DOC LA4 to reflect change regarding STA DOC LA4 (DOCs p 5 of 5) 
(Engineering Expertise on Shift). Revised NUREG markup: 
deleted NUREG 5.2.2.b, revised 5.2.2.e (ITS 5.2.2.d), and ITS mark-up p 5.0-3. 5.0-4, 
revised NUREG 5.2.2.g (ITS 5.2.2.f). Revised JFDs: revised and Insert Page 5.0-4 
CLB1 to reflect use of "engineering expertise on shift" in 
place of term "STA," added TA2 for TSTF-258 R4, and deleted Retyped ITS p 5.0-3 and 5.0-4 
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. _ 

CTS Amendment 270 Replaced CTS markup page 1 with CTS Amendment 270 page. Specification 5.3 
Deleted CTS markup change annotated A2 at CTS 6.3.1 since CTS 
Amendment 270 made the same change. Revised NUREG markup CTS mark-up p I of 
Insert 5.3-1 at change marked X2 (deleted change marked X2) tc 
reflect change made by CTS Amendment 270. Deleted JFD X2 as DOC A2 (deleted) (DOCs p 1 of 
CTS Amendment 270 made same change. 2) 

ITS mark-up p Insert Page 5.0-E 

JFD X2 (deleted) (JFDs p 1 of 1)
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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 CTS mark-up p 1 of 2 and 2 of 
the clarification and added associated DOC A4. Revised NUREG 
markup page 5.0-5 to show addition of Insert 5.3-2 on new DOC A4 (DOCs p I of 2) 
NUREG markup Insert Page 5.0-5 and added JFD TA1 for TSTF-258 
R4 changes. Revised Retyped ITS 5.3 by adding new paragraph ITS mark-up p 5.0-5 and Insert 
5.3.2. Page 5.0-5 

JFD TAt (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 Specification 5.4 

5.4. Revised CTS markup by deletion of page 4 and replacing 
page 3 with CTS Amendment 254 page. Marked CTS markup pages CTS mark-up p I of 3. 2 of 3.  
1. 2. and 3 to indicate only three CTS markup pages exist. of 3 

CTS Amendment 261 Revised CTS markup by deletion of CTS page 258e marked with Specification 5.5 
"see JPTS-97-007" and marked "page 10 of 25" since CTS 
Amendment 261 approved changes proposed in JPTS-97-007 without CTS mark-up p 8 of 22 
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 I 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.  

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

CTS Amendment 268 Replaced CTS markup page 1 (CTS RETS page 1) with CTS Specification 5.5 
Amendment 268 page (Note: CTS RETS page 1 was also revised by 
CTS Amendment 261 as noted above.) The changes to CTS RETS CTS mark-up p I of 22 
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.  

CTS Amendment 269 Replaced CTS markup pages 16. 17. and 19 of 22 with CTS Specification 5.5 
Amendment 269 pages. Revised CTS markup page 20 to show CTS 
Insert 238-2 as"Not used" since CTS Amendment 268 made the CTS mark-up p 16 of 22, 17 of 
same change thereby allowing CTS Insert 238-2 to be deleted. 22. 19 of 22. and 20 of 22 
Added A13 to discuss addition of phrases in CTS 4.7.B.I.c (CTS 
markup page 16) and CTS 4.11.A.1.c-(CTS markup page 19) DOCs A13. M2. LA4. and L2 (DOCs 
(concerning the potential effects of painting, fire. or p 4 of 13. 5 of 13, and 6 of 
chemical release on filter performance) to ITS 5.5.8.c. Note 13. 9 of 13, and 10 of 13) 
that these changes involving the potential effect of painting.  
fires, or chemical release were also made in response to RAI NSHC L2 (NSHCs p 2 of 10) 
5.5-2 discussed below. Revised DOC M2 by deletion of portions ITS mark-up p 5.0-12 
that discussed changes made by CTS Amendment 269 and are 
therefore not needed. Revised CTS markup page 16 at CTS JFD CLB7 (JFDs p 2 of 5) 
4.7.B.l.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.l.c and CTS markup page 19 at CTS 4.11.A.1.c by deletior 
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 JF[ 
CLB7
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Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0 

CTS Amendment 270 Deleted CTS RETS page 32 and 33 from the CTS markup. replaced Specification 5.5 
CTS markup page 22 (CTS page 258f) with CTS Amendment 270 
page. and revised CTS markup page 22 (CTS page 258f) to show CTS mark-up p 22 of 22 
additions that had been on deleted markup pages CTS RETS pages 
32 and 33. Revised DOC A1O to limit discussion to CTS RETS DOCs AIO and L6 (DOCs p 2 of 
2.5, Maximum Activity in Outside Tanks, since portions of DOC 13. 3 of 13. and 12 of 13) 
A1O that addressed CTS RETS 3.7. Offgas Treatment System 
Explosive Gas Mixture Instrumentation, was addressed in CTS ITS mark-up p 5.0-14 
Amendment 270. Revised DOC L6 by deletion of reference to CTý 
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.  

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 AS to note that the changes discussed arE 
consistent with the TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.5.6 markup and DOC A15 (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 ITS p 5.0-12 

TSTF-76, RI TSTF-76, RI 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 t ITS 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.j by changing page 5.0-9. 5.0-10. Insert page 
annotation of changes from X1 to TA5 to reflect revised 10 CF 5.0-10-1 
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) (JFDsý 
TA5. Revised retyped ITS 5.5.4.b and 5.5.4.g. 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 
WOG-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 5.0-19, 
TSTF-279, RO TSTF-279. RO was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Since the current Specification 5.5 

licensing basis and the TSTF are identical with respect to 
"applicable supports" referred to in the TSTF, the only change ITS mark-up p 5.0-11 

necessary was annotation of the NUREG markup to indicate TSTF 
applicability, added TA7 annotation to NUREG markup at 5.5.7 JFDs CLB2 and TA7 (JFW s p 1 of 
revised JFD CLB2 by noting the changes are consistent with th 4 and p 4 of 5) 
TSTF, and added JFD TA7. I
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TSTF-299. RO TSTF-299, RO was incorporated into ITS 5.5. Revised DOC L5 t Specification 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 5.5.2D0C L5 (DOCs p 12 of 13) 
markup by adding annotation TA12 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 TA12 and X2 (JFDs p 4 of 5 

TSTF-308, RI 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 TA1O 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 TAIO (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 Inserv 
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 L 
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.  
Added JFD TA9 for TSTF. Revised retyped ITS 5.5.11 to reflect ITS mark-up p 5.0-15 
TSTF.  

JFD TA9 (JFDs p 4 of 5) 

Retyped ITS p 5.0-17 

RAI 5.5-2 (as Revised as discussed in RAI response. Revised CTS 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.l.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 A13 
to fully discuss retention of phrase concerning the adverse DOCs A13 and M2 (DOCs p 4 of 11 
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 NUREC DOC M2 (DOCs p 5 of 13 and 6 oi 
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 at Specification 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). ITS mark-up p 5.0-12 
Annotated change as CLB9 and added JFD CLB9. Revised retyped 
ITS at 5.5.8.a and 5.5.8.b to reflect changes to NUREG markup. JFD CLB9 (JFDs p 2 of 5) 

Retyped ITS p 5.0-14
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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 1I 

curies limit in unprotected tanks and the relationship of thatCTS mark-up p 21 of 22 
limit to (old) 10 CFR 20. Revised DOC A1O to provide 
additional discussion of 10 CFR 20 and the 10 curie limit and DOC A1O (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 usE ITS 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 radioactivity quantity limits for 
unprotected tanks in terms consistent with ITS 5.5.4.b Retyped ITS p 5.0-16 
effluent release limits (as modified by TSTF-258. R4) and 
annotated changes with X8. Added JFD X8. Revised retyped ITý 
5.5.9.b to reflect change to NUREG markup.  

New change Revised NUREG markup at 5.5.10.c and in Insert 5.5.10-2 to Specification 5.5 
address use of a 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 5) 

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 format22 
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 thE 
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.c) by removing 
markup phrase "pursuant to" and restoring NUREG phrase "in 
accordance with" Changed annotation of NUREG 5.5.4.i markup 
from X1 to PAl (since X1 was deleted as part of adopting TSTF
258. 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 ITS mark-up p 5.0-13 "editorial") Revised retyped ITS to reflect NUREG markup 
change. 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 Specification 5.6 

replaced CTS RETS page 66 with Amendment 254 page. No other 
changes necessary since changes proposed in JPTS-99-002 were CTS mark-up p 6 of 9 
approved as submitted.  

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- CTS mark-up p 7 of 9 
363. RO.  

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 CTS mark-up p 6 of 9 
relocated to ODCM.  

TSTF-37. R2 Adopted TSTF. Revised NUREG 5.6.7 markup by addition of Specification 5.6 
annotation TA1 to existing CLB2 annotation since the change i 
the TSTF are identical to those marked CLB2. Added JFD TAI. ITS mark-up p 5.0-22 

L _JFD TAI (JFDs p I of 2)
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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 I1 
CFR 50.36a and revised 10 CFR 20 and marked the changes with ITS mark-up p 5.0-18. Insert 
TA2 (in addition to existing Xl). 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 5.0-2Z 
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 requirements Specification 5.6 

regarding collocated TLDs per TSTF and marked change with TA4 
(in addition to existing CLB1). Revised CLBI to note changes ITS mark-up p 5.0-19 
discussed are consistent with TSTF and added JFD TA4 for TSTF.  

JFDs CLB1 and TA4 (JFDs p I of 
2 and 2 of 2) 

TSTF-363. RO Adopted TSTF. Revised CTS 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 markup ITS mark-up p 5.0-20 and Insert 
changes. Page 5.0-20 

JFD TA5 (JFDs p 2 of 2) 

Retyped ITS p 5.0-22 
RAI 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 
AIO. Added DOC AIO 

DOC A1O (DOCs p 2 of 5) 
Editorial Revised JFD CLBl 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 LI. CTS mark-up p 2 of 2 

TSTF-258, R4 Adopted TSTF as discussed in RAI response. Revised Insert 5.. Specification 5.7 
RAI 5.7-1 (as by adopting insert provided in TSTF and carried over changes 
modified) marked PAl 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 Xl 24 (1 of 4 through 4 of 4) 
(since the TSTF replaced the changes discussed in JFD XI).  
Deleted JFD TAl (for TSTF-65, Ri) since the changes in TSTF-6EJFDs TAl. TA2, and Xl (JFDs p I 
that are applicable to ITS 5.7 are contained in the TSTF-258. of 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. ITS mark-up p Insert Page 5.0
etc.) to address potential events such as broken locks, 24 (1 of 4 and 3 of 4) 
discovery of a new high radiation area, etc., and added DOC 
PA3 to discuss the changes. JFD PA3 (JFDs p 1 of 1)
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Summary of Changes to ITS Chapter 5.0

Editorial Revised NUREG markup insert 5.7: at 5.7.1 title 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 relocation of Specification CTS 6.0 
requirements for PORC review and approval of ODCM 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)

7



ITS CONVERSION 
PACKAGE 

CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS



JAFNPP 

IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL 
SPECIFICATIONS (ISTS) CONVERSION 

ITS: 5.1 

Responsibility 

MARKUP OF CURRENT TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

(CTS) 

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES (DOCs) TO THE CTS 

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION (NSHC) 
FOR LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES 

MARKUP OF NUREG-1433, REVISION 1, SPECIFICATION 

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

RETYPED PROPOSED IMPROVED TECHNICAL 
SPECIFICATIONS (ITS)



JAFNPP 

IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL 
SPECIFICATIONS (ISTS) CONVERSION 

ITS: 5.1 

Responsibility 

MARKUP OF CURRENT TECHNICAL 
SPECIFICATIONS (CTS)



JAFNPP w 

[.•.o• J6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

A•• i nistretive Cc Is are the mas ynsby we ch o ant ope rations are sptan.d s 

danagement io ron . Measures speon et in this sectspn ibPi dovurin hs absec en of 

.esponseoilitf plant organization, t offing a ualifmicati s and related redre fined:s.  

evpew and gdt mechanisms, pro edural controls r i d reporting r edocuments. Ealnd of 

dcmente in th Updte cS 

[ •', I.2. The Site Execfutive Officerishalb responsible f or s•j•• overallpln t o pterpatin , and shall 

hesae contre r are necessary frnasurefspo anseiba ilita ndghabsen 

pefrmne of th safnoperatig mi taiin,adpoviin t enia s-4Eoo 

F th plantc toensure ucrt and safety 

delegthe indwitidual The traesion teoprtnstfad th ose repniiit uighos carrbOtse alhce.ic 

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for plant operation ae corp;rate 

management, respectively. The onsite organiz a izations shall fnclur e their 
positions for activities that affect the safety of the nuclear power plant, , 

ifor tnde hghest management levels through intermediate levels to and iclud.g all 
operating organization positions. These relationships shall be documented and 

updated. as appropriate, in the form of organization char-is, functional descr:ptions of 

dlepartment responsibilities andi relationships, andl lob descriptions for key personnel 

positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These requirements shall ne 

documented in the Updated FSAR.  

2. Th•e Site Executive Officer shall be responsible for overall plant operation, and shall 

have control over those onsite ac-,ivities that are necessary for safe oDeration and 

maintenance of the plant.  

3. The. Chief Nuclear Officer shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptaole 

performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing te.ennical support : 

the plant to ensure nuclear safety.  

4. The individuals who train the operating staff and those who carry out health physics 

and quality assurance functions may report to the appropriate onsiie manager; ' 

h~owever..they shall have sufficient organizational freedom to ensure their 

independence from operating pressures.  

6.2.2 Plant Staff 
'• The plant ýaff organization shall be as follows: 

1. Each shift crew shall be composed of at least the minimum shift crew composition son in Table 6.21 

Amendment No. 6G. 60, 78, 11, 1 ... . A9, 78 203 !G. 220,• "", 28, 
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CTS INSERT add 5.1.1

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.  

( ) CTS INSERT add 5.1.2 

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 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 license shall be designated to assume the control room 
command function.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

Al 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)).  

A2 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.  

A3 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.  

A4 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 Not Used.

Page 1 of 2JAFNPP 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 license 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

Page 2 of 2 Revision BJAFNPP
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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.

Page 1 of 1JAFNPP Revision A
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Responsibility 5.1

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.1 Responsibility 

177 5.1.1 fThe he lan inttndelit shall be responsible for overall .  

operation and shall e legate in writing the succession to this 
responsibility during his absence.  

SThe la~ntor his designee shall approve, prior to, 

•' "-] - implementation, each proposed test, experiment 6 modification to 

systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety. -

•c t 5.1.2 (-The 9'hift,Supervisor (SS)§shall be responsible for Ihe control 

room command function. Durin anL absence of the 2 S f the 

control room while the sj 0-in MODE 1, 2, or 3, an individuall 
X ) with an active Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license shall be 

designated to assume the control room command function. Durin 

any absence of the SS• from the control room while the n s in p 
MODE 4 or 5, an individual with an active SRO license or eactor 

Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room 

command function.

5.0-1
e 40~*1 ~
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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)

PAl 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).

Page 1 of 1JAFNPP Revision A
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Responsibility 
5.1 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.1 Responsibility 

5.1.1 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.  

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

AmendmentJAFNPP 5.0-1
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r6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS• ,, 

Administrative Controls are the means by which Plant operations are sut))act t 

management control. Measures specified in this section provide for the aSS~gr..rent of 

responsibilities. plant organization, staffing qualifications and related requiremen-s 

review and audit mechanisms, procedural controls and reporting requirements. Eachn -f 

These measures are necessary to ensure safe and efficient facility operation.c 

6.1 RESPONSIBILITY 

I 

The Site Executive Officer is responsible for sate operation of the plant and snall 

blt durin hisabec

6.2 
J•., 6.2.1

ORGANIZATION 

Facility Manaoement and Technical Support 

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for plant opera:;on and corporate 

management, respectively. The onsite and offsite organizations shall include tne 

positions for activities that affect the safety of the nuclear power piant.

[,2.1. •ij 1. Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall be estabiished and defined 

for the highest management levels through intermediate levels to and including all 

operating organization positions. These relationships shall be documented and 

tupdated, as appropriate, in the form of organization charts, functional descriptions of 

Adepartment responsibilities and relationships. and job descriptions for key personnel 

positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These requirernts,,shal b " 

ocumented in the Updated FSAR. E,- -" •o- e ý-r- f*Ye A 

L•'.1 , • 2. The tive icer hall be responsible for verall plant opeýation, and shall 

have control over those onsite activities that are necessary for safe operation and 

maintenance of the plant. 5. ev e c¢rpaor c r'es Ype ,s ;i 1y I ',o W•-- DA3 

- ' 3. TheChihef i uclearifficer shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptaole 

performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing technical suppor to 

the plant to ensure nuclear safety.

6.2.2

4. The individuals who train the' operating staff and those who carry out e p icS 

and quality assurance functions may report to the appropriate onsite manager; 

.1iiowever.-they shall have sufficient organizational freedom to ensure Their 
independence from operating pressures.  

Plant Staff 

The plant taff organization shall be as follows: 

1. Each shiflcrew shall be co posed of at least th minimum shift cre composio 
shown ,/ Table 6.2-1:/

Amendment No. 60. 60. 71, 441, 14G. ;7, ;167., ;93. 2;0, 228, 2S
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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.  
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* During startup r planned shut 6wn; both in Cont I Room.  

(STA) - S ft Technic Advisor 
(RO) - censed R ctor Operator 

(C.R.) - Control R m 

Amendment No. 44-1-,268 
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ýAn SRO oy an SRO with Bflicense limiteoflha nghlldr y supe~rvise a Core Altoorataions. This Aderon shall hay•noo other, ries during t 'stimeý'

Z .2 (J In the event ofjlinWýunexpected absence, up to two (2) hours is allow to restoreý 

L!. 2. c the shift crew to the minimum complemen 

The erations nager or 4sistant iperations age h anager d oom u rvi hall hold an SRO license n e or clear and 
nto elanaaaaaaaaaR lioen_ or an S ice 

C2 ,Administrativ roce u a be developed and implemented to limit the working 

hours of who perform safety-related functions;(e.g.,, nior kactor perators ."' , 

auxiliary operators, and maintenance personnel 

eque s verageshallbe maintained without routine heavyuse o overtim . The 
objective4shalue to hav rating personnel 'rk a normal 8 12 hours a d 
nominal 4 our week, w" the plant is o i-n/g 

However in the event t unforeseen blems require s stantial amo ts of overtime LA 
to be or during ended period of shutdown for ueling, major aintenance or 

majo odifications, n a temporary asis, the followi guidelines sh I be followed: 

a. An individual s uld not be pe ed to work mo than 16 hours traight, excu g 
shift turnover me.  

b. An individu should not permitted to w more than 1 ours in any 2 hour 
period, n more than 2 hours in any 4 our period, n more than 72 hours in 
any 116 our period, a excluding shift umover time.  

c- A ak of at least e ht hours shoul be allowed betw n work periods shift 
tuu over time can included In the reaktime.  

d. xcept durin ended shutdow periods, the u of overtime shoul be consi ered I ~ ~ 1 1 iv- .idurin hai and nhutdor the uni sa shou aons 

"o indivu " 
Any deviation from the guidelines shall be authorize by t ej~it 6xe 

S or•• a=n ag- r - ations.f h:igher lev- ma oe m , in accordance 
S• • esta-blished rocedures and with documentation of the basis or ranting the 

eviation., ntrols-all be incl ed in t1 rocedures ch that indivk al ove Irsha P 
Sv ed m on by the NeExecuti Officer or sd 

n ot authourized.• outine deviation from th uidelines j• .  

Tm1 riv. ho otr h ie 

S| .~~~not authorie ., 7 

~A0LLV A ?~At w rsa.c OJI9V 

Amendment No. 49, 111, 130, 137, 178, 4190, 213, 22-, 244, 270 
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CTS INSERT 247a-1 CLA?
The controls shall include guidelines on working hours that ensure adequate 
shift coverage shall be maintained without routine heavy use of overtime.

CTS INSERT 247a-2 L oft
Controls shall be included in the procedures to require a periodic independent 
review be conducted to ensure that excessive hours have not been assigned.  
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6.3 PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

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

qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable positions; except for the radiation Sprotection manager who shall meet or exceed the qualifications of Regulatory Guide I • 
1.81.8, September 1975./ 

6.3.2 hall4eet or exceed the minimumnreguirnent f -ner Olgjton I (Co~mpp-n5 SRUI/ TA Positon) or 135pion 2, Wonf, nueduse 

f1,s.2, Pl Sttin a defined in the Commission Policy Statement -n Engieenng rti-,se on Shift, published in the October 28, 1985 Federal Register (50 FR 43621).! (whrtis 

(invoking•ton 1-, te :5 1P roema b filled by tbt Shift Mang@L'e or Contmo 

6.3.3 Any dev~itio-s wilbe jus ied to the nor to an individ al's filling of o pd of these, 

NOTE: /1i0 

(1) i1ne 13 individuals Who hold SRO licenses, and have completed the FitzPatrick 
ý Advanced Technical Training Program prior to the issuance of License Amen dme 

111, shall be considered qualified as dual-role SRO/STAA.•/-

6.4 ETRAINING ANND REPLACEMENT TININ 
Atraining program shall bemaintaine under thee direction of te Training Manager to' 

assure overall proficiency of the plant staff organization. It shall consist of both 
retraining and replacement training aandd shall meet or exceed the minimum 

7rquirements 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 th eualificationn reequirements of 10 CFR 55.5•q--'' 

6.5 REVIEW AND AUDIT C Stee. VTý -te 

lReview requirements are completed by using-designat-ed technical 
Sreviewersiqualified safetty 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 procedure review and approval process shall be controlled and implemented by 
administrative procedure(s).  

6.5.0.2 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.  

Amendment No. 22, 31, 67, 99, 111, 1341, 137, 17, 190, 218, 222. 228, 270 
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7 0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

-7-REPQNýSIBILITýY

a. The Site Executive Officer shall nave direct responsibility for assuring the operatio 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 succession to ths / 

responsibility during his absence.

b. Implementatio• the Radioiod'el Effluent Tachnl aSpecificstion~s,ýtne• " ••responsibility •f the Genera aenager - Operations, with the as sK'nce of 7the pýln; 

•staff organi ti'ton. ...

Written procedures and administrative policies shall be established, implemented and ' 

maintained that meet or exceed the requirements and recommendations of Section 5 
"Facility Administrative Poiicies and Procedwres* of ANSI 18.7-1, 972 and Regulatory 
Guide 1.33, November 1972, Appendix A. In addition, procedures shall be estabitsned,.  
implemented and maintained for the PCP, ODCM, and Quality Control Program for / 
effluent and environmental monitoring using the guidance in Regulatory Guide 4.1,• 

evision 1_.

a.

Amendi

nned Liquid and Gaseous Releases

The limits for radioactive materials contained in liquid and gaseous ef 

contained in Specifications 2.3, 3.3 and 3.4.  

Environmental Samples Exceeding Limits of Table 6.1-2 

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

requirements.  

Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Report 

Routine Radioactive Effluent Release Reports covering the operation of the unit during 

thi previous 6 months of operation shall be submitted within 60 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 BWadioactive 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, 
Evaluating, and Reporting Radioactivity in Solid Wastes and Releases of 
Radioactive Materials in Liquid and Gaseous Effluents from Light-Water-Cooled 

Nuclear Power Plants". with data summarized on a quarterly basis following the 
\,.format of Appendix B thereof. , 

ment No. 83, 2Q3, 25q 
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

Al 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)).  

A2 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 

A3 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.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

A4 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.  

A5 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, 
Revision 1, is considered administrative, and has no adverse impact on 
safety.  

A6 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.  

A7 CTS 6.2.2.5 requires that the Shift Manager and Control Room Supervisor 
hold an SRO license: and that the Senior Nuclear Operator and the 
Nuclear Control Operator hold an SRO or an RO license. Operator 
licensing requirements for these positions are adequately addressed in 
10 CFR 50.54(0) 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.  

A8 CTS 6.3.2 is 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.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

A9 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.  

A1O 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) 

LA1 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) 

LA1 (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.  

LA2 CTS 6.2.2.6 requires limits on the working hours of the plant staff, and -Zt 

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 r 
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 licensee resources 
associated with processing license amendments to these requirements will 
be reduced. Therefore, relocation of these details is acceptable. This 2 
change is consistent with generic change traveler TSTF-258, R4.  

LA3 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 is no 
change in the overall operational requirements. Furthermore, NRC and

Revision HJAFNPP Page 4 of 5



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC) 

LA3 (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.  

LA4 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 (i) 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 licensed 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.  

LA5 Details in CTS RETS 7.1b that specify the responsibility, of the General 
Manager-Operations, to the implementation of the Radiological Effluent 
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.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC) 

Li Not used.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS 

None
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Organization 

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
(NSHC) FOR LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES



NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC) 

Li CHANGE 

Not used.
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Organization 
5.2 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.2 Organization 

( -24] 5.2.1 Onsite and Offsite Organizations 
L• Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for ?A 

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 '! * p', positions. These relationships shall be documented and I" 

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 
srequirements shall be documented in theand; 

updThe dasant pproprie, shall be responsible for overall 
•6.§Z./. 

safe operation of the plant and shall have control over those onsite activities necessary for safe operation and maintenance of the plant; in t 

3,1• c. The a ec if • corp r~ e ex tive l: ition • shall have 
e .corptora e responsibiity or overa pant 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 
, 74 d. The individuals who train the operating staff, carry out 

-4- ...•j•tr M, or perform quality assurance functions may 
report to the appropriate onsite manager; however, these 

-l (a A e-, , v.' • individuals shall have sufficient organizational freedom to 
ensure their independence from operating pressures.  

f 5.2.2 
The sustaff organization shall include the following: 

• a. A nlcen d oper or s hall be assigned o eachneactor '" ~o at n q n ane~ii n no -~ cp rto r 

,pt J e la 5 lo', M he .conie 
(continued) 
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ITS INSERT 5.2.1-1 0A 

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

Insert Page 5.0-2



Organization 5.2

5.20Oroanization

5.2.2

[,, ".Z. I,]

Er6 .

(continued)
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REVISION H

a if . oLeraff cat i n uOE e, do 3. ./•c ...........  1 be assignetd for each c •ftrol room from ch a rat 
~is onet inui DE;S!1c2 , r 3 

Sh uif cecopsiteson may beoeshnthe mitssutonimdeuml 

requi a total of thri non-licensed 2 erats iord o 

provided 0 dicensed act on r Operato restr ll e pshi t 
cm ost room w n t is int r e reactor In 

\addition• while the uAit is in MODE 1) 2, or 3,[ at least one/,--.  

SlicenseSenior Reactr Operator (S shall b present is• Ir .  
Lthe co frol room.t 

i 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.g 
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 
coosition to within the minimum requirements.

O•P -" ' ýtewhet F 

•( Hea J•Phys ic Techn~icia•nV sshal III on sit whn fuel is 

in the reactor. The position may be vacant for not more 
than 2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence, 

S provided immediate action is taken to fill the required 

-- ) 
• -e 

•'• Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemented 
to limit the working hours of who perform safety 

related functions (e.g., licensed•, licensed 
SO , auxiliary operators and key maintenance •-c-+ 
personnel). M*VVe&5~4b~toS(Os (c 

Adequate shift cover e shall be matained withoý" routin 
heavy use of overl . The obje ove shall be have 
operating persor Fel work an [ or 12] hour , nominal 
40 hour week w.ile the unit i operating. wever, in the 
event that un oreseen problem require subst ntial amounts 
of overtime t be used, or du ing extended eriods of 

shutdown for/refueling, maj maintenance or major plyit 
modificati , on a tem y basis the lowing guidelines 
shall be ollowed: tempo 

1. A individual ould not be itted to wor more than 
hours str ght, excludin shift turnove time;
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Organization 5.2

5.2 Organization 

5.2.2 f (con t inued)

The tperations .anager or issistant erations anage 
shall hold an SRO license. _.

- L. z-2I-
I shall provide advisory echnical support to the ýhjff uupervisor (SS) in the areas_) 

of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering, and plant 
awith re ard to the safe operation of the <3.  

n , shall meet the qualifications specified by 

the Commisslon Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on 

e te-• (sz, -c'? q
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INSERT 5.2.2-1 

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 Tt:2-/ 

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

PLANT SPECIFIC WORDING PREFERENCE OR MINOR EDITORIAL IMPROVEMENT (PA) 

PAl 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) 

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.  

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.  

DIFFERENCE BASED ON PENDING TRAVELER (TP) 

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, R1.
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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: 

b. 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; 

c. 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 

d. 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.  

(continued)
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Organization 
5.2 

5.2 Organization (continued) 

5.2.2 Plant Staff 

The plant staff organization shall include the following: 

a. 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.  

b. 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.  

c. 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.  

d. Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemented 
to limit 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.  

e. The operations manager or assistant operations manager shall 
hold an SRO license.

Amendment (Rev. H)JAFNPP 5.0-3



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).

Amendment (Rev. H)JAFNPIP 5.0-4
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Plant Staff Qualifications 

MARKUP OF CURRENT TECHNICAL 
SPECIFICATIONS (CTS)



JAFNPP 

S'J] 6.3 PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 'C
6.3.1 The minimum qualifications with reard to ducational background and experience for 

plant staff positions afownfFSAR FFgu .2- hall meet or exceed the minimum 
qualifications of ANSI N16.1-1971 for compara e positions; except for the radiation 

P~r i protection manager who shall meet or exceed the qualifications of Regulatory Guide 
1.8, September 1975.1 

6.3. Th Shn T ~ ni.= dvis r ¢ TA) she mot r exceed the minimum requirements o 
either Option I (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: 

(1) 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 
A training program shall be maintained under the direction of the Training Manager to l aassure 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.  

56.5.0 REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF PROGRAMS AND PROCEDURES 

6 6.5.0.1 The procedure review and approval process shall be controlled and implemented by 

6.5.0.2 Each program and procedure required by Specification 6.8 and other procedures that 0 
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.  

r 

Amendment No. 22, 1, 467, 99, 111, 134, 137, 178, 190, 248, 222, 228., 270 4L 

248 

REVISION H



CTS INSERT 248-1

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).
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.3 - PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

Al 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)).  

A2 Not used.  

A3 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.  

A4 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.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE r4 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC) 

None
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.3 - PLANT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC)

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS

None
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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.

Page 1 of 1 Revision AJAFNPP
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Unit Staff Qualifications 5.3

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.3 r Staff Qualifications

Reviwer -- e:-- -i-i-.m ualifl ations for membersod the unit staff-hall_ be pec •e byus ofan v•Pllqualification s t~ mentireferen 4,g. an ANSI 
beusped i! ee rlby us e firs anho v prfe abe hoe _rth 
Standar acceptable to th •RC staff or by spec~i ying indivdaloition 

secdd method is adaptabl sto those unit staffs requiring speel 

qualification statemen gbecause oof uuniquee anztonal stictures.  

5.3.1 Each member of the • staff shall me rece h iiu 
ofliic! Ra. egulatory G de 1.0, Keylslion -19l8/ .r mot 

ecený! ,ns, r ANSI St a accept et h tf] 

I~he staf covered bby eulat ory Gu*de .8]shlmeto 

...... C+Arrantahle to NCsa
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Insert 5.3-1 L 

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.  

INSERT 5.3-2 

5.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator 
(SRO) and licensed 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).

v4.  

72 
C) 

'4..  
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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) 

TA1 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) 

Xl 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. /

Page 1 of 1JAFNPP 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).

Amendment (Rev. H)5.0-5JAFNPP
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(A) The ronensan the Chamsmao o te ncRrwd Ol n otrepfet pursuant to urh .  
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( it) E cuh R veortatic Evrt shall tie re port to the PORCh i h results ofe the w 

sial be submitted to mhef Nuc Ofr ft Director Regulata Affairs and 
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Specil! Proieitl 

()If a safety limit is exce=eded the reactor shall be shut dlown and reactor operationshall• 

onty be resumed in accordance wit the provisions of 10 CFR 50.315.()().  

i Site Executive Officelr. The Che Nula Officer, the DWco Reglator Affaliers and i 

Special Projects, an Mhe Chimr of Ow SRC wig be noife within 24 hours.  

(C The PORC shall prelpare a completel invesitigtidve report of .ahsft imtv~t 

Spreceldingl te occurrence, (2) effects of the occurrence upo faility component 

systems or strucure .an (3) corrctiv act ion r" ..e .toprvet e fc. The 
| Site Executive Officer &halfl forward thisereport to th Chief Nula Offiert, the 

tDirecor Re ulatlory Affalirs ii Maip,,=•e •_• ;mad the SRC, and the |

(Al Written procedures a shal be established, iplemented,

and maintained 

tANSI 1o,1ethe require-iet - an•nd rMecomr' of ei5o'0-

Sr-ý •, 4brecornmended in Appendix A of Regulatory Guide 1.33, November 1972.  
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JAFNPP 

•_.T• 7.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS L/.- T"'S r•.#, " 

a. The Site Executive Officer shall have direct responsibility for assuring the operation of 
t{he James A. FitzPatrick Plant is conducted in such a manner as to provide continuing 

protection to the environment and shall delegate in writing the succession to this 
QM eresponsirility duringchessabsenoe.his 

b. Implementation of the Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications is the 
"responsibility of the General Manager - Operations, with the assistance of the plant 
: sta tff o rg aniz atio n . e .... f, 

~ 72/ PROCEDURES IA 

E',. j• Written procedures n adinistraTyve pWies•shall be established, implemented and 
maintained hat eel or ex ~ed the require / nts and recomZenaos of 7c--ction 5 ....  

"•Facility Admi fistrative P~'icies and Proce res" of ANSI o 8.7-1972 And W~e ulatory. -• 

4•uide 1.33, lovern~e go/ endix AIn addition ~oeures shall be establish~ed. 

implemented and maintained for the P , ODCM, and Quality Control Program for 
['• "'•' effluent and environmental monitoring sing teuidance ipe e u a or • 4.1 l A 

7.3 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

a. Planned Liquid and Gaseous Releases 

The limits for radioactive 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 6.1 .b for reoorting 
requirements.  

c. Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Report 

Routine Radioactive Effluent Release Reports covering the operation of the unit during 
the previous 6 months of operation shall be submitted within 60 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, 
Evaluating, and Reporting Radioactivity in Solid Wastes and Releases of 
Radioactive Materials in Liquid and Gaseous Effluents from Light-Water-Cooled 
Nuclear Power Plants", with data summarized on a quarterly basis following the 
format of Appendix B thereof.  

Amendment No. 83, 293, 

66 ThcJ -o£ 
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

Al 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)).  

A2 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 
technical requirements, it is administrative and has no adverse impact 
on safety.  

A3 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

Page 1 of 2JAFNPP 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 controlled 
through Technical Specifications. Thts 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

Page 2 of 2 Revi si on AJAFNPP
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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.

Page 1 of 1 Revi si on AJAFNPP
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Procedures 5.4

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

____ 5.4 Procedures

& q. p,] 5.4.1 

Cýgý5 -7.2-l 

EM 1]

Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and 

maintained covering the following activities: .  

a. The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory 
Guide 1.33, •vio 11Appendix A, e -r 

b. The emergency operating procedures required to implement the 

requirements of NUREG-0737 and(" UREG-0737, Supplement 1, 
as stated in &eneric Letter 82_ 33 

c. Quality ass~rce for effluent and environmental monitoring; 

d. Fire Pro ec on Program-iWIpementation; n 

e. All programs specified in Specification 5.5.

(I' I.,
CE W 5.0-6T5.0-6
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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 Appendix 17.2B.  

PLANT SPECIFIC WORDING PREFERENCE OR MINOR EDITORIAL IMPROVEMENT (PA) 

PAl 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 
reflect the 
NUREG-0737,

brackets have been removed and the information revised to 
addition of requirements consistent with NUREG-0737 and 
Supplement 1 and Generic Letter 82-33 (MD).

Page 1 of 1 Revision AJAFNPP
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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. All programs specified in Specification 5.5.

Amendment5.0-6JAFNPP
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S!.0 nrFTNITTONS 

A. Dose Equivalent T-132,r 

The Dose Equivalent 1-131 is the concentration of :-131 

(microcuries/gram) which alone would produce the same thyroid dose as 

the quantity and isotopic mixture of 1-131, 1-132, 1-133, 1-134 and 
1-135 actually present. The thyroid dose conversion factors used for 
this calculation shall be those listed in International Conmiission on 
Radiological Protection Publication 30 (ICRP-30), "Limits for Intake 
by Workers" or in NRC Regulatory Guide 1.109, Revision 1, October 
1977.  

B. Instrument Channol calibration
See Appendix A Technical Specifications.  

C. Tnrt"ument Channe1 Funntioinal Test 

See Appendix A Technical Specifications.  

D. !Lnqtr-umSn Check 
See Appendix A Technical Specifications.  

E. Laic System Punction Test 
See Apppendix A Technical Specifications.

Members(A) of the Public 

Member(s) of the Public includes all persons who are not 
occupationally 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. Also excluded from this cateqory 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.  

G. Offaas Treatment Sv.tem 
The Offgas Treatment System is the system designed and installed to: 
reduce radioactive 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. _

I

Offaite Dose URaIculMat)io Mna1 tOldM1

The ODOI describes the methodology and parameters to be used in the 
calculation of offsite doses due to radioactive gaseous and liquid 
effluents and in the calculation of gaseous and liquid effluents 
monitoring instrumentation alarm/trip set points and in the conduct 
of the environmental monitoring program.  

See Appendix A Te Specifications.  

Amendment so. .93.,. 26e,,268
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A.  

I.  

C.

. 2
DOS! CALCULATION MAMNUL f OCM)

A. The ODOC shall describe" te methodology and parameters 
to be used in the calculation of off$its doses due to 
radioactive gaseous and liquid effluents and in tae 
calculation of gaseous and effluents monitoring 
instrumentation alarm/trip setpoints/eons sten W1.  

aappe Icae .=s Ataine t ese echnica 

I. shall maintai d at the lant an sthall 
epted hodolo a and ca ulation 

ures.
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?"SS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP) 

The PCP shall be a Manual containing operational infornaejo 
concerning the solidification of radioactive wastes from 
liquid systems.  

The PCIP shall be maintained at the plant consistent with 
these Technical Specifications and with approved plant 
procedures.  

Revisions of the PC7: 

1. shall be submitted to the Commission in the Semiannual 
Radioactive Zfflusnt Release Report for the period in 
vhich the revisions Were sAd* effective. This submittal 
shall contain: 

a. sufficiently detailed information to support 
the rationale for the revisions without benefit 
of additional information: 

b..__a determination that the revision did not reduce 
the overall conformance of the solidified vaste 
product to ezistinq criteria for solid wastes; 
and 

c. documentation that the revision has been 
reviewed and found acceptable by the PORC.  

2. shall become effective upon issue following review 
and acceptance by the POC.

|
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CTS INSERT 258b-1

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 

Release. reports required by Specification 5.6.2 and Specification 
5.6.3.  

VR1 
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S...., se.4+ie.,, r 
C.[Revisions of the ODCM: Co .~i 

* •1~'. .1 J 1. shall be submitted tto thee Convmissiol ~ the ý ýRadi oactive 
Effluent Release Report for the period in which the revisions were 

M T.S1Z mad. suffe en ceif aion t he le o 

~ a.' sufficiently detailed information to support the rationale for

C,

sub=ated hall onsist of r, ised page(of the Lch c age n re -and provid,, with an' froval 'tAether with appropriate evaluationsDustifying

Sb. a determination that i

6.18 MAJOR MODIFICATIONS TO RADIOACTIVE LIOUID. GASESOUS AND SOLID WASTE 
TREATEMENT SYSTEMS* 

A. Major modifications to radioactive waste systems (liquid, gaseous 
and solid): 

1. shall be reported to the Commission in the Semiannual 
Radioactive 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 

.- - determination that- the modification could made in 
accordance with 10 CFR 50.59; 

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 
involved and the interfaces with other plant systems.  

* Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc. may elect to submit the information called 
for in this Specification as f the annual 0 CFR 50.59 Safety Evaluation 

eprt.

Amendment No. On, " 268
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CTS INSERT 258c-1 (P
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 258c-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 
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protection program without prior approval of the 
Cýmmission only if those changes would not 
adversely affect the ability to achieve and 

•• •cafe shutdown in the *evn• of a fire./

C�zJ
leakage from the systems outside containment that would 
or could contain highly radioactive fluids during a 
serious transient or accident to as low as practical 
levels.j This program shall include the following: 

1. mainenance and periodic 
vvisual inspection requirements, and 

2. 1rýea est requirements for the systems at a 
frequency not to exceed - . cycle intervals.  

The license4\shall implement a program which will 

•sure the bailiy to aldy!ately detek~ine thee 

ai oa, iod n concentrationi areas vi: to the miti aton of orevryfrom accident. hi 

1. Tr *ning of per nnel, 

2. Proce ures for mona. oring. and 

3. Provisio s for mainte nce of sampia and 

analysis quipment.  

--- n sfeshudon i th eentofaeN fire4-

REVISION H

(3) ?

The licensee shall implement and maintain in effect all 
provisions of the approved fire protection program as 
described in the Final Safety Analysis Report for the 
facility and as approved in the SER dated 
November 20, 1972; the SER Supplement No. I dated 
February 1, 1973; the SER Supplement No. 2 dated 
October 4, 1974; the SER dated Auguist 2, 1979: the SER 
Supplement dated October 3. 1980; the SER Supplement 
dated February 13, 1981; the NRC Letter dated 
February 24. 1981; Technical Specification Amendments 
34 (dated January 31, 1978), 80 (dated May 22. 1984).  
134 (dated July 19. 1989). 135 (dated 
September 5, 1989), 142 (dated October 23. 1989), 164 
(dated August 10. 1990), 176 (dated January 16. 1992).  
177 (dazed February 10, 1992). 186 (dated 
February 19, 1993). 190 (dated June 29, 1993). 191 
(dated July 7, 1993), 206 (dated February 28. 1994) and 
214 (dated June 27, 1994); and NRC Exemptions and 
associated safety evaluations dated April 26. 1983, 
July i. 1983, January 11. 1985. April 30, 1986, 
September 15, 1986 and September 10, 1992 sub3ec-t to 
the following provision:

Z
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CTS INSERT 3a-1

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.

a-

-4 

2 2
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(7s~ ~ pOSTACCIDENT SAMPLING PROGRAMr 

m S Imlmnir in intain-ýhf ipsrte 
capability to obtain and analyze reactor coolant, radioactive iodines and particulates in 

plant gaseous effluents, and containment atmosphere samples under accident 

conditions. The program shall include the following: 

A) Training of personnel, 

B) Procedures for sampling and analysis, 

C) Provisions for maintenance of sampling arid analysis

PRIMARY CONTAINMENT L RA TIN P RAM 1('",' "r' ..... . .. le akag rat tes ting of th Pim r 
Conai-nmen as required 1 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 valves 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 testn in the accident direction. If 

potential atmospheri leakage paths (e.g.. valve stem packing) are not subjected to test 

pressure. the portions of th valve not exposed to test _pressure shall be subjected to 

leakage rate measurement du•"ing regularly scheduled Type A testing. A list of these 

valves, the leakage rate measurement method, and the acceptance criteria, shall be 

containew in the Program.  

S. The peak Primary Containment internal pressure for the design basis loss of 
coolant accident (P), is 45 psig.  

"•1 The maximum allowable Primary Containment leakage rate (L,), at P., shall be 

1.5% of primary containment air weight per day.  

The leakage rate acceptance criteria are: 

1. Primary containment leakage rate acceptance critenra is < 1.0 1• 

During unit startup following testing in accordance with tFis program, the 

leakage rate acceptance criteria are < 0.60 L. for the Type B and Type 
C tests and < 0.75 ., for the Type A tests; 

2. Airlock testing acceptance criteria are: 

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

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

3. MSIV leakage rate a =ceotance crifternia is <111.5 scf for each MSlV
when tested at t> 25 psig. • ' .  

.- =The provisions of S .a 4...ontapyt Wtstfeunissw~ 

• .The provisions of are applicable to the Primary Containment

e.~ rAA, Wt -- k~T4aL 

Sp4kfCotili be 41~i~- to 

YnoS~y -tke +0test7~i jce Less P-1e-: 
fr-~ufeSby /0 C '-V %¶ 4peeiA4~ 14Y Z'

pa&ze 8o 4 2-.2-.
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/(1) •The foOllO•iA CtCO[Cl8 shall be ret~ained for the duratOn of the 

1. Records of any drawing Chan a reflecting facility de ign "od4 ications mad* to systems and equipment desctibed the Final 
Safe Analysis aepeot.  

2. Records f new and irradiated fue inventory, fuel transte S and 
assembly Urnup histories.  

3. Records of cility radiation and cc anination surveys.  

4. Recomds of e adtios eipnsure fax al ehividusis entering radi ion 

C rec ofl raining and areiaica: on for current abets of the 

W. ecoirds of ga-seoiuce anlpeiuid perfoa ied pusuianl e tlese to t 

GTeconias ecic io.Ch 

3. Records of taliet Assurance acrivle Cycleqforted by he a iity 
Plsuanc staf .  

10. Records of re ~eva performed for chan;d made to prcediures t S aqipcent of rn views of itnp and experfeotm pursuant tothese T chncr .ospeciictin ofnhs. R n teS 

12. Records ofo ,lio nrasla Oalifiiatios vqch•ire covered unler ite 

13. leo rdis oithle service ifte of all hydraulic and !echanical anubbera, o aiue cfecany safety-r aed syste, 
"m en a at i tsh aevce- lif a oen ts and atsociaed 
metal ti. eso and a imraenanl~e rei.ords asi of the eff e lye datie of tisil } 

10en 30.39 

11 Recrd o M tti ofO?!O th pc ndth 

12 roceadus for pevrson rtQadifiation whitchio to coll repandre thd 

adh ed to for 11 plant op ions. Thei procedufes hlll be \.  

_3_o. et to fa tha radiac eiposuea l r livcd duainn ra•alton asde 
incl ua a ts da elow the 1 sertc lpecifie in 10 and a0 as ocat 

Ptracti le. The p e dures shaldainclude placlig, psesalrltlohe and 

training. or Operatio and saintena e activitte They- hall a a inld xsuealc ne tadiaLl• and contaltalo &tc ontrol \ / 

tehi quesl ad. final deb it.ling.  

O 9ae t da ted Oc to oset 24, 1940 C 

255 

~~e~J4in
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CTS INSERT 255-1

UFSAR Section 4.2 to ensure that components are maintained within 
the design limits.
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3.0 Continued 4.0 Continued 

D. Entry into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION (m-ode) or other that a Surveillance Requirement has not been performed. The 
" specified condition shall not be made when the conditions for the ACTION requirements may be delayed for up to24hust 

Limiting Condition for Operation are not met and the associated permit the completion of the surveillance when the allowable 

T ACTION requires a shutdown If they are not met within a outage time limits of the ACTION requirements are less than 24 

specified time Interval. Entry into an OPERATIONAL hours. Surveillance requirements do not have to be performed 
etCONDITION (mode) or specified condition may be made in on inoperable equipment.  

accordance with ACTION requirements when conformance to 

them permits continued operation of the facility for an unlimited D. Entry into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION (mode) shall not be 

\ period of time. This provision shall not prevent passage through made unless the Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the 

OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS (modes) required to comply with Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed within the 

ACTION requirements or that are part of a shutdown of the plant. applicable surveillance interval or as otherwise specified. This 

SExeptions to these requirements are stated in the individual provision shall not prevent passage through or to Operational 

specifications. Modes as required to comply with ACTION requirements or that • _sp cifi ations._ ___ are part of a shutdown of the plant. /

"I •1, U O Ar'& . • ' .'t.i. V cdI t

30a d
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5.-7. 2. w~u~eallflal• Iintdg!) specified In Section X1 of fth ASME 
C6-1Boller and Pressure Vesse Code and applicsbbles Addend¥ 

S] a~~d'm~mbie iEdsn shellh ppabwfica"MA • 

.... ~ ~ -- • "3." The provisions of lficilttn w•dle applicable to the

perormilllng InserwYce! sting activities.  

• "r,_ bel l•dition t l I.pcfl •,if= nc 
Re•quire tnts.  

C6.5'. l. c-• 5. Nothing In fth ASK*-Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code 

"~~~~~" D T ben c=sonstruedllto suo~lpersede ftm requirements of any 

&rph'&61, ,,+o I-fA .e+o, ,ee+,,•- .

Amendment No. 2.41
30b

'73

REVISION H

44-o



1.0 fcont'dt to,,erform.s; 

en-'-to perform necessary operational activities, deficiency subject to regulatory review.  

S2Aet one door In cti lockmc sad endS. Secondary Contelont Inteariv, - ..(;. Secondary conntainment 
ls" or. deactivatedInthe -- in Atleaity m onetdotrtenreactor prIing Is Inact osd the 

~~~~~~~~~~~~p r n i.-t.. cloosoendc.ito s •r et ]/ ? . .  

"-Jnd "•'• L. 2. The" Standby Gas Treatment System is -aof 

N. w sa -ted powe refers t operation at a reactor 3. All automatic ventilation system isolation valves are J 3. G V 

power o 2. 36 MWt. This is also termed 100 percent operable or secued In the aisolated position.  

power and Is the meximum power leVel authorized by h ---
_...... _ _-_"_,_,_.  

operating license. Rated steam flow, rated coolant flow, __Ilan_ 

rated nuclear system preseure refer to the values of these 
parameters when the reactor is at rated power (Reference The survaill ce raquency not 's I intervals o n ass 

0. ftacto Power Oeration - Reactor power operation is any , A] Not1atLh ionIs i F.[Imoguenc 

operation with the Mode Switch in the Startup/Hot _ 

Standby or Run position with the reactor critical and above D 
I percent rated thermal power. Wekly At et once per 7 days 

Monthly At least once per 31 days 

P. Reactor Vessel Preasaa - Unless otherwise indicated, a ouarterly or At least once per 92 days 

reactor vessel pressures listed In the Technical ever 3 months 

Specifications wre those measured by the reactor vessel Samlennualy or At least once per 164 days 

steam space sensor. 6 months 
A uWly or Yearly At leass nce per 366 do, 

0. Refueling outage is the period of time IBM 16 -oh 

~etw•-i-the shutdown of the unit prior to refueling end 
the startup of the Plant subsequent to that refueling. at At least once per(fiillif731 

d as) .  
H. S&InLJJyI " - The safety lmits are limits within which A • of rctoSA 

the reasonable maintenance of the fuel cladding integrity At0pIce 
end the reactor coolant system Integrity are assured.  
Violation of such a limit Is cause for unit shurdown and 
review by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission before 
resumption of unit operation. Operation beyond such a 

limit may rot in Itself result in serious consequences but it 

Indiate anopowti te"A(( or eyer rT 

Amendment No. 14. 134, 188, 227, 233.29 ~/i
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3.7 (cont'd) 4.7 Icont'd)

I.T.S
qI

B. g-•agihvlb sTw,,-nyst5U B. stmibvy Gas Trestment Svstan 

1. Except as specified in 3.7.3.2 below both circuits of 1. Standby Gas Treatment Sy 

Standby Gee Treatmet System daol be operable at ell performed as Indicated be& 

times, when secondary containment integrity is required.  
a. Once jxN 24 months.

sten surveillance al be 

It 9W be demonstrated that:

111 8. e -

1I) Pressuxe drop across the combined 
high-elficiency and charcoal filters Is s" than 
5.7 in. of water at 1109cfm, and 

121 Ech tjater be disspate greeter than 
29kW of electric powwrIZ lcuiod PbV yfiV•

AmendmentNo. *^, 0. " ,,3. 18 ,69, g1. . 3 _.-,a4, , 2 3 2

161

I



'-- 4 .eu C'e. tlAL1 C-Oul i a 'L&Vje4S e.Y f C' a4q-Q' t-f 

miolty 5"4,= r, -sx;-"4 1,

t.I Cont U1 

[1C t, •ov b. oleasonce duri each sc duled seco rarI 
.•; /| ~ ~ ~T-0 P--,,cin !."r• . .& r•S,- .4 R&J.l•.I a ,/t / " contai*en lek te tethene'ver a tilteri | 

c ane . tereve isk s ,,,' I,•; r•4q.=oI 2 =.-• = tr,. j changed, whenever work is performed that could 
Or"-O, --~-•., affecttjhe filter-svstem efficiency an ain ervals 

*q 600 * W70 sc-vvi 0 othsoutage 

it shall be demonstrated that: 

"1 , ,,- (1) The removal efficiency of the particulate filters L"rvia is not less than 99 ercent basgd on a DOP 
tes er12 a.P.  

1.. ',j (2) The removal efficiency of each of the charcoal 
_filers is not less than 99 percent asdn• '| 

\• u= ,Y/ u.& e IS5 f•.U Hs 2, E ,'.8•C] c. At least once per 24 months orI 1 after any 
S- ructural maintenance on thed:EPA oer orcharcoal 

adsorber housingsor 2L followinq painting, fire, or 
S6e.• w• /.-• x/chemcalrelease s tha aol dversely affect e 

a_ I I - 0/ acoal to perform its inlteraded-• 
in any ventilation zone communicating with 

•.••'1r',/,=e• ••;c•Z=•. \ (1) xgzithr ý days •ermoathat 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 
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 186 degrees F), 
and a relative humidity of at least 70 

(2) .! hirf31 dave o/comoletinj), 20 hours of 
charcoal adsorber operation, t at 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 

Amendment No. 40 , 232, 269 
182 RE 
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3.7 contd) (..•jI • JAFNPP 

3.7 4.7 (cont'd) 

the methyl iodide penetration to be less than or equal to 5 

0, Sd percent when tested in accordance with ASTM D3803
"5 "1989 at a temperature of 30 degrees C 186 degrees F], 

and a relative humidity of at least 70 percent.  
ncper 24 months, automatic initiation of each branch•" 

,. 

/ of the Standby Gas Treatment System shall be 

: 

demonstrated.  

e. Once per 24 months, manual operability of the bypass 

valve for filter cooling shall be demonstrated.  

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: operable immediately and daily thereafter.  

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, 118, 141, 232, 233, 269
183
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3.11 UMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.11 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

3.11 ADDITIONAL SAFETY RELATED PLANT CAPABILITIES 4.11 ADDITIONAL SAFETY RELATED PLANT CAPABIUTIES 

Applies to the operating Status of the main control and Applies to the surveillance requirements for the main relay rooms. and battery room ventilation and cooling. control and relay room, batlter~oom ventilation systems.  

Applies to emgcy service water system and.intake emergency servce water and intake deicing heaters.  
deicing heaters. Obilin: 

•iiBGIJYJUTo verily the operabilit) vilability under conditions 

To assure the availability of the main control and relay for which these capsaiitess oer an essential response to 
room, and battery room ventilation systems, to asstme plant abnomelities.B 
the availability of the emergency service water system 
and intake deicing heaters, under the conditions for 
whidh the capability is an essential response to plant , 3.7 
abnormalities.  

A. Main Control Roam Ventilatio.MinonjlRmVafltg A.~~~~~~~ ManCnrlRo etlto ach of the control room emergency ventilat 

I. The reactor shall not have a coolant ai supply fans and dampers sham be tested for 
temperature grseater than 212 "F and fuel may operabty every 3 months.  
not be handled unless both of the control room 
emergency ventilation air supply fans and fresh The frh ark filter trains shall be tested once 
ai filte trains ae available for normal ever o.n" as follows: L " 
operation except that one emergency 

g.ssute drop test acros tefilter ss 

(~~3 0.3,3 

Amendment No. 231
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3.11 (cont'd,

I to 

omn 

DA\7Z

a • est for c tha rc flte bypass as a 
measure of filter efficiency of at least 99.5%jw

At least once per 24 months or (1) after any structural maintenance on the ý - EPA~f• S charcoal adsorber ho sn or (2) followipa p aIn ting. fire. or chemical re le... g ., . t ha t -c o u l a d v e r s e ly a f f e c t t h e a b il t f t a .  
-charcoal to perform its intended functionCin any ventilation zone conmmunicating with the system, verify:

L.. (1) ithin 3Vldays after emoval 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 

L / , or equal to 5 percent when tested in accordance 
with ASTM D3803-1989 at a temperature of 30 
degrees C 186 degrees F1, and a relative humidity of 
at least 95 percent.  

12) ithin d3ays .f comr etin )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 

SRegulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, 
shows the methyl iodide penetration to be less than 

Lf • i.4 or equal to 5 percent when tested in accordance 
with ASTM D3803-1989 at a temperature of 30 
degrees C 186 degrees F1, and a relative humidity of 
at least 95 percent.  

238
REVISION H

~' '~aACuuJiwa4e -L

Amendment No. l4 1, 129, 102, 233, 269

I I

2.The main control room air radiation monitor salb 

orparable whenever the control room emergency 
ventilation air supply fans and filter trains are required 

Ebeeopeer4a'ble by 3.1 1.A. 1 or filtration of the control ro 
ventilation intake air must be initiated.



CTS INSERT 238-1

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

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 
adversely affect the ability of the filter system to perform the intended 
function in any ventilation zone communicating with the system 

2J 
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LIHITINC CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 
SURVEILLANCE REQIJIREMEWIS

"-1, lcah!i, 

L Applies to tanks located outdoors that do not 

6, . have catch basin. that drain back to the build
tog.

T•o enurh that In the event of an uncontroei 

reise 6f the tank's contents. the resulting 

concentrhtions would be less thin the limith SJaof 10 CFR 20, Appendix D. Table 11, Column 2, , 

et the nearedt surface voter supply In h n un

Th equantity of liquid radioactive materia 

S• o • cntained in a condensate storage tank or 

outside temporSry tank shall be limited 

to 10 caries, excluding Tritium and dis
•~~~olved or entrained opbleJ ee

b. Ulth the qu nt ity of It id radlollctivg am
,torial In/ itnnk .how this limit. e~duce 
/th. tank", raddioac av contet~st within 

I hh e lu .,th tn , 0o.- cd dl st( ý 0 
[€.Des~ eth evntsledln to this condi

•l \ toIn the .e Semiannual Efuent Release

"tThe quantity of radioactive 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 wpekty yhen a doactl qu a 
esng a dto e nk.

L TW . 3 4- 10. 2-3CL.1 d 3. 30 

~J 
0-rr-C9(:Ab1_%0 t- C-,+oS 51Z) - ,L eji

Amendment No. 93
t,5 T S]
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CONFGURATION RISK MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 1C, (L(VI 

The a n plF0oF*r•CRMlProvides a proceduralized risk

informed assessment to manage the risk associated with equipment inoperability.  

The program applies to technical specification structures, systems, or components 

for which a risk-informed allowed outage time has been granted. The program is to 

include the following: 

a. Provisions for the control and implementation of a Level 1 at-power internal 

events PRA-informed methodology. The assessment is to be capable of 

evaluating the applicable plant configuration.  

b. Provisions for performirng an assessment prior to entering the plant 
configuration described by the Limiting Conditions for Operation (LCO) 

c. Provisions for performing an assessment after entering the plant 

configuration described by the LCO for unplanned entry 
into the LCO 40...  

d. Provisions for assessing the need for additional actions after the discovery of 

additional equipment-out-of-service conditions while in the plant 

configuration described by the LCO tio

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

as Level 2 issues and external events, qualitatively or quantitatively. g-v &s-ew,,4e 

SATI A ONITORIN PR RAM Ka.d..-a.c-t! .

The program provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures contained in 

the Main Condenser Offgas Treatment Syste 

he ram sl include he limits for concentration of hydrogen and oxygen in 

the Main Condenser Offgas Treatment System and a surveillance program to ensure 

the limits are maintained. Such limits shall be appropriate to the system's des ign 

criteria (i.e.. whether or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen 

explosion). . a

The provisions ofnd 4.0. are applicable to the4rogram 

furveillance )%quencies.  

G L.j d s ' a. G o - V 'J . o l v t y ' 

~~~_ LOe-&wv (?:i7) car .6~;t 

/e~~~c~~~- 9._6d O&.~
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IMPROVED STANDARD TECHNICAL 
SPECIFICATIONS (ISTS) CONVERSION 

ITS: 5.5 

Programs and Manuals 

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES (DOCs) TO THE 
CTS



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

Al 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)).  

A2 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.  

A3 Not Used.  

A4 Not Used.  

A5 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 
Sections. This change is administrative and has no adverse impact on 
safety.  

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.  

A6 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 P 
Generic Letter 89-01, to the ODCM. The discussion of change for the
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

A6 (continued) 

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.  

A7 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.  

A8 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 licensed 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.  

A9 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. L 
This change is a presentation preference consistent with NUREG-1433, 
Revision 1, does not modify any technical requirements, and is therefore 
administrative only.  

A1O 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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A1O (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 Y 
achieving the specified objective 10 CFR 20 limits.  

Instead of specifying the curie limit for radioactivity in CTS RETS 2.5.  
the proposed ITS 5.5.9.b limits the allowed quantity of radioactivity 
contained in outdoor liquid 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.  

A12 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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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 could 
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 licensee 
controlled documents. The PORC review of ODCM control procedures will 
be relocated with the other review functions to licensee 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 follows: 

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 5X 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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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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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 J/-d 
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 
changes serve to enhance filter OPERABILITY and have no adverse impact 
on safety.  

M3 The CTS is revised to adopt ITS 5.5.10, "Diesel Fuel Oil 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 K 10 mg/l every o 
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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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 
appropriate actions are taken. Since no similar Specification exists, 
this change is more restrictive. This program identifies where a loss 
of safety 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 Operating 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 imposes more rigid 
requirements on plant operation in that the list will be controlled 
through Technical Specifications, and therefore is considered to be more 
restrictive. This change has no adverse impact on safety.
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TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (GENERIC) 

LA1 The details contained in Facility Operating License No. DPR-59, 
paragraph 2.C(5), "Iodine Monitoring Program," are proposed to be 
relocated to the UFSAR. This program is required by the JAFNPP 
commitment to NUREG-0737, Item III.D.3-3. This program contains 
controls to ensure the capability to accurately determine the airborne 
iodine concentration in vital areas under accident conditions. This 
program is designed to minimize radiation exposure to plant personnel 
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. Changes to the UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 
10 CFR 50.59.  

LA2 The details of CTS Table 6.10-1, the list of component cyclic or 
transient limits, 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 
limits 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 limits. 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 
liquid storage tanks is maintained within limits, 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 relocated 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 limits 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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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 proposed to be relocated are not reqired to Y' 
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 provide adequate protection 
of the public health and safety. The TRM willbe 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) 

Li 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 is 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 
performed at a 24 month Frequency. This change is consistent with 

UREG-1433, Revision 1.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC) (continued)
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L2 CTS 4.11.A.1 requires that the CREVAS filter bank pressure drop 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 month Frequency. This is a relaxation of requirements, which is less 
restrictive.  

Periodic testing of Engineered Safeguards filter systems and components 0 
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 fi ter 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.  

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

L3 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.  

L4 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 limiting full stroke time value, the associated component must be 
declared inoperable and the applicable Technical S pecification Action(s) 
entered. This change, which applies SR 3.0.3 to the existing 
requirements, allows 24 hours to perform the required 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.  

L5 A statement of applicability has been added to Facility Operating 
License No. DPR-59, paragraph 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 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 
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) 

existing requirements. The use of the Surveillance interval extension
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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 that results from performing the 
Surveillance at the specified Frequency, and the 24 hour extension 
permits the completion of a Surveillance before corplying 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.  

L6 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 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 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 X 
Surveillance. The basis for this time delay includes consideration of 0) 
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 

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

L7 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, deletion 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.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS 

None
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC) 

Li 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 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. This change does not 
alter any technical requirements. Therefore, 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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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 V 
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.  

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. 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.  

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) 

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. 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 
permits a ± 10% 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 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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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL 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. 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 likely 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.  

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

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (SPECIFIC) 

L4 CHANGE 

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 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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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL 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. 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, 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 likely 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.  

2. 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 new or different type of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated.
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NOSIGNIFICANT 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 likely 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.  

2. 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 new or different type of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated.

Page 8 of 10 Revision AJAFNPP



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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