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Subject Proposed Technical Specification Changes - Section 6. 0, Administrative 

Controls 

Gentlemen: 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation (NMPC) hereby transmits an Application for Amendment 

to Nine Mile Point Unit 1 (NMP 1) Operating License DPR-63. Enclosed are proposed changes 

to the Technical Specifications (TS) set forth in Appendix A to the above mentioned license.  

These changes are included as Attachment A to this letter.  

Section 6.0 of the NMP1 TS delineates the Administrative Controls required at NMP1. Section 

6.0 includes a discussion of plant management responsibilities, station organization, staff 

qualifications and training, review and audit activities, procedures, reporting requirements, 

record retention, high radiation areas, and various plant programs. Recently, Nine Mile Point 

Unit 2 (NMP2) converted to the Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ITS) in License 

Amendment No. 91. Section 5.0 of the NMP2 ITS delineates the Administrative Controls 

required at NMP2. NMPC proposes to revise the format and content of Section 6.0 of the NMP1 

TS in a manner similar to NMP2 ITS Section 5.0; however, changes to incorporate the 

recommendations of Generic Letter 89-01 regarding radiological effluent technical specifications 

(RETS) are not included. Changes associated with RETS and updates to 10 CFR Part 20 

references are the subject of a separate submittal. Consistency between the NMP1 and NMP2 

Administrative Controls TS is necessary to avoid confusion and improve efficiency, since many 

of the processes and programs described are common to both units.  

A "marked-up" copy of the TS pages and the associated supporting information discussing and 

justifying each change are included in Attachment B to this letter. The presentation format is 

similar to that employed in the original NMP2 ITS submittal dated October 16, 1998. Analyses 

demonstrating that the proposed changes to TS Section 6.0 involve no significant hazards 

consideration pursuant to 10 CFR 50.92 are included in Attachment C. NMPC's determination 

that the proposed changes meet the criteria for categorical exclusion from performing an 

environmental assessment is included as Attachment D.  
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Upon NRC approval of this application, NMPC requests that the license amendment be issued 

with at least 90 days allowed for implementation.  

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(b)(1), NMPC has provided a copy of this License Amendment request 

and the associated analyses regarding no significant hazards consideration to the appropriate 

state representative.  

Very truly yours, 

ohn H. Mueller 
Senior Vice President and 
Chief Nuclear Officer 

JHM/DEV/cld 
Attachments 

cc: Mr. H. J. Miller, NRC Regional Administrator, Region I 
Mr. G. K. Hunegs, NRC Senior Resident Inspector 
Mr. P. S. Tam, Senior Project Manager, NRR (2 copies) 
Mr. J. P. Spath 

NYSERDA 
286 Washington Avenue Ext.  
Albany, NY 12203-6399 

Records Management



UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) ) 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation ) Docket No. 50-220 
) 

Nine Mile Point Unit 1 ) 

APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO OPERATING LICENSE 

Pursuant to Section 50.90 of the Regulations of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Niagara 

Mohawk Power Corporation (NMPC), holder of Facility Operating License No. DPR-63, hereby 

requests that Section 6.0 of the Technical Specifications set forth in Appendix A to that license 

be amended. The proposed changes have been reviewed in accordance with Section 6.5 of the 

Technical Specifications (TS).  

Section 6.0 of the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 (NMP 1) TS delineates the Administrative Controls 

required at NMP 1. Section 6.0 includes a discussion of plant management responsibilities, 

station organization, staff qualifications and training, review and audit activities, procedures, 
reporting requirements, record retention, high radiation areas, and various plant programs.  

Recently, Nine Mile Point Unit 2 (NMP2) converted to the Improved Standard Technical 

Specifications (ITS) in License Amendment No. 91. Section 5.0 of the NMP2 ITS delineates the 

Administrative Controls required at NMP2. NMPC proposes to revise the format and content of 

Section 6.0 of the NMPl TS in a manner similar to NMP2 ITS Section 5.0; however, changes to 

incorporate the recommendations of Generic Letter 89-01 regarding radiological effluent 

technical specifications (RETS) are not included. Changes associated with RETS and updates to 

10 CFR Part 20 references are the subject of a separate submittal. Consistency between the 

NMP 1 and NMP2 Administrative Controls TS is necessary to avoid confusion and improve 

efficiency, since many of the processes and programs described are common to both units.  

The proposed changes will not authorize any change in the type of effluents or in the authorized 

power level of the facility. Supporting information and analyses which demonstrate that the 

proposed changes involve no significant hazards consideration pursuant to 10 CFR 50.92 are 

included as Attachment C.  

WHEREFORE, Applicant respectfully requests that Appendix A to Facility Operating License 

DPR-63 be amended in the form attached hereto as Attachment A.  

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

SANDRA A. OSWALD 
Notary Public, State of New York 

No. 010S6032276 
Qualified In Oswego Curnty,_ Byv 

Commission Expires ..J.I ... By 

Senior Vice President and 
Chief Nuclear Officer 

Subscribed and sworn to before 
me on this6*(-'day of Sa, 2001 

NOTARY PUBLIC



ATTACHMENT A

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

Proposed Changes to Technical Specifications

Replace the existing Technical Specification (TS) pages listed below with the attached revised 

pages. The revised pages have been retyped in their entirety, with marginal markings (revision 

bars) to indicate changes to the text.

Remove 
v 
vi 
8 
11 
131 
296 
301 
302 
304 
306 
315 
324 
331 
332 
337 
347 through 374

Insert 
v 
vi 
8 
11 
131 
296 
301 
302 
304 
306 
315 
324 
331 
332 
337 
347 through 374



DESCRIPTION

AMENDMENT NO. 4.44

SECTION 

5.0 Design Features 

5.1 Site 

5.2 Reactor 

5.3 Reactor Vessel 

5.4 Containment 

5.5 Storage of Unirradiated and Spent Fuels 

5.6 Seismic Design 

6.0 Administrative Controls 

6.1 Responsibility 

6.2 Organization 

6.3 Unit Staff Qualifications 

6.4 Procedures 

6.5 Programs and Manuals 

6.6 Reporting Requirements 

6.7 High Radiation Area
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1.28 Ventilation Exhaust Treatment System

A ventilation exhaust treatment system is any system designed and installed to reduce gaseous radioiodine or radioactive 

material in particulate form in effluents by passing ventilation or vent exhaust gases through charcoal adsorbers and/or HEPA 

filters for the purpose of removing iodines or particulates from the gaseous exhaust stream prior to the release to the 

environment. Such a system is not considered to have any effect on noble gas effluents. Engineered Safety Feature (ESF) 

atmospheric cleanup systems are not considered to be ventilation exhaust treatment system components.  

1.29 Venting 

Venting is the controlled process of discharging air or gas from a confinement to maintain temperature, pressure, humidity, 

concentration, or other operating condition, in such a manner that replacement air or gas is not provided or required during 

venting. Vent, used in system names, does not imply a venting process.  

1.30 Reactor Coolant Leakage 

a. Identified Leakage 

(1) Leakage into closed systems, such as pump seal or valve packing leaks that are captured, flow metered and 

conducted to a sump or collecting tank, or 

(2) Leakage into the primary containment atmosphere from sources that are both specifically located and known 

not to be from a through-wall crack in the piping within the reactor coolant pressure boundary.  

b. Unidentified Leakage 

All other leakage of reactor coolant into the primary containment area.  

1.31 Core Operating Limits Report 

The CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT is the unit-specific document that provides core operating limits for the current 

operating reload cycle. These cycle-specific core operating limits shall be determined for each reload cycle in accordance with 

Specification 6.6.5. Plant operation within these operating limits is addressed in individual specifications.

8AMENDMENT NO. 4.42



QAr=TV I IMIT LIMITING SAFETY SYSTEM SETTING

Written procedures will be developed and 
followed whenever the reactor water level is 
lowered below the low-low level set point (5 feet 
below minimum normal water level). The 
procedures will define the valves that will be 
used to lower the vessel water level. All other 
valves that have the potential of lowering the 
vessel water level will be identified by valve 
number in the procedures and these valves will 
be red tagged to preclude their operating during 
the major maintenance with the water level 
below the low-low level set point.  

In addition to the requirement that at least one licensed 
Operator be in the control room when fuel is in the 

reactor, there shall be another control room operator 
present in the control room with no other duties than to 
monitor the reactor vessel water level.

AMENDMENT NO. 142, 143, 153, 168g

b. The IRM scram trip setting shall not exceed 12% 
of rated neutron flux for IRM range 9 or lower.  

The IRM scram trip setting shall not exceed 
38.4% of rated neutron flux for IRM range 10.  

c. The reactor high pressure scram trip setting shall 

be•< 1080 psig.  

d. The reactor water low level scram trip setting 
shall be no lower than -12 inches (53 inches 
indicator scale) relative to the minimum normal 
water level (302'9").  

e. The reactor water low-low level setting for core 
spray initiation shall be no less than -5 feet (5 

inches indicator scale) relative to the minimum 
normal water level (Elevation 302'9").  

f. The reactor low pressure setting for main-steam
line isolation valve closure shall be > 850 psig 
when the reactor mode switch is in the run 
position or the IRMs are on range 10.  

g. The main-steam-line isolation valve closure scram 
setting shall be < 10 percent of valve closure 
(stem position) from full open.

11

•A•TV I IMIT



I IMI'TIrdK - IfA.ITI KI Ip pFlRATI SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

3.3.3 LEAKAGE RATE 

Applicability: 

Applies to the allowable leakage rate of the primary 
containment system.  

Obiective: 

To assure the capability of the containment in limiting 
radiation exposure to the public from exceeding 
values specified in 10 CFR 100 in the event of a loss
of-coolant accident accompanied by significant fuel 
cladding failure and hydrogen generation from a 
metal-water reaction.  

To assure that periodic surveillances of reactor 
containment penetrations and isolation valves are 
performed so that proper maintenance and repairs are 
made during the service life of the containment, and 
systems and components penetrating primary 
containment.  

Specification: 

Whenever the reactor coolant system temperature is 
above 215°F and primary containment integrity is 
required, the primary containment leakage rate shall 
be limited to:

AMENDMENT NO. 142, 159, 170

4.3.3 LEAKAGE RATE 

Applicability: 

Applies to the primary containment system leakage 

rate.  

Obiective: 

To verify that the leakage from the primary 
containment system is maintained within specified 
values.  

Specification: 

a. The primary containment leakage rates shall be 
demonstrated at test schedules and in 
conformance with the criteria specified in the 10 

CFR 50 Appendix J Testing Program Plan as 
described in Specification 6.5.4.  

b. The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are not 
applicable, and the surveillance interval 
extensions are in accordance with the 10 CFR 50 
Appendix J Testing Program Plan.

131
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(2) Dose 

The dose or dose commitment to a member of 
the public from radioactive materials in liquid 
effluents released, from each reactor unit, to 
unrestricted areas (see Figures 5.1-1) shall be 
limited: 

(a) During any calendar quarter to less than 
or equal to 1.5 mrems to the total body 
and to less than or equal to 5 mrems to 
any organ, and 

(b) During any calendar year to less than or 
equal to 3 mrems to the total body and to 
less than or equal to 10 mrems to any 
organ.  

With the calculated dose from the release 
of radioactive materials in liquid effluents 
exceeding any of the above limits, prepare 
and submit to the Commission within 30 
days, pursuant to Specification 6.6.6, a 
Special Report that identifies the cause(s) 
for exceeding the limit(s) and defines the 
corrective actions that have been taken to 
reduce the releases and the proposed 
corrective actions to be taken to assure 
that subsequent releases will be in 
compliance with the above limits.

(2) Dose

Cumulative dose contributions from liquid 
effluents for the current calendar quarter and 
the current calendar year shall be determined 
in accordance with the methodology and 
parameters in the Offsite Dose Calculation 
Manual, prior to each release of a batch of 
liquid waste.

AMENDMENT NO. 1-42-2

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION SRELAC EURMN 1-

(2) Air Dose 

The air dose due to noble gases released in 
gaseous effluents, from each reactor unit, to 
areas at and beyond the site boundary shall 
be limited to the following: 

(a) During any calendar quarter: Less than 
or equal to 5 milliroentgen for gamma 
radiation and less than or equal to 10 
mrads for beta radiation and, 

(b) During any calendar year: Less than or 
equal to 10 milliroentgen for gamma 
radiation and less than or equal to 20 
mrads for beta radiation.  

With the calculated air dose from radio
active noble gases in gaseous effluents 
exceeding any of the above limits, prepare 
and submit to the Commission within 30 
days, pursuant to Specification 6.6.6, a 
Special Report that identifies the cause(s) for 
Exceeding the limit(s) and defines the 
corrective actions that have been taken to 
reduce the releases and the proposed 
corrective actions to be taken to assure that 
subsequent releases will be in compliance 
with the above limits.

(2) Air Dose 

Cumulative dose contributions for the 
current calendar quarter and current calendar 
year for noble gases shall be determined 
monthly in accordance with the method
ology and parameters in the Offsite Dose 
Calculation Manual.

AMENDMENT NO. 1-42

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

301
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(3) Tritium, lodines and Particulates 

The dose to a member of the public from 
iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium and all 
radionuclides in particulate form with half 
lives greater than 8 days in gaseous 
effluents released, from each reactor unit, to 
areas at and beyond the site boundary shall 
be limited to the following: 

(a) During any calendar quarter: Less than or 
equal to 7.5 mrems to any organ 
and, 

(b) During any calendar year: Less than or 
equal to 15 mrems to any organ.  

With the calculated dose from the release of 
iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium and 
radionuclides in particulate form with half 
lives greater than 8 days, in gaseous 
effluents exceeding any of the above limits, 
prepare and submit to the Commission 
within 30 days, pursuant to Specification 
6.6.6, a Special Report that identifies the 
cause(s) for exceeding the limit and defines 
the corrective actions that have been taken 
to reduce the releases and the proposed 
corrective actions to be taken to assure that 
subsequent releases will be in compliance 
with the above limits.

(3) Tritium, lodines and Particulates 

Cumulative dose contributions for the 
current calendar quarter and current calendar 
year for iodine-1 31, iodine-133, tritium and 
radionuclides in particulate form with half 
lives greater than 8 days shall be determined 
monthly in accordance with the method
ology and parameters in the Offsite Dose 
Calculation Manual.

302
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NOTES FOR TABLE 4.6.15-2 

(a) The LLD is defined in notation (a) of Table 4.6.15-1.  

(b) Purge is defined in Section 1.23.  

(c) The principal gamma emitters for which the LLD specification applies exclusively are the following radionuclides: Kr-87, Kr-88, Xe-133, 
Xe-135 and Xe-138 for gaseous emissions and Mn-54, Fe-59, Co-58, Co-60, Zn-65, Mo-99, Cs-134, Cs-137, Ce-141, 1-131 and Ce

144 for particulate emissions. This list does not mean that only these nuclides are to be considered. Other gamma peaks that are 

identifiable, together with those of the above nuclides, shall also be analyzed and reported in the Semi-Annual Radioactive Effluent 

Release Report pursuant to Specification 6.6.3.  

(d) Sampling and analysis shall also be performed following shutdown, startup or an increase on the recombiner discharge monitor of 

greater than 50 percent, factoring out increases due to changes in thermal power level or dilution flow; or when the stack release rate 

is in excess of 1000 pCi/second and steady-state gaseous release rate increases by 50 percent.  

(e) The sample flow rate and the stack flow rate shall be known for the time period covered by each dose or dose rate calculation made in 

accordance with Specifications 3.6.15. b.(1). (b) and 3.6.15.b. (3).  

(f) When the release rate is in excess of 1000 pCi/sec and steady state gaseous release rate increases by 50 percent. The iodine and 

particulate collection device shall be removed and analyzed to determine the changes in iodine-131 and particulate release rate. The 

analysis shall be done daily following each change until it is shown that a pattern exists which can be used to predict the release rate; 

after which it may revert to weekly sampling frequency. When samples collected for 24 hours are analyzed, the corresponding LLD's 

may be increased by a factor of 10.  

(g) When RAGEMS is inoperable the LLD for noble gas gross gamma analysis shall be 1 x 10-.  

(h) Tritium grab samples shall be taken weekly from the station ventilation exhaust (stack) when fuel is offloaded until stable tritium release 
levels can be demonstrated.

AMENDMENT NO. 442 304
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With the calculated doses from the release of 
radioactive materials in liquid or gaseous 
effluents exceeding twice the limits of Specifica
tions 3.6.15.a.(2)(b), 3.6.15.b.(2)(b) and 
3.6.15.b.(3)(b), calculations shall be made 
including direct radiation contributions from the 
reactor units and from outside storage tanks to 
determine whether the above listed 40CFR190 
limits have been exceeded. If such is the case, 
prepare and submit to the Commission within 30 
days, pursuant to Specification 6.6.6, a Special 
Report that defines the corrective action to be 
taken to reduce subsequent releases to prevent 
recurrence of exceeding the above limits and 
includes the schedule for achieving conformance 
with the above limits. This Special Report, as 
defined in 1OCFR Part 20.405c, shall include an 
analysis that estimates the radiation exposure 
(dose) to a member of the public from uranium 
fuel cycle sources, including all effluent 
pathways and direct radiation, for the calendar 
year that includes the release(s) covered by this 
report.

Cumulative dose contributions from direct 
radiation from the reactor units and from 
radwaste storage tanks shall be determined in 
accordance with the methodology and 
parameters in the Offsite Dose Calculation 
Manual. This requirement is applicable only 
under conditions set forth in Specification 
3.6.15.d.

306AMENDMENT NO. 4-42-
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With gaseous radwaste from the main condenser 
air ejector system being discharged without 
treatment for more than 7 days, prepare and 
submit to the Commission within 30 days, 
pursuant to Specification 6.6.6, Special Report 
that identifies the inoperable equipment and the 
reason for its inoperability, actions taken to 
restore the inoperable equipment to OPERABLE 
status, and a summary description of those 
actions taken to prevent a recurrence.  

c. Solid 

The solid radwaste system shall be used in 
accordance with a Process Control Program to 
process wet radioactive wastes to meet shipping 
and burial ground requirements.  

With the provisions of the process control 
program not satisfied, suspend shipments of 
defectively processed or defectively packaged 
solid radioactive wastes from the site.

c. Solid 

The process control program shall be used to 
verify the solidification of at least one 
representative test specimen from at least every 
tenth batch of each type of wet radioactive 
waste (e.g., filter sludges and evaporator 
bottoms).  

(1) If any test specimen fails to verify solidifi
cation, the solidification of the batch may 
then be resumed using the alternative 
solidification parameters determined by the 
process control program.  

(2) If the initial test specimen from a batch of 
waste fails to verify solidification, the 
process control program shall provide for the 
collection and testing of representative test 
specimens from each consecutive batch of 
the same type of wet waste until at least 3 
consecutive initial test specimens 
demonstrate solidification.

AMENDMENT NO. 1-42 315
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With the level of radioactivity (as the result of plant 
effluents), in an environmental sampling medium 
exceeding the reporting levels of Table 6.6.6-1 when 
averaged over any calendar quarter, prepare and 
submit to the Commission within 30 days from the 
end of the affected calendar quarter a Special Report 
pursuant to Specification 6.6.6. The Special Report 
shall identify the cause(s) for exceeding the limit(s) 
and define the corrective action(s) to be taken to 
reduce radioactive effluents so that the potential 
annual dose to a member of the public is less than 
the calendar year limits of Specifications 3.6.15.a.(2), 
3.6.15.b.(2) and 3.6.15.b.(3). When more than one 
of the radionuclides in Table 6.6.6-1 are detected in 
the sampling medium, this report shall be submitted 
if: 

concentration (1) + concentration (2) + 
limit level (1) limit level (2) 

...... >_1.0 

When radionuclides other than those in Table 6.6.6-1 
are detected and are the result of plant effluents, this 
report shall be submitted if the potential annual dose 
to an individual is equal to or greater than the 
calendar year limits of Specification 3.6.15.a. (2), 
3.6.15.b.(2) and 3.6.15.b.(3).

AMENDMENT NO. 442 324
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NOTES FOR TABLE 4.6.20-1 

(a) This list does not mean that only these nuclides are to be considered. Other peaks that are identifiable, together with those of the 

above nuclides, shall also be analyzed and reported in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report pursuant to Specification 

6.6.2.  

(b) Required detection capabilities for thermoluminescent dosimeters used for environmental measurements are given in ANSI N.545 

(1975), Section 4.3. Allowable exceptions to ANSI N.545 (1975), Section 4.3 are contained in the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 Offsite Dose 

Calculation Manual (ODCM).  

(c) The LLD is defined, for purposes of these specifications, as the smallest concentration of radioactive material in a sample that will yield 

a net count, above system background, that will be detected with 95 percent probability with only 5 percent probability of falsely 

concluding that a blank observation represents a "real" signal.  

For a particular measurement system, which may include radiochemical separation: 

LLD 4.66 Sh 
EeVe2.22oYeexp (-,At) 

Where: 

LLD is the "a priori" lower limit of detection as defined above, as picocuries per unit mass or volume, 

Sb is the standard deviation of the background counting rate or of the counting rate of a blank sample as appropriate, as counts per 

minute, 

E is the counting efficiency, as counts per disintegration, 

V is the sample size in units of mass or volume, 

2.22 is the number of disintegrations per minute per picocurie, 

Y is the fractional radiochemical yield, where applicable, 

X is the radioactive decay constant for the particular radionuclide, and 

At for environmental samples is the elapsed time between sample collection, or end of the sample collection period and time of 

counting.  

Typical values of E, V, Y and At should be used in the calculation.  
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NOTES FOR TABLE 4.6.20-1 

It should be recognized that the LLD is defined as a before the fact limit representing the capability of a measurement system and not as an 

after the fact limit for the particular measurement. Analyses shall be performed in such a manner that the stated LLDs will be achieved 

under routine conditions. Occasionally, background fluctuations, unavoidable small sample sizes, the presence of interfering nuclides or 

other uncontrollable circumstances may render these LLDs unachievable. In such cases, the contributing factors shall be identified and 

described in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report pursuant to Specification 6.6.2.

332AMENDMENT NO. 1-42
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If the D/Q value at a new milk sampling location is 
significantly greater (50%) than the D/Q value at an 
existing milk sampling location, add the new location 
to the radiological environmental monitoring program 
within 30 days. The sampling location(s) excluding 
the control station location, having the lowest 
calculated D/Q may be deleted from this monitoring 
program after October 31 of the year in which this 
land use census was conducted. Pursuant to 
Specification 6.6.3 identify the new location(s) in 
the next Semi-Annual Radioactive Effluent Release 
Report and also include in the report a revised 
figure(s) and table for the Offsite Dose Calculation 
Manual reflecting the new location(s).

337
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6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.1 Responsibility 

6.1.1 The plant manager shall be responsible for overall unit operation and shall delegate in writing the succession to this 

responsibility during his absence.  

The plant manager or a designee shall approve, prior to implementation, each proposed test and experiment not 

addressed in the UFSAR or Technical Specifications, and each modification to systems or equipment that affect nuclear 

safety.  

6.1.2 The Station Shift Supervisor - Nuclear (SSS) shall be responsible for the control room command function. During any 

absence of the SSS from the control room while the unit is in the power operating or hot shutdown conditions, an 

individual with an active Senior Reactor Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room command 

function. During any absence of the SSS from the control room while the unit is in the cold shutdown or refueling 

conditions, an individual with an active Senior Reactor Operator license or Reactor Operator license shall be designated 

to assume the control room command function.  

6.2 Organization 

6.2.1 Onsite and Offsite Organization 

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for unit operation and corporate management, respectively. The 

onsite and offsite organizations shall include the positions for activities affecting the 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. The organization charts and the plant specific titles of those personnel fulfilling the 

responsibilities of the positions delineated in these Technical Specifications shall be documented in the UFSAR.  

The functional descriptions of departmental responsibilities and relationships, and job descriptions for key 
personnel positions shall be documented in procedures.  

b. A specified corporate 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.  

c. 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.

347
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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.  

6.2.2 Unit Staff 

The unit organization shall be subject to the following: 

a. At least two non-licensed operators shall be assigned when the unit is in the power operating 
condition; and at least one non-licensed operator shall be assigned when the unit is in the hot shutdown, 

cold shutdown, or refueling conditions. In addition, if the process computer is out of service for greater 

than 8 hours, at least three non-licensed operators shall be assigned when the unit is in the power operating, 

hot shutdown, cold shutdown, or refueling conditions.  

b. The Shift Crew Composition may be one less than the minimum requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) 

and Specification 6.2.2.a for a period of time not to exceed two 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. An individual qualified to implement radiation protection procedures 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 

of on-duty personnel, 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 Operators, licensed Operators, key radiation 
protection personnel, 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 above guidelines shall be authorized in advance by the plant manager or the plant 

manager's designee, in accordance with approved administrative procedures, 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.
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e. As a minimum, either the Manager Operations or the General Supervisor Operations shall hold a senior 

reactor operator license.  

f. The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall provide advisory technical support to the shift supervision in the 

areas of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering, and plant analysis with regard to the safe operation of 

the unit. In addition, the STA shall meet the qualifications specified by the Commission Policy Statement on 

Engineering Expertise on Shift.  

6.3 Unit Staff Qualifications 

6.3.1 Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for 

comparable positions, except for; the Manager Operations who, in lieu of meeting the senior reactor operator 

license requirements of ANSI N18.1-1971, shall 1) hold a senior reactor operator license at the time of 

appointment, or 2) have held a senior reactor operator license at Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1 or at a 

similar unit, or 3) have been certified for equivalent senior reactor operator knowledge; and the radiation 

protection manager who shall meet or exceed the qualifications of Regulatory Guide 1.8, September 1975.  

6.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator and a licensed Reactor Operator are those 

individuals who, in addition to meeting the requirements of Specification 6.3.1, perform the functions described in 

10 CFR 50.54(m).  

6.4 Procedures 

6.4.1 Written procedures and administrative policies shall be established, implemented and maintained that meet or exceed 

the requirements and recommendations of Sections 5.1 and 5.3 of ANSI N18.7-1972 and cover the following 

activities: 

a. The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.33, Appendix A, November 3, 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 for radioactive effluent and radiological environmental monitoring; 

d. Fire Protection Program implementation; and 

e. All programs specified in Specification 6.5.
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6.5 Programs and Manuals

6.5.1 Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) 

Changes to the ODCM shall be reported to the Commission in the Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Report for 

the period in which the change(s) was made effective. This submittal shall contain: 

a. Sufficiently detailed information to totally support the rationale for the change without benefit of additional or 

supplemental information. Information submitted should consist of a package of those pages of the Offsite 

Dose Calculation Manual to be changed, together with appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the 

change(s); 

b. A determination that the change will not reduce the accuracy or reliability of dose calculations or setpoint 

determinations; and 

c. Documentation of the fact that the change has been reviewed and found acceptable.  

6.5.2 Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment 

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those portions of systems outside containment that could 

contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to levels as low as practicable. The systems 

include Core Spray, Containment Spray, Emergency Cooling, Shutdown Cooling, Reactor Cleanup, Vacuum Relief, 

Reactor Water Sampling, Containment Atmosphere Dilution (CAD) H20 2 Monitor, Drywell Containment Atmosphere 

Monitoring (CAM), Post Accident Sampling, Radioactive Gaseous Effluent Monitoring (RAGEMS), Offgas Effluent Stack 

Monitoring (OGESMS), and Post Accident Vent to Reactor Building Emergency Ventilation. The program shall include 

the following: 

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection requirements; and 

b. System leak test requirements for each system at 24 month intervals.  

The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are applicable to the 24 month frequency for performing system leak test 

activities.  
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6.5.3 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program 

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases of these Technical Specifications.  

a. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate administrative controls and reviews.  

b. Licensees may make changes to the Bases without prior NRC approval provided the changes do not involve 

either of the following: 

1. A change in the TS incorporated in the license; or 

2. A change to the UFSAR or Bases that requires NRC approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59.  

c. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that the Bases are maintained consistent with 

the UFSAR.  

d. Proposed changes that meet the criteria of 6.5.3.b above shall be reviewed and approved by the NRC prior 

to implementation. Changes to the Bases implemented without prior NRC approval shall be provided to the NRC 

on a frequency consistent with 10 CFR 50.71 (e).  

6.5.4 10 CFR 50 Appendix J Testing Program Plan 

a. A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of the containment as required by 10 CFR 

50.54(o) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B. This program shall be in accordance with the guidelines 

contained in Regulatory Guide 1.163, entitled "Performance-Based Containment Leak-Test Program," dated 

September 1995 with the following exceptions: 

1. Type A tests will be conducted in accordance with ANSI/ANS 56.8-1994 and/or Bechtel Topical Report 

BN-TOP-1, and 

2. The first Type A test following approval of this Specification will be a full pressure test conducted 

approximately 70, rather than 48, months since the last low pressure Type A test.  
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6.5.4 10 CFR 50 Appendix J Testing Program Plan (cont'd) 

b. The peak calculated containment internal pressure (Pac) for the design basis loss of coolant accident is 35 psig.  

c. The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate (La) at Pac shall be 1.5% of primary containment air weight 

per day.  

d. Leakage Rate Surveillance Test acceptance criteria are: 

1. The as-found Primary Containment Integrated Leak Rate Test (Type A Test) acceptance criteria is less than 

1.0 La.  

2. The as-left Primary Containment Integrated Leak Rate Test (Type A Test) acceptance criteria is less than or 

equal to 0.75 La, prior to entering a mode of operation where containment integrity is required.  

3. The combined Local Leak Rate Test (Type B & C Tests including airlocks) acceptance criteria is less than 

0.6 La, calculated on a maximum pathway basis, prior to entering a mode of operation where containment 

integrity is required.  

4. The combined Local Leak Rate Test (Type B & C Tests including airlocks) acceptance criteria is less than 

0.6 La, calculated on a minimum pathway basis, at all times when containment integrity is required.  

e. The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 do not apply to the test frequencies specified in the 10 CFR 50 Appendix 

J Testing Program Plan.  

6.5.5 Radiation Protection Program 

Procedures for personnel radiation protection shall be prepared consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR Part 20 and shall 

be approved, maintained and adhered to for all operations involving personnel radiation exposure.  

6.6 Reporting Requirements 

The following reports shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.  

6.6.1 Occupational Radiation Exposure Report 

A tabulation shall be submitted on an annual basis which includes the number of station, utility and other personnel (including 

contractors) receiving exposures greater than 100 mrem/yr and their associated man rem exposure according
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6.6.1 Occupational Radiation Exposure Report (cont'd) 

to work and job functions; e.g., reactor operations and surveillance, inservice inspection, routine maintenance, special 

maintenance (describe maintenance), waste processing, and refueling. This tabulation supplements the requirements 

of 20.407 of 10 CFR Part 20. The dose assignment to various duty functions may be estimated based on pocket 

dosimeter, TLD, or film badge measurements. Small exposures totaling less than 20% of the individual total dose need 

not be accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 80% of the total whole body dose received from external sources shall 

be assigned to specific major work functions.  

6.6.2 Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report* 

Routine Radiological Environmental Operating Reports covering the operation of the unit during the previous 

calendar year shall be submitted prior to May 1 of each year. The initial report shall be submitted prior to May 1, 

1985.  

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Reports shall include summaries, interpretations, and an analysis of 

trends of the results of the radiological environmental surveillance activities for the report period, including a 

comparison with operational controls as appropriate, and with environmental surveillance reports from the previous 5 

years, and an assessment of the observed impacts of the plant operation on the environment. The reports shall also 

include the results of land use censuses required by Specification 3.6.22.  

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Reports shall include the results of analysis of all radiological 

environmental samples and of all environmental radiation measurements taken during the period pursuant to the 

locations specified in the Table and Figures in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual, as well as summarized and 

tabulated results of these analyses and measurements in the format of the table in the Radiological Assessment Branch 

Technical Position, Revision 1, November 1979. In the event that some individual results are not available for inclusion 

with the report, the report shall be submitted noting and explaining the reasons for the missing results. The missing 

data shall be submitted as soon as possible in a supplementary report.  

The reports shall also include the following: a summary description of the radiological environmental monitoring 

program; at least two legible maps* * covering all sampling locations keyed to a table giving distances and directions 

from the centerline of one reactor; the results of licensee participation in the Interlaboratory Comparison Program, 

required by Specification 3.6.21; discussion of all deviations from the sampling schedule of Table 3.6.20-1; and 

discussion of all analyses in which the LLD required in Table 4.6.20-1 was not achievable.  

• A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station.  

* * One map shall cover stations near the site boundary; a second shall include the more distant stations.  
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6.6.3 Semi-annual 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 on January 1, 1985.  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive liquid and gaseous 

effluents and solid waste released from the unit as outlined in Regulatory Guide 1.21, "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, " Revision 1, June 1974, with data summarized on a quarterly basis 

following the format of Appendix B thereof.  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report to be submitted within 60 days after January 1 of each year shall include an 

annual summary of hourly meteorological data collected over the previous year. This annual summary may be either 

in the form of an hour-by-hour listing on magnetic tape of wind speed, wind direction, atmospheric stability, and 

precipitation (if measured), or in the form of joint frequency distributions of wind speed, wind direction, and 

atmospheric stability.* This same report shall include an assessment of the radiation doses from radioactive liquid 

and gaseous effluents to members of the public due to their activities inside the site boundary (Figure 5.1-1) during 

the report period. All assumptions used in making these assessments, i.e., specific activity, exposure time and 

location, shall be included in these reports. The assessment of radiation doses -shall be performed in accordance with 

the methodology and parameters in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual.  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report to be submitted 60 days after January 1 of each year shall also include an 

assessment of radiation doses to the likely most exposed member of the public from reactor releases and other nearby 

uranium fuel cycle sources, including doses from primary effluent pathways and direct radiation, for the previous 

calendar year to show conformance with 40 CFR Part 190, Environmental Radiation Protection Standards for Nuclear 

Power Operation. Acceptable methods for calculating the dose contribution from liquid and gaseous effluents are 
given in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual.  

In lieu of submission with the Semi-annual Radioactive Effluent Release Report, the licensee has the option of retaining 

this summary of required meteorological data on site in a file that shall be provided to the NRC upon request.  

* * A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit site. The submittal should combine those sections that are 

common to all units at the site; however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the submittal shall specify 

the releases of radioactive material from each unit.
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6.6.3 Semi-annual Radioactive Effluent Report (cont'd) 

The Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include the following information for each class of solid waste (as 

defined by 10 CFR Part 61) shipped offsite during the report period: 

a. Container volume, 

b. Total curie quantity (specify whether determined by measurement or estimate), 

c. Principal radionuclides (specify whether determined by measurement or estimate), 

d. Source of waste and processing employed (e.g., dewatered spent resin, compacted dry waste, evaporator 

bottoms), 

e. Type of container (e.g., LSA, Type A, Type B, Large Quantity), and 

f. Solidification agent or absorbent (e.g., cement).  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include any changes made during the reporting period to the Process 

Control Program (PCP) and to the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM), as well as a listing of new locations for 

dose calculations and/or environmental monitoring identified by the land use census pursuant to Specification 3.6.20.  

6.6.4 Monthly Operating Report 

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience shall be submitted on a monthly basis no later than 

the 15 th of each month following the calendar month covered by the report.  
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6.6.5 Core Operating Limits Report (COLR) 

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or prior to any remaining portion of a reload 

cycle, and shall be documented in the COLR for the following: 

1. The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR) for Specifications 3.1.7.a and 3.1.7.e.  

2. The Kf core flow adjustment factor for Specification 3.1.7.c.  

3. The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for Specifications 3.1.7.c and 3.1.7.e.  

4. The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE for Specification 3.1.7.b.  

5. The Power/Flow relationship for Specifications 3.1.7.d and 3.1.7.e.  

b. The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall be those previously reviewed and approved 

by the NRC, specifically those described in NEDE-2401 1-P-A, "GENERAL ELECTRIC STANDARD APPLICATION FOR 

REACTOR FUEL" (Latest approved revision as specified in the COLR).  

c. The core operating limits shall be determined such that all applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal-mechanical limits, 

core thermal-hydraulic limits, ECCS limits, nuclear limits such as shutdown margin, transient analysis limits, and 

accident analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met.  

d. The COLR, including any mid-cycle revisions or supplements, shall be provided, upon issuance for each reload 

cycle, to the NRC.
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6.6.6 Special Reports 

Special reports shall be submitted within the time period specified for each report. These reports shall be submitted 

covering the activities identified below pursuant to the requirements of the applicable reference specification: 

a. Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance Specimen Examination, Specification 4.2.2.(b) (12 months).  

b. Safety Class I Inservice Inspection, Specification 4.2.6 (Three months).  

c. Safety Class 2 Inservice Inspections, Specification 4.2.6 (Three months).  

d. Safety Class 3 Inservice Inspections, Specification 4.2.6 (Three months).  

e. Primary Containment Leakage Testing, Specification 3.3.3 (Three months).  

f. Secondary Containment Leakage Testing, Specification 3.4.1 (Three months).  

g. Sealed Source Leakage In Excess Of Limits, Specification 3.6.5.2 (Three months).  

h. Calculate Dose from Liquid Effluent in Excess of Limits, Specification 3.6.15.a.(2)(b) (30 days from the end of 

the affected calendar quarter).  

i. Calculate Air Dose from Noble Gases Effluent in Excess of Limits, Specification 3.6.15.b.(2)(b) (30 days from the 

end of the affected calendar quarter).  

j. Calculate Dose from 1-131, H-3 and Radioactive Particulates with half lives greater than eight days in Excess of 

Limits, Specification 3.6.15.b.(3)(b) (30 days from the end of the affected calendar quarter).  

k. Calculated Doses from Uranium Fuel Cycle Source in Excess of Limits, Specification 3.6.15.d (30 days from the 

end of the affected calendar year) 

I. Inoperable Gaseous Radwaste Treatment System, Specification 3.6.16.b (30 days from the event).  

m. Environmental Radiological Reports. With the level of radioactivity (as the result of plant effluents) in an 

environmental sampling medium exceeding the reporting level of Table 6.6.6-1, when averaged over any 

calendar quarter, in lieu of a Licensee Event Report, prepare and submit to the Commission, within thirty (30) days 

from the end of the calendar quarter a special report identifying the cause(s) for exceeding the limits, and define 

the corrective action to be taken.
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TABLE 6.6.6-1 
REPORTING LEVEL FOR RADIOACTIVITY CONCENTRATIONS IN ENVIRONMENTAL SAMPLES

REPORTING LEVELS

Analysis 

H-3 

Mn-54 

Fe-59 

Co-58 

Co-60 

Zn-65 

Zr-95, Nb-95 

1-131 

Cs- 134 

Cs-137 

Ba/La-140

Water (pCi/I) 

20,000* 

1,000 

400 

1,000 

300 

300 

400 

2** 

30 

50 

200

Airborne Particulate 
Or Gases (oCi/m3) Fish (nCilka, wet) Milk (pCi/I)

Food Products 
(pCi/kg, wet)

30,000 

10,000 

30,000 

10,000 

20,000

0.9 

10.0 

20.0

1,000 

2,000

3 

60 

70 

300

100 

1,000 

2,000

* For drinking water samples. This is a 40 CFR 141 value. If no drinking water pathway exists, a value of 30,000 pCi/liter may be used.  

* * If no drinking water pathway exists, a value of 20 pCi/liter may be used.
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6.7 High Radiation Area 

6.7.1 In lieu of the "control device" or "alarm signal" required by Paragraph 20.203(c)(2) of 1OCFR20, each high radiation 

area normally accessible* by personnel in which the intensity of radiation is greater than 100 mrem/hr** but less than 

1000 mrem/hr* * shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and entrance thereto shall be 

controlled by requiring issuance of a Radiation Work Permit in accordance with site approved procedures. Any 

individual or group of individuals permitted to enter such areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more 

of the following: 

a. A radiation monitoring device which continuously indicates the radiation dose rate in the area.  

b. A radiation monitoring device which continuously integrates the radiation dose rate in the area and alarms when 

a preset integrated dose is received. Entry into such areas with this monitoring device may be made after the 

dose rates in the area have been established and personnel have been made knowledgeable of them.  

c. An individual qualified in radiation protection, with a radiation dose rate monitoring device, who is responsible 

for providing positive control over the activities within the area and shall perform periodic radiation surveillance 

at the frequency specified by the radiation protection manager or designate in the Radiation Work Permit.  

6.7.2 In addition to the requirements of 6.7.1 areas accessible to personnel with radiation levels such that a major portion of 

the body could receive in one hour a dose greater than 1000 mrem * * shall be provided with locked doors to prevent 

unauthorized entry, and the hard keys or access provided by magnetic keycard shall be maintained under the 

administrative control of the Station Shift Supervisor or designate on duty and/or the radiation protection manager or 

designate. Doors shall remain locked except during periods of access by personnel under an approved RWP which shall 

specify in accordance with site approved procedures accordingly, the dose rate levels in the immediate work area and 

the maximum allowable stay time for individuals in that area. In lieu of the stay time specification of the RWP, 

continuous surveillance, direct or remote, such as use of closed circuit TV cameras, may be made by personnel 

qualified in radiation protection procedures to provide positive exposure control over the activities within the area. For 

individual areas accessible to personnel with radiation levels such that a major portion of the body could receive in one 

hour a dose in excess of 1000 mrem* * that are located within large areas, such as the drywell, where no enclosure 

exists for purposes of locking, and no enclosure can be reasonably constructed around the individual areas, then that 

area shall be roped off, conspicuously posted and a flashing light shall be activated as a warning device.  

• by accessible passage and permanently fixed ladders 
• * measurement made at 18" from source of radioactivity
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ATTACHMENT B

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

Current Technical Specification Markup and Discussion of Changes 

INTRODUCTION 

Section 6.0 of the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 (NMP1) Current Technical Specifications (CTS) 

delineates the Administrative Controls required at NMP1. Section 6.0 includes a discussion of 
plant management responsibilities, station organization, staff qualifications and training, review 

and audit activities, procedures, reporting requirements, record retention, high radiation areas, 

and various plant programs. Recently, Nine Mile Point Unit 2 (NMP2) converted to the 

Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ITS) in License Amendment No. 91. Section 5.0 

of the NMP2 ITS delineates the Administrative Controls required at NMP2. Niagara Mohawk 

Power Corporation (NMPC) proposes to revise the format and content of Section 6.0 of the 

NMP1 Technical Specifications (TS) in a manner similar to NMP2 ITS Section 5.0; however, 
changes to incorporate the recommendations of Generic Letter 89-01 regarding radiological 

effluent technical specifications (RETS) are not included. Changes associated with RETS and 

updates to 10 CFR Part 20 references are the subject of a separate submittal. Consistency 
between the NMP1 and NMP2 Administrative Controls TS is necessary to avoid confusion and 

improve efficiency, since many of the processes and programs described are common to both 
units.  

EVALUATION 

The proposed changes to CTS Section 6.0 are organized by individual subsection. For each 
subsection, a markup of the NMP 1 CTS and a Discussion of Changes (DOC) are provided 

(Attachments B. 1 through B. 16). The corresponding No Significant Hazards Considerations 
(NSHC) evaluations are provided in Attachment C. This method of presentation is similar to that 

employed in the original NMP2 ITS submittal. Associated changes to the TS Table of Contents 

and other miscellaneous pages (e.g., to correct TS section cross-references) are also included.  

The NMIP1 CTS pages are annotated to show the disposition of the existing requirements into the 

NMP1 Revised TS. The annotated copy of the NMP1 CTS pages is marked with sequentially 

numbered "clouds" that provide a cross-reference to a Discussion of Changes (DOC) between the 

NMP1 CTS and the NMIP1 Revised TS. The Revised TS number is noted in the top right corner 

of each CTS page, identifying the Revised TS section where the CTS requirement is located.  

Items on the CTS page that are located in one or more Revised TS sections have the appropriate 

location(s) noted adjacent to the items. When the Revised TS requirement differs from the CTS 

requirement, the CTS being revised is annotated with an alpha-numeric designator. This 

designator relates to the appropriate DOC. Each DOC provides a justification for the proposed
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change. The DOC for each Revised TS subsection immediately follows the marked-up CTS 

pages. The alpha-numeric designator also relates the proposed change to the applicable NSHC 

analysis (Attachment C).  

The alpha-numeric designator is based on the category of the change and a sequential number 

within that category. The changes to the NMP1 CTS are categorized as follows: 

A ADMINISTRATIVE - associated with restructuring, interpretation, and complex 

rearranging of requirements, and other changes not substantially revising an 

existing requirement. There is a single NSHC evaluation for this category.  

M TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE - changes to the TS being 

proposed that result in added restrictions or eliminating flexibility. There is a 

single NSHC evaluation for this category.  

L TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE - "Specific" changes where 

requirements are relaxed, relocated, eliminated, or new flexibility is provided.  

Each "Specific" LESS RESTRICTIVE change has a corresponding unique NSHC 

analysis.  

LA TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE - "Generic" changes 

consisting of relocation of details out of the TS and into the TS Bases, Updated 

Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR), Quality Assurance Manual, or other plant 

controlled documents. There is a single NSHC evaluation for this subcategory of 

"Generic" LESS RESTRICTIVE changes.  

CONCLUSION 

Section 6.0 of the NMP1 TS delineates the administrative controls required at NMP1. NMPC 

proposes to revise Section 6.0 of the NMP1 TS to be consistent with NMP2 ITS Section 5.0, as 

revised by License Amendment No. 91. The revised administrative controls will continue to 

assure operation of the facility will be conducted in compliance with applicable NRC 

regulations.  

Based on the evaluation and associated conclusions stated in the Discussion of Changes 

(Attachments B. 1 through B. 16) and the NSHC evaluations (Attachment C), NMPC believes 

there is reasonable assurance that the proposed TS changes will not adversely affect the health 

and safety of the public and will not be inimical to the common defense and security.
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ATTACHMENT B.1 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

PROPOSED REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTION 6.0 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

REVISED TS TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Current Technical Specification Markup and Discussion of Chan2es
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: TABLE OF CONTENTS 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 
Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

None 

"Specific" 

None
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ATTACHMENT B.2 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

PROPOSED REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTION 6.0 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

REVISED TS 6.1 
RESPONSIBILITY 

Current Technical Specification Markup and Discussion of Chan2es



6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.1 Responsib 

6.1.1 

6.1.2

ility

The[,flantl•anager shall be responsible for overall unit operation and shall delegate in writing the succession to thi., 
reso~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Sornsiilty, d~u-ring _his ab~senc~e• / ... . ............... '. . . .. . -.  

The Sta~tion Shift Supervisor - Nuclea Orf ... .. .,... . ..... ..~iQ-i ............ .0 -, .......g :tinda •_ shallt 
responsible for the control room commantud function. 5ge nqfcVOtaszrcsig•md

6.2 Organization 

Onsite and Offsite Organization

6.2.1 An onsite and an offsite organization shall be established for unit operation and corporate management. The onsite 
and offsite organization shall include the position for activities affecting the safety of the nuclear power plant.

a. Lines of authority, responsibility and communication shall be established and defined from the highest 
management levels through intermediate levels to and including all operating organization positions. Those 
relationships shall be documented and updated, as appropriate, in the form of organization charts, functional 
descriptions of departmental responsibilities and relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel positions 
or in equivalent forms of documentation. The organization charts shall be documented in the Final Safety 
Analysis Report, and the functional descriptions of departmental responsibilities and relationships and job 
descriptions for key personnel positions are documented in procedures.  

b. The Chief Nuclear Officer shall have corporate responsibility for overall plant nuclear safety and shall take any 
measures needed to assure acceptable performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing 

technical support in the plant so that continued nuclear safety is assured.

S~ c. The P 
resou 

AMENDMENT NO. i , I ,/ t

'lant Manager shall have responsibility for overall unit operation and shall have control over those 
rces necessary for safe operation and maintenance of the plant.
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Insert 6.1-A LA 

The lan mana e 6rea shall approve, prior to implementation, each proposed test and experiment not addressed in the 
UFSAR or Technical Specifications, and each modification to systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety.

Insert 6.1-B FM- ý)

During any absence of the SSS from the control room while the unit is in the power operating or hot shutdown conditions, an 
individual with an active Senior Reactor Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room command function. During 
any absence of the SSS from the control room while the unit is in the cold shutdown or refueling conditions, an individual with an 
active Senior Operator License or Reactor Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room command function.  

pad 0- 2 "A
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6.5.2.3 Proposed modifications to unit structures, systems and components that affect nuclear safety shall be designed by 

a qualified individual/organization. Each such modification shall be reviewed by an individual/group other than the 

individual/group which designed the modification, but who may be from thft~sameo pamtion=ra -individual A.  
_ro, which designed the modification.ropose moiications to structures, sLstems and components 

.. + •vr__••_•s al be approved prior to implementation by the ln aaeor L..f• •• 

6.5.2.4 Individuals responsible for reviews performed in accordance with Specifications 6.5.2.1, 6.5.2.2 and 6.5.2.3 shall 

be members of the station supervisory staff, previously designated by the Plant Manager to perform such reviews.  

Each such review shall include a determination of whether or not additional, cross-disciplinary, review is necessary.  

If deemed necessary such review shall be performed by the appropriate designated station review personnel.  

Proposed tests and experiments which affect station nuclear safety ard are not addressed in the FSAR or Technical 

AV Specifications e shall be reviewed by the lant ,.anage , or 

6.5.2.6 The Plant Manager shall assure the performance of special reviews and investigations, and the preparation and 

submittal of reports thereon, as requested by the Vice President - Nuclear Generation.  

6.5.2.7 The facility security program, and implementing procedures, shall be reviewed at least every 12 months.  

Recommended changes shall be approved by the Plant Manager and transmitted to the Vice President - Nuclear 

Generation and to the Chairman of the Safety Review and Audit Board.  

6.5.2.8 The facility emergency plan, and implementing procedures shall be reviewed at least every 12 months.  

Recommended changes shall be approved by the Plant Manager and transmitted to the Vice President - Nuclear 

Generation and to the Chairman of the Safety-Review and Audit Board.  

AMENDMENT NO. UL, iii, /0t 3•• of . 3 5



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.1 - RESPONSIIBILITY 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 

Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

A.2 The requirements of CTS 6.5.2.3 and CTS 6.5.2.5 regarding Plant Manager reviews and 

approvals of proposed tests, experiments, and modifications to systems or equipment that 
affect nuclear safety are proposed to be moved to Revised TS 6.1, "Responsibility," 
except that the phrase "and their safety evaluations" would be deleted rather than 
relocated. Approval of the safety evaluation is inherent in the approval of the 
modification, test, or experiment; therefore, a separate requirement to approve the safety 
evaluation is not necessary. This change is consistent with NUREG-1434, Revision 1.  

A.3 The acronym "SSS" has been added for the Station Shift Supervisor-Nuclear position 
title. This is strictly an editorial change.  

A.4 CTS 6.1.2 requires a management directive to be reissued annually to all station 
personnel stating that the Station Shift Supervisor-Nuclear is responsible for the control 

room command function. This management directive requirement is being deleted. CTS 
6.1.2 and Revised TS 6.1.2 state who is responsible for the control room command 
function. This requirement appears to serve only as a "reminder" to personnel as to who 
is in charge. Nowhere else in TS is a management directive required to remind personnel 
of a TS requirement, and this requirement is not considered to be one of the more 
important requirements (as it does not directly impact a safety margin). Since the TS 
responsibility requirement is not being changed, this deletion is considered 
administrative.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

M. 1 CTS 6.1.2 identifies the Station Shift Supervisor - Nuclear (or during his absence, a 

designated individual) as responsible for the control room command function. The 
proposed change would delete the phrase "(or during his absence from the control room, 

a designated individual)," and add a requirement that an individual with either an active 
Senior Reactor Operator license or Reactor Operator license (depending on the unit 
operating condition) shall be designated to assume the control room command function.  
This change more clearly specifies the qualifications of the individual designated to 
assume the control room command function. This is an additional restriction on plant 
operation and is consistent with NUREG-143 4, Revision 1.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.1 - RESPONSIBILITY 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L. LA) 

"Generic" 

LA.1 CTS 6.1.1 uses the title "Plant Manager." This specific title is replaced with the generic 

title "plant manager." The specific title is proposed to be relocated to UFSAR Section 

XIII-A, which is where the organizational chart and description of this specific title is 

currently located. Relocation of specific titles out of the TS is consistent with the NRC 

letter from C. Grimes to the Owners Group Technical Specification Committee 

Chairman, dated November 10, 1994, as documented in NRC-approved TSTF-65, 

Revision 1. The various requirements of the individuals are still retained in the Revised 

TS. In addition, Revised TS 6.2.1 requires the organization chart to be documented in the 

UFSAR. Therefore, the relocated specific titles are not required to be in the TS to 

provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the procedures 

governing the conduct of operations, including the areas of organization, position titles, 

responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel qualifications and training programs, are 

controlled under 10 CFR 50 Appendix B programs.  

"Specific" 

L. 1 CTS 6.5.2.3 and CTS 6.5.2.5 currently identify the Manager Technical Support as the 

designated alternate to the Plant Manager for the approval of proposed modifications, 

tests, and experiments. In Revised TS 6.1.1, the phrase "the Manager Technical Support 

as previously designated by the Plant Manager" that is currently contained in CTS 6.5.2.3 

and CTS 6.5.2.5 is replaced with "a designee." This change provides additional 

flexibility while maintaining plant manager (changed to the generic title by Discussion of 

Change LA. 1 above) control over the designation of personnel performing these 

activities. This is consistent with CTS 6.1.1, which states that the Plant Manager is 

responsible for overall unit operation, and which allows the Plant Manager to designate 

an individual to take over this responsibility during the Plant Manager's absence. Since 

the plant manager is still maintaining this control, the removal of a specific titled 

individual to whom the plant manager delegates responsibility does not impact plant 

safety.
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S~TS; 

6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 6,14 

6.1 Responsibility 
..  

6.1.1 The Plant Manager shall be responsible for overall unit operation and shall delegate in writing the succession to this 
responsibility during his absence.  

6.1.2 The Station Shift Supervisor - Nuclear (or during his absence from the control room, a designated individual) shall be 

responsible for the control room command function. A management directive to this effect, signed by the Chief 

Nuclear Officer shall be re-issued to station personnel on an annual basis.  

6.2 Organization 01

Onsite and Offsite Organization 

6.2.1 ,,nsite and offste organization~shall be established for unit operation and corporate management, The onsite 

and offsite organizatiornshall include the positiorAfor activities affect. the ety of the nuclear power plant.  

a. Lines of authority, responsibility and communication shall beke-aef'fid @rKg@!.92 highese 

management levels, intermediate levels,( and q all operating organization positions.  

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 

U 3 or in equivalent forms of documentation, The organization chartskshall be documented in the 

functional descriptions of departmental responsibilities and relationshipsand Jo 
. ~descripotions fo N~ev Personnel Positions M ouI ted in procedures." L.I 

b. ." -,shall have corporate responsibility for overall plant nuclear safety and shall take any 

measures needed to acceptable performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing 
- .-technical support• the plan~,_c t t,, nuclear safety...  

c. The lant saageshalla-' ; for overall ýoperation an-sha have control over those 

necessary for safe operation and maintenance of the plant.

AMENDMENT NO. W, la, /i,

cvqeA 4+(-- &n+ 

41ie 
T 

3 47

Felp et I CJ- 5



6.2.2 The unit organization shall be subject to the following: • 

T$ise-r+ Z-A a• ••.n-duyft sha! composed of loasttab 

k. b. rA aston liceinsed perator s I be in the ontrol ro when fu6l is in the eactor. uring re or LA-2
$eratio , this lice ed operarall be sent at e rcontrol of the faci 

c. !At leasytwo lice sed Oper ors shall e presen'n the ntrol roo drn rejtor start- , schedld ,eacjef 
shu own an931during r r f reactor .s.A 

C.. An individual qualified ra ratia-obn ptctiorgprocedures shall be on site when fuel is in the reactor.  

ie. Aice ed S!or Rei-Waliarr0ri, / the o l Rdp _9-u-fe ps•rafi Wiih 
sh wn n w n t e emer ncy p an is ctit d.Th1ma•y1--'fh-ton Shayift a Meiro l orhi
Cthessistant S tion Shift S ervisor - N lear or anoth Senior Rea or Operator pldring power perations or 
/ Jd shutdow . When the mergency p n is activated uring norma operations ol/4iot shutdopr , the 
Assistant ation Shift pervisor - clear become the Shift Te nical Advisgeand the St ion Shift 
Supervi r - Nuclear restricted t the control ro until an ad itional licens• Senior Re tor Oerato 

arrivLA-4 ,1 lieSepr . y uls n o Rea cto .... ..r or i ... • orOp r 

f.d licens..edenior Reactorperator or licpsed Senior ector Operatopýimited to F 1I Handling shal e 
P"respon a e for all mov ent of new 3 irradiated f within the si boundary. 11 core alterati s shall be 

ire y supervised b a licensed S ior Reactor 0 erator or licen d Senior Re tor Operator L ited to Fue / ' I H~lt-dling who has/ o other conc urent responsi l~ities- during th operation. 11I fuel moves vthin the co~l 

..ýhall be directly onitored by, Mmember of t reactor analy group.  

he requjti ent for adiation Pr ection lified in idual m be less th the minimy requiremew for-a-pftime not 
Sexcee44 hours inm der to accornmodate nexpec __ absenc .provided i. fediate actih is taken t!fill the requijo positions 

os i - vo mV 6c- Voac-"(n+ fri- l+ mor<-- Thav 2 hetur& 
AMENDMENT NO. 4~-d- r prov... e-4 r~ 348cri~ 
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Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemented to limit the working hours of who 
perform safety-related functionse.g., licensed Senior Operators, licensed Operators, ( 
auxiliary operators and key maintenance personne. /-. 

Adequat shift covera shall be maintai ed without rouI e heavy use/overti e jective shall be o 
S~~have ' ~erating pers inel work an 8 ti1 2 hour day, n, Wninal 40-hour •ek While the fa oiity'is operating./ 

Ho ever, in the e nt that unforesýrn problems re ire substantial mounts of overti e to be used, or uring 
tended periodof shutdown forefueling. majo maintenance or major plant modi ications on a te orary 

/basis, the flling guidelines all be followe / 

1) A individual shoul ot be permitt to work more an 16 hours stra' ht (excluding s i t turnover LA-( 

4) Except dufn xtended shutdo n periods, the u of overtime sh d be cqnsidere on an individ eL.  
I~ser-i- ~2c basis and~ for the entire st fona shift. dv. j

Any deviation from the anove guideline sha authorized y the pla anage LA. I 
LA, (o in accordance with rocedures w cmnato the Iasis or granting Ite 

deviation. tr s a nclud ' rhepr$t•••ed.tha diJvF'timesh-e-T ew mon 
b "he-Ve Pr ident - I~l'clear G feration efdesign to assurahat exce. ive hour save -rit oen assi ed.  

Thise-t &o.2-1• Routine deviati from the guidelines authorized.  
As a minimum, either the Manager Operations orthe General Supervisor Operations shall hold a senior reactor 

operator license. JT- tation/Shift Sup isor Nuc ar and A istant Sta n Shift S erv-is-clear -sha old 
ior retor o ator lic, s OnI icensed drividuals ay direct ensed acevities.  

(~2~.# Tis~r C~2~ ~~LAJ) 

AMENDMENT NO. Pa rI. .3U', 349-



Insert 6.2-A LT 
a. At least two non-licensed operators shall be assigned when the unit is in the power operating condition; and at least one non

licensed operator shall be assigned when the unit is in the hot shutdown, cold shutdown, or refueling conditions. In addition, if 

the process computer is out of service for greater than 8 hours, at least three non-licensed operators shall be assigned when the 

unit is in the power operating, hot shutdown, cold shutdown, or refueling conditions.  

Insert 6.2-B 

b. The Shift Crew Composition may be one less than the minimum requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) and Specification 

6.2.2.a for a period of time not to exceed two 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.  

Insert 6.2-C -iIIG) 

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

Insert 6.2-D 

Controls shall be included in the procedures to require a periodic independent review be conducted to ensure that excessive hours have 

not been assigned.  

Insert 6.2-E A9 

f. The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall provide advisory technical support to the Gshift supervisio in the areas of thermal 

hydraulics, reactor engineering, and plant analysis with regard to the safe operation of the unit.9n addition, the STA shall meet A 
th~e qualifications specified by the commission o icy Statement on Engineering Expertise_ on _.Shift. •.



-Asi. ation ift upervisor (S t Technical 
Ad_ or Function Senior Ope tor License)17 

Motes: 7 ! /

SAt ap" one tin•, more nsedo nlicensed~~erating op co be pre for maenanc9 epairs, Dre outaj:

(2) Those operating personnel not holding an "Operator" or "Senior Operator" License.

.(3) For operation longer than eight hours without process computer. ). .3 

refuel codiio UPIon 

(4)y4I ot shutd~i~n Conditi only. For d shutdow adrful cniin nyoe~iroeaond one Mtrae lrdto 

"5.)-be on sfift. -. ro 

C (5-) A--n additiope, Senior Rpctor Opera.t or Senior actor Op tor Limue-H gotcrA 
-/ respons~il%~ities shalJ~upervise alore alteratkohs.•--

6) The Shift Crew Composition may be one less than the minimum requireme 
hours in order to accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew

AMENDMENT NO. #3
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 

Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 

Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

A.2 CTS 6.2.2.d uses the phrase "qualified in" as it relates to radiation protection procedures.  

In Revised TS 6.2.2.c, this phrase is replaced with "qualified to implement," consistent 

with the NMP2 ITS. This is an administrative change that does not alter the 

qualifications of the identified individual.  

A.3 CTS 6.2.1.d uses the term "health physics." In Revised TS 6.2.1.d this term is replaced 

with "radiation protection." CTS 6.2.2.h uses the term "health physicists." In Revised TS 

6.2.2.d this term is replaced with "key radiation protection personnel." The change in 

terminology is considered administrative and is consistent with Revised TS 6.2.2.c and 

the current organization.  

A.4 CTS Table 6.2-1, including Notes (2) and (3), contains requirements for unlicensed 

operating personnel. These requirements are moved to Revised TS 6.2.2.a and presented 

in text form rather than the tabular form of CTS Table 6.2-1. For the case where the 

process computer is out of service for greater than 8 hours, the specific operating 

conditions for which three unlicensed operators shall be assigned are listed. Also, the 

term "unlicensed" is replaced with "non-licensed." These administrative changes do not 

alter the existing requirements, and are consistent with NUREG-143 4, Revision 1.  

A.5 CTS Table 6.2-1, Note (6), allows the shift crew composition to be less than the 

minimum requirements of CTS Table 6.2-1 under certain conditions. This requirement is 

moved to Revised TS 6.2.2.b. In addition, since CTS Table 6.2-1 is not being retained in 

the Revised TS, the reference to Table 6.2-1 is replaced with "10 CFR 50.54 (m)(2)(i) 

and Specification 6.2.2.a." This is consistent with the changes described in DOC LA.2 

below and with NUREG-1434, Revision 1. These are administrative changes that do not 

alter the existing requirements.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION 

A.6 Note (6) of CTS Table 6.2-1 does not allow any shift crew position to be unmanned upon 
shift change because an oncoming crewman scheduled to come on duty is late or absent.  
Revised TS 6.2.2.b allows a period of time not to exceed two hours in order to 
accommodate unexpected absence of "on-duty" shift crew members. The term "on-duty" 
implies that the absence refers to on-duty shift crew members and not the oncoming 
crew. If anyone in the oncoming crew is not present, the "on-duty" person may not leave.  
Therefore, the requirement of this footnote is covered in Revised TS 6.2.2.b. Since the 
minimum shift crew requirements continue to be maintained in Revised TS 6.2.2.b, 
deletion of this portion of the footnote is an administrative change.  

A.7 Note (1) of CTS Table 6.2-1, which states that more operators can be assigned if needed, 
is deleted. The CTS table specifies the requirements of the minimum shift crew 
composition and thus it is not necessary to specify whether the requirements may be 
exceeded.  

A.8 The specific qualification requirements of the Shift Technical Advisor (STA) contained 
in CTS 6.3.1 have been moved to Revised TS 6.2.2.f and have been modified to reference 
the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift. This change is 
consistent with NUREG-1434, Revision 1. Since the policy statement encompasses the 
current requirements, this change is considered administrative.  

A.9 The person to whom the STA provides advisory technical support has incorporated a 
more generic statement than is indicated in NUREG- 1434, Revision 1. In the NUREG, 
the STA is required to provide advisory technical support to the Shift Supervisor. This 
term for whom the STA supports was derived from the generic term in NUREG-0737, 
Item I.A.1.1. AtNMP1, both an Assistant Station Shift Supervisor (ASSS) and a Station 
Shift Supervisor (SSS) are on the operating shift, and both hold senior operator licenses.  
As noted in CTS Table 6.2-1, Note (7), normally the ASSS is a combined ASSS/STA; 
however, there may be instances when a shift may be staffed by two Senior Reactor 
Operators plus a dedicated STA. This dedicated STA would normally provide support to 
the ASSS, since the ASSS is normally the control room supervisor. However, when the 
ASSS is not in the control room, the SSS would assume control room supervisor duties.  
Thus, the dedicated STA could provide support to either the SSS or the ASSS at the start 
of an event. To provide a more generic, but technically accurate, statement as to whom 
the STA provides technical support, the words "Shift Supervisor" used in NUREG-1434 
have been replaced with "shift supervision." This change is consistent with the NMIP2 
ITS.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

M. 1 Revised TS 6.2.2.f is added to the TS to describe the duties of the Shift Technical 
Advisor. This is an additional restriction on plant operation and is consistent with 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA.1 CTS 6.2.1.c and CTS 6.2.2.h use the title "Plant Manager." In Revised TS 6.2.1.c and 
Revised TS 6.2.2.d, this specific title is replaced with the generic title "plant manager." 
CTS 6.2.1 .b uses the title "Chief Nuclear Officer." This specific title is replaced with the 
generic term "a specified corporate officer." The specific titles are proposed to be 
relocated to UFSAR Section XIII-A, which is where the organizational chart and 
description of these specific titles is currently located. Relocation of specific titles out of 
the TS is consistent with the NRC letter from C. Grimes to the Owners Group Technical 
Specification Committee Chairman, dated November 10, 1994, as documented in NRC
approved TSTF-65, Revision 1. The various requirements of the individuals are still 
retained in the Revised TS. In addition, Revised TS 6.2.1 requires the organization chart 
to be documented in the UFSAR. Therefore, the relocated specific titles are not required 
to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to 
the procedures governing the conduct of operations, including the areas of organization, 
position titles, responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel qualifications and training 
programs, are controlled under 10 CFR 50 Appendix B programs.  

LA.2 Details of the minimum shift crew requirements located in CTS Table 6.2-1 are proposed 
to be relocated to the UFSAR (Section XIII-A). The requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(k), 
(1), and (in) adequately provide for shift manning. In 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii), it is 
required that "when a nuclear power unit is in an operational mode other than cold 
shutdown or refueling, as defined by the unit's technical specifications, each licensee 
shall have a person holding a senior operator license for the nuclear power unit in the 
control room at all times. In addition to this senior operator, for each fueled nuclear 
power unit, a licensed operator or senior operator shall be present at the controls at all 
times." Further, 10 CFR 50.54(k) requires "An operator or senior operator licensed 
pursuant to part 55 of this chapter shall be present at the controls at all times during 
operation of the facility." The minimum shift crew requirements for licensed operators 
and senior operators contained in CTS 6.2.2.a, CTS 6.2.2.b, CTS 6.2.2.e and CTS Table 
6.2-1 will be met through compliance with these regulations and do not need to be 
repeated in the TS. This is consistent with NRC-approved TSTF-258, Revision 4. The 
minimum shift crew requirements for non-licensed plant equipment operators are 
transferred from CTS Table 6.2-1 to Revised TS 6.2.2.a. In addition, Revised TS 6.1.2 
contains requirements for the control room command function, and Revised TS 6.2.2.f 
contains requirements for the Shift Technical Advisor (STA). The relocation of the 
details of the minimum shift crew requirements to the UFSAR is acceptable considering 
the controls provided by regulations, the remaining requirements in the TS, and the 

control of changes to procedures governing the conduct of operations under 10 CFR 50 
Appendix B programs. Therefore, the relocated requirements are not required to be in the 
TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION 

LA.3 CTS 6.2.2.c requires two licensed Operators in the control room during reactor startup, 
scheduled reactor shutdown, and during recovery from reactor trips. In addition, CTS 
Table 6.2-1, including Note (4), requires two licensed Operators for the hot shutdown 
condition. These requirements are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. The 
requirement specifying the minimum number of operators in the control room is 
adequately controlled by the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(k), (1), and (in), as discussed 
in DOC LA.2 above. The requirement for location of these operators is also already 
specified in current administrative procedures. Therefore, the relocated requirement is 
not required to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and 
safety. Changes to the procedures governing the conduct of operations, including the 
areas of organization, position titles, responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel 
qualifications and training programs, are controlled under 10 CFR 50 Appendix B 
programs.  

LA.4 CTS 6.2.2.e and CTS Table 6.2-1, Note (7) specify staffing requirements when the 
emergency plan is activated. These requirements are proposed to be relocated to the Site 
Emergency Plan. Staffing requirements when the emergency plan is activated are 
documented in the Site Emergency Plan and in administrative procedures. As discussed 
in DOC LA.2 above, the regulations provide the staffing requirements during the power 
operating and hot shutdown conditions and are adequate since the personnel required 
during emergencies are specified. Therefore, the relocated requirement is not required to 
be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to 
the Site Emergency Plan are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54(q).  

LA.5 Details contained in CTS 6.2.2.f that require all Core Alterations to be supervised by 
either a licensed Senior Reactor Operator or a licensed Senior Reactor Operator Limited 
to Fuel Handling are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. These CTS requirements 
are contained in 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iv) and do not need to be repeated in -the TS to 
provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. In addition, CTS 6.2.2.f 
requires that all fuel moves be directly monitored by a member of the reactor analyst 
group. This requirement is also proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. In 10 CFR 
50.54(m)(2)(iv), the minimum requirements for moving reactor fuel are specified. It does 
not require a non-licensed member of the reactor analyst group (or any other type of 
engineer) to monitor fuel movement. This is an additional administrative requirement 
that does not need to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and 
safety. Changes to the procedures governing the conduct of operations, including the 
areas of organization, position titles, responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel 
qualifications and training programs, are controlled under 10 CFR 50 Appendix B 
programs.  

LA.6 CTS 6.2.2.h contains requirements for working hour limits for facility staff who perform 

safety-related functions. CTS Section 6.2.2.h is proposed to be revised from specific 
working hour limits to administrative procedures to control working hours, consistent 

with NRC-approved TSTF-258, Revision 4. The proposed changes will provide 
reasonable assurance that impaired performance caused by excessive working hours will
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not jeopardize safe plant operation. Specific working hour limits are not otherwise 

required to be in the TS under 10 CFR 50.36(c)(5). Specific controls for working hours 

of reactor plant staff are described in procedures that require a deliberate decision-making 

process to minimize the potential for impaired personnel performance, and established 

procedure control processes will provide sufficient control of changes to that procedure.  

These changes are consistent with the recommendations in the April 9, 1997 letter from 

C. Grimes to J. Davis, as documented in NRC-approved TSTF-258, Revision 4.  

Additionally, the statement "Controls shall be included in the procedures such that 

individual overtime shall be reviewed monthly by the Vice President-Nuclear Generation 

or designee to assure that excessive hours have not been assigned." is being deleted.  

There is no guidance in Generic Letter 82-12 that discusses these additional controls.  

The additional requirement to have the Plant Manager (or his designee) review individual 

overtime on a monthly basis is unnecessary since sufficient administrative controls and 

policies exist, as well as the role of the individuals' supervisors in supervising personnel 

prevent excessive use or abuse of overtime. Therefore, the working hour limits are not 

required to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  

LA.7 Details of the operator license requirements in CTS 6.2.2.i for the specific positions of 

Station Shift Supervisor Nuclear and Assistant Station Shift Supervisor Nuclear, and the 

CTS requirement that only licensed individuals may direct licensed activities, are 

proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR (Section XIII-A). This level of detail is not 

necessary in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. These 

details are adequately addressed by the requirements contained in 10 CFR 50.54(i), (j), 

(k), (1), and (m) and by the qualification requirements in Revised TS 6.3.1. Changes to 

the procedures governing the conduct of operations, including the areas of organization, 

position titles, responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel qualifications and training 

programs, are controlled under 10 CFR 50 Appendix B programs.  

"Specific" 

L. 1 CTS 6.2.2.h currently provides a description of the individuals who can be designated by 

the Plant Manager to approve modifications to overtime requirements. The proposed 

change to CTS 6.2.2.h would replace the phrase "higher levels of management" with "the 

plant manager's designee." This change provides additional flexibility while maintaining 

plant manager (changed to the generic title by DOC LA. 1 above) control over the 

designation of personnel who can approve this activity. This is consistent with CTS 

6.1.1, which states that the Plant Manager is responsible for overall unit operation, and 

which allows the Plant Manager to designate an individual to take over this responsibility 

during the Plant Manager's absence. Since the plant manager is still maintaining this 

control, the change does not impact plant safety. Therefore, this change is considered 

acceptable.
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ellci) pe+vtmve5?r A 
6.3 Qualifications I 

6.3.1 Each member of the unit staff shall eet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable 

positions, except for; the Manager Operations who, in lieu of meeting the senior reactor operator license requirements of 

ANSI N18.1-1971, shall 1) hold a enior reactor operator license at the time of appointment, or 2) have held a senior 

reactor operator license at Nine Mileoint Nuclear Station Unit 1 or at a similar unit, or 3) have been certified for equivalent 
senio reacto operator knowledge; tR who shall meet or exceed the qualifications 9f 

Regulatory Guide 1 .8, September 1'975 1• n t e i t ec nica visor w o s haave a bachelor's egree in a physica 

science or engineering or a pro essiona engineer license issued by examination and shall have received specific training in 

plant design, and response and analysis of the plant for transients and accidents.  

.4 Trainin 
vJ -4 

6.4.1 A retraining and replacement training program for the facility staff shall be maintained under the direction of the Manager 
Training and shall meet or exceed the recommendations and requirements of Section 5.5 of ANSI N18.1-1971 and of 10CFR Part 55, and shall include familiarization with relevant industry operational experience.  

6.4.2 A training program for the Fire Brigade shall be maintained under the direction of the Manager Training and Supervisor-Fire 

Protection, Nuclear and shall meet or exceed the requirements of Appendix R to 1OCFR50..

rT�7\

6.5 eview and Audit 

6.5.1 Station Operations Review Committee (SORC) 

Function 

6.5.1.1 The Station Operations Review Committe 
nuclear safety.  

Composition 

6.5.1.2 The SORC shall be composed of the: 

Chairman: PI 
Vice Chairman/Member: M 
Vice Chairman/Member: M
Member: 
Member: 
Member: 
Member:

AMENDMENT NO. WI /0

M 
M 
M 
MI

Ise-e PS 'XASS I a 
c Ts. ( ,o.4)

,e shall function to advise the

ant Manager 
anager Operations 
anager Technical Support 
anager QA Operations 
anager Maintenance 
anager Chemistry 
anager Radiation Protection

ISe C -L 5 3-s ; a '1  e P 4 CT_ ! 0, ) 1Rev av. A Ait,

Plant Manager on all matters related to 
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6.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator and a licensed Reactor Operator are those individuals 
who, in addition to meeting the requirements of Specification 6.3.1, perform the functions described in 10 CFR 50.54(m).

Insert 6.3-A EDi



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 
Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

A.2 The requirements in CTS 6.3.1 regarding the Shift Technical Advisor (STA) are proposed 
to be moved to Revised TS 6.2, "Organization." Technical changes to these requirements 
are addressed in the Discussion of Changes for Revised TS 6.2.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

M.1 Revised TS 6.3.2 is added to clarify the qualification requirements for licensed Senior 
Reactor Operators and licensed Reactor Operators. Definitions in 10 CFR 55.4 state: 
"Actively performing the functions of an operator or senior operator means that an 
individual has a position on the shift crew that requires the individual to be licensed as 
defined in the facility's technical specifications, and that..." Adding TS 6.3.2 ensures that 
there is no misunderstanding when complying with 10 CFR 55.4 requirements. This 
change is consistent with the recommendations in the April 9, 1997 letter from C. Grimes 

(NRC) to J. Davis (NEI), as documented in NRC-approved TSTF-258, Revision 4.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.3.1 uses the title "Manager Radiation Protection." This specific title is replaced 
with the generic title "radiation protection manager." The specific title is proposed to be 
relocated to UFSAR Section XIII-A, which is where the organizational chart and 
description of this specific title are currently located. Relocation of specific titles out of 
the TS is consistent with the NRC letter from C. Grimes to the Owners Group Technical 
Specification Committee Chairman, dated November 10, 1994, as documented in NRC
approved TSTF-65, Revision 1. The various requirements of the individuals are still 
retained in the Revised TS. In addition, Revised TS 6.2.1 requires the organization chart 
to be documented in the UFSAR. Therefore, the relocated specific titles are not required 
to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to 

the procedures governing the conduct of operations, including the areas of organization, 
position titles, responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel qualifications and training 
programs, are controlled under 10 CIFR 50 Appendix B programs.  

"Specific" 

None
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6.6 Reportable Occurrence Action (A.;) SI, 
sex_ C T.SCU.uSSIC4IJ 4, 

6.6.1 The following actions shall be taken for REPORTABLE EVENTS: . O.  

a. The Commission shall be notified and a report submitted pursuant to the requirements of Sections 50.72 and 50.73 to 
10 CFR Part 50, and 

b. Each REPORTABLE EVENT shall be reviewed by the SORC and the results of this review submitted to the SRAB and the 
Vice President - Nuclear Generation.  

6.7 Safety Limit Violation '-Pole_- i, c C 

6.7.1 The following actions shall be taken in the event a Safety Limit is violated: - L_ 

a. The provisions of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(1)(i) shall be complied with immediately.  

b. The NRC Operations Center shall be notified by telephone as soon as possible and in all cases within 1 hour. The Vice 
President - Nuclear Generation and the SRAB shall be notified within 24 hours.  

c. A Safety Limit Violation Report shall be prepared. The report shall be reviewed by the SORC. This report shall describe 
(1) applicable circumstances preceding the violation, (2) effects of the violation upon facility components, systems or 
structures, and (3) corrective action taken to prevent recurrence.  

d. The Safety Limit Violation Report shall be submitted to the Commission, within 30 days of the violation, and to the SRAB, 
and the Vice President - Nuclear Generation within 14 days.  

• Procedures 

(4. I •3 Written proce res and administrative policies shall be established, implemented and maintained that meet or exceed the 
requirements nd recommendations of Sections 5.1 and 5.3 of ANSI N18.7-1972 and 

a W podr shl b e i and mian fo a n th F 
Switten procedures" shall be established, implemented, and maintained for activities involving the Fire Protection Program A 
im le m entation . L A -I 

6.8.2 Each pro dure and ad istrative policy/of 6.8.1 above nd changes th eto, shall be re ewed and approv d prior to 
implemr tation by t ranch manag/for the functi I area of the pcedure or high levels of mana ent as governe y 
admi istrative pro dures. Each p cedure and ad inistrative poli of 6.8.1 abov hall be reviewe periodically as s orth 
in)2dministrativ procedures.  

AMENDMENT NO. W id, W, i, I #/ 4 3 360•



Insert 6.4-A 
•_-Th apliabe roedures recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.33, Appendix A, November 33:,1972; A- --• 

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; 

. Quality assurance for radioactive effluent and radiological environmental monitoring; 

d. Fire Protection Program implementation; andq )rov CTS ,. 8.1. 

. All programs specified in Specification 6.5.7 jb

PC-• , ;zJ-3



6.8.3 emporary c nges to procedur of 6.8.1 above y be made provide 

a. T intent of the origi procedure is not tered.  

b. The change is ap oved by two me ers of the plant ma gement staff, at lea one of whom holds Senior Reactor 
Operator's Lic se on the unit atfted./ 

c. The chan is documented, viewed and approv within 14 days of i lementation by the anch manager f the 
functio I area of the pro dure or higher leve of management as g erned by administr ve procedures.  

6.9 Reortina ReuirementsL

In addition to the applicable reporting requirements of Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, the following identified reports shall be• 
submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.  

6.9.1 Routine Reports.  

a. StJtoRpr.. A summary report of plant startup and power escalation testing shall be submitted following (1) receipt 
of an operating license, (2) amendment to the license involving a planned increase power level, (3) installation of fuel that 
has a different design or has been manufactured by a different fuel supplier, and (4) modifications that may have 
significantly altered the nuclear, thermal, or hydraulic performance of the plant. The report shall address each of the tests 
identified in the FSAR and shall in general include a description of the .measured values of the operating conditions or 
characteristics obtained during the test program and a comparison of these values with design predictions and 
specifications. Any corrective actions that were required to obtain satisfactory operation shall also be described. Any 
additional specific details required in license conditions based on other commitments shall be included in this report.  

Startup reports shall be submitted within (1) 90 days following completion of the startup test program, (2) 90 days 
following resumption or commencement of commercial power operation, or (3) 9 months following initial criticality, 
whichever is earliest. If the Startup Report does not cover all three events (i.e., initial criticality, completion of startup 
test program, and resumption or commencement of commercial power operation), supplementary reports shall be 
submitted at least every three months until all three events have been completed. I

sd-&c-Sac cF pa'
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.4 - PROCEDURES 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 
Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

A.2 CTS 6.8.1 requires that written procedures and administrative policies be established, 
implemented, and maintained that meet or exceed the requirements and recommendations 
of Appendix A of Regulatory Guide 1.33. This requirement is proposed to be moved to a 

specific sub-item (Item a) within Revised TS 6.4.1. The specific version of the 
Regulatory Guide 1.33 (i.e., dated November 3, 1972) is also identified, which is 

consistent with NMPC statements of conformance contained in Amendment No. 1 to 
Application to Convert Provisional Operating License to Full-Term Operating License 

(November 1973) and in NMPC letter to the AEC dated November 16, 1973. Since the 

requirements remain unchanged, this is considered to be a format change only, and 
therefore is considered an administrative change.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

M. 1 Revised TS 6.4.1, Items b, c, and e are added to the TS. This change will assure proper 
procedure control for emergency operating procedures, quality assurance for radioactive 
effluent and radiological environmental monitoring, and the programs list in Revised TS 

6.5. This is an additional restriction on plant operation and is consistent with NUREG
1434, Revision 1.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.8.2 describes details of procedure reviews and approvals, and CTS 6.8.3 describes 
requirements relating to temporary changes to procedures. The proposed change would 
relocate these requirements to the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Quality Assurance 
Topical Report (QATR). These changes are consistent with the guidance of AL 95-06, 

"Relocation of Technical Specification Administrative Controls Related to Quality 
Assurance," dated December 12, 1995, and NUREG-1434, Revision 1. The 
administrative letter concluded that TS administrative quality assurance-related 
requirements may be relocated to licensee-controlled quality assurance programs. For 

NMP 1, these requirements would be relocated in their entirety to the QATR, with 
changes only to the format. Requirements for the processes related to review and 

approval of procedures and changes to procedures are contained in 10 CFR 50 Appendix 

B, Criterion II and Criterion V; ANSI N18.7-1972; and ANSI/ASME NQA-1-1983, 
including 1983 Addenda. Relocation of these TS provisions to the QATR will provide 

adequate controls over procedure review and approval activities for NMP 1. Thus, the
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relocated details are not necessary to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the 
public health and safety. Changes to the QATR are controlled by the provisions of 10 
CFR 50.54(a).  

"Specific" 

None
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(CA 4a -.- +b- ODCvi 
@•£ig•-•KEEOffsite Dose Calculation Manual bODCM hall ie reported to the Commission in the Semiannual 
Radioactive Effluent Release Report for the period in which the chan.9e(s) was made effective. This submittal shall 
contain:

a. Sufficiently detailed information to totally support the rationale for the change without benefit of 
additional or supplemental information. Information submitted should consist of a package of those 
pages of the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual to be changed, together with appropriate analyses or 
evaluations justifying the change(s); 

b. A determination that the change will not reduce the accuracy or reliability of dose calculations or 
setpoint determinations; and 

c. Documentation of the fact that the change has been reviewed and found acceptable.  

f. CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT

1. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or prior to any remaining portion of a 
reload cycle for the following: 

1) The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR) for Specification 3.1.7.a 
and 3.1.7.e.  

2) The Kf core flow adjustment factor for Specification 3.1.7.c.  

3) The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for Specification 3.1.7.c and 3.1.7.e.  

4) The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE for Specification 3.1.7.b.  

5) The Power/Flow relationship for Specification 3.1.7.d and e.  

and shall be documented in the CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT.  

2. The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall be those previously reviewed 
and approved by the NRC, specifically those described in the following documents.

See- J-h U.S5J4-n IJ Caa 
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o,, A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of the containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(o) and 
10 CFR 50, Appendix J. Option B. This program shall be In accordance with the guidelines contained In Regulatory Guide 1.183, 
entitled aPerfonnance,1ased Containment Leak-Test Progrsmw dated September 1.995 with the-alou.s In: 

1. Type A tests will be conducted in accordance with ANS VANS 56.8-1994 and/or Bechtel 4WBN-TOP-, ndrW 

2. The first Type A test following approval of this Specification will be a full pressure test conducted approximately 70, rather 
than 48, months since the last low pressure Type A test.  

b. The peak calculated containment internal pressure (Poae for the design basis lose of coolant accident Wi 35 psig.  

C. The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate (La) at Pea shall be 1.5% of primary containment air weight per day.  

A. Leakage Rate Surveillance Test acceptance criteria are:" 

I . The as-found Primary. Containment integrated Leak Rate Test (Type A Test) acceptance criteria is less than 1.0 L1.  

2. The as4eft Primary Containment integrated Leek Rote Test (Type A Test) acceptance criteria Is les than or equal to 0.75 Lo 
prior to entering a mode of operation where containment integrity is required.  

3. The combined Local Leak Rate Test (Type B & C Tests Including aidocks) acceptance criteria Is less than 0.6 1., calculated on 
a maximum pathway basis, prior to entering a mode of operatioh where containment integrity is required.  

AMENDMENT NO. Wi "d ~ 373

2.6-3 Fr ft eto Prbyge o.. ('-,~V SO7-CJ% '-~ .I~ Tsrr qa I- A.04 
8.13.1 An Independent fire protection and loss prevention Inspection and audit shall be performed annually utilizing either 

qualified off-site licensee personnel or an outside fire protection firm.  

6.13.2 An Inspection and audit by an outside qualified firs Consultant dholl-be performed at Intervals no greatsir than 3 years.  

~~lrel ...- .. -.. .  

d an 

Procedures shell be established, Implemented and maintained to most or exceed the requirements ndrecommendations of Section 

L (-AGM 1- rlR Kn Annandiv .J Testina ProaramPlan
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4. The combined Local Leek Rate Test 4Type B & C Tests Including aiflocks) acceptance critelil is le ssthan 0.6 L., calculated on 
a minimum pathway basis, at all times when containment Integrity Is required.  

o <_j-Dhe provisions of Specification 4.0.1 do not apply to the test frequencies specified in the 10 CFR 50 Appendix J Testing

4
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e. Records of gaseous and liquid radioactive material released to the environs.  

f. Records of transient or operational cycles for those facility components designed for a limited number of transients or 
cycles.  

g. Records of training and qualification for current members of the plant staff.  

h. Records of in-service inspections performed pursuant to these Technical Specifications.  

i. Records of Quality Assurance activities required by the QA Manual.  

j. Records of reviews performed for changes made to procedures or equipment or reviews of tests and experiments 
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59.  

k. Records of meetings of the SORC and the SRAB.  

I. Records of analyses required by the radiological environmental monitoring program that would permit evaluation of the 
accuracy of the analysis at a later date. This should include procedures effective at specified times and Quality 
Assurance records showing that these procedures were followed.

S Radiation Protection Proaram

Procedures for personnel radiation protection shall be prepared consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR Part 20 and shall be 
approved, maintained and adhered to for all- operations involving personnel radiation exposure.  

6.12 High Radiation Area

6.12.1 In lieu of the "control device" or "alarm signal" required by Paragraph 20.203(c)(2) of 1OCFR20, each high radiation area 
normally accessible* by personnel in which the intensity of radiation is greater than 100 mrem/hr * but less than 1000 
mrem/hr shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and entrance thereto shall be controlled 
requiring issuance of a Radiation Work Permit in accordance with site approved procedures. Any individual or group of 
individuals permitted to enter such areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more of the following:

's-e ?I)SCLLssiC.V1 of a 
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Insert 6.5-A (E.•

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those portions of systems outside containment that could contain highly 
radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to levels as low as practicable. The systems include Core Spray, Containment 
Spray, Emergency Cooling, Shutdown Cooling, Reactor Cleanup, Vacuum Relief, Reactor Water Sampling, Containment Atmosphere 
Dilution (CAD) H2-02 Monitor, Drywell Containment Atmosphere Monitoring (CAM), Post Accident Sampling, Radioactive Gaseous 
Effluent Monitoring (RAGEMS), Offgas Effluent Stack Monitoring (OGESMS), and Post Accident Vent to Reactor Building 
Emergency Ventilation. The program shall include the following: 

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection requirements; and 

b. System leak test requirements for each system at 24 month intervals. A.+ 
The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are applicable to the 24 month frequency for performing system leak test activities.



Insert 6.5-B 

6.5.3 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program 

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases of these Technical Specifications.  

a. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate administrative controls and reviews.  

b. Licensees may make changes to the Bases without prior NRC approval provided the changes do not involve either of the 

following: 

1. A change in the TS incorporated in the license; or A .2

2. A change to the UFSAR or Bases tha re uires NRC aproval ursuant to 10 CFR 50.59.  

c. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that the Bases are maintained consistent with the UFSAR.  

d. Proposed changes that meet the criteria of 6.5.3.b above shall be reviewed and approved by the NRC prior to 

implementation. Changes to the Bases implemented without prior NRC approval shall be provided to the NRC on a 
frequency consistent with 10 CFR 50.71(e).  

f~ice~ of~



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 
Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

A.2 NUREG-1434, Revision 1, and the NMP2 ITS state that licensees may make changes to 
the TS Bases without prior NRC approval provided the changes do not involve "A 
change to the UFSAR or Bases that involves an unreviewed safety question as defined in 
10 CFR 50.59." The proposed change would revise the quoted phrase to "A change to 
the UFSAR or Bases that requires NRC approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59." This 
change is consistent with the changes to 10 CFR 50.59 published in the Federal Register 
(Volume 64, Number 191) dated October 4, 1999, as noted in NRC-approved TSTF-3 64, 
Revision 0. The final rule clarifies the specific types of changes, tests, and experiments 
conducted at a licensed facility that require evaluation, and revises the criteria that 
licensees must use to determine when NRC approval is needed before such changes, 
tests, or experiments can be implemented. The final rule also adds definitions of terms 
that have been subject to differing interpretations, and reorganizes the rule language for 
clarity. This change to Revised TS 6.5.3 is administrative in nature.  

A.3 CTS 6.14, "Systems Integrity", contains a brief statement indicating that the requirements 
and recommendations of Section 2.1.6.a of NUREG-0578 will be met or exceeded. In 
Revised TS 6.5.2, this statement is replaced with a more descriptive paragraph that 
outlines the elements of the program, and lists the systems to which the program applies.  
The revised program description is consistent with Section 2.1.6.a of NUREG-0578 and 
NUREG-1434. These are administrative changes that do not alter the existing 
requirements.  

A.4 A statement of applicability of Specification 4.0.1 has been added to CTS 6.14 (Revised 
TS 6.5.2). This statement is needed to maintain allowances for Surveillance Interval 
extensions contained in the TS, since Specification 4.0.1 is not normally applied to 
intervals identified in the Administrative Controls section of the TS. Since this change is 
a clarification required to maintain provisions that would be allowed in the Limiting 
Conditions for Operation sections of the TS, it is considered administrative in nature.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

M. 1 This change proposes to add new Section 6.5.3, Technical Specifications (TS) Bases 
Control Program, to Revised TS Section 6.0. This program is provided to specifically 
delineate the appropriate methods and reviews necessary for a change to the TS Bases.  
The proposed program is identical to NMP2 TS Section 5.5.10, which was issued by the 
NRC in NMP2 License Amendment No. 91, except as noted in Discussion of Change A.2 
above. This change does not revise any safety limits, limiting conditions for operation or
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

surveillance test requirements for the plant. TS Bases are not considered part of the TS 
as documented in 10 CFR 50.36.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

None 

"Specific" 

None
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6.8.3 Temporary changes to procedures of 6.8.1 above may be made provided:?d 

a. The intent of the original procedure is not altered.  

b. The change is approved by two members of the plant management staff, at least one of whom holds a Senior Re 
Operator's License on the unit affected.  

c. The change is documented, reviewed and approved within 14 days of implementation by the branch manager for thee 
functional area of the procedure or higher levels of management as governed by administrative procedures.

Reoortina Reauirements

-.. ,�* 1 ..... ..... 40.. I 'D C^ A

__,__,_-,he following eports shall be

3SUU EII LLUIII[,IU n UUU lUiUllIUU W ILII IV 'J ' Fi F.I- JV ."f..  

/6.9.1 Routine(Reors - -LA.I 

R A summary rep of plant startup an power escalation te ing shall be sub I ed following (1) r eipt 
of an oper ng license, (2) a ndment to the licen involving a plannedi* crease power les (3) installation o uel that 
has a di rent design or he een manufactured a different fuel su ier, and (4) modi 'iations that may h e 
signiffantly altered the clear, thermal, or hy aulic performance othe plant. The re rt shall address es of the tests 

ide ified in the FSAR d shall in general i ude a description of eimeasured valu of the operating c ditions or 
aracteristics obtai d during the test prr ram and a comparin n of.these values ith design predicti s and 

specifications. A corrective actions at were required to tamn satisfactory ration shall also described. Any 
additional sec* c details required in cense conditions baed on other commi ents shall be inclued in this report.  

Startup re rts shall be submitd within (1) 90 days ollowing completio of the startup test rogram, (2) 90 days 
followi resumption or co encement of comm cial power operatlo , or (3) 9 months f owing initial criticalit 
whic ver is earliest. If t Startup Report doe not cover all three ents (i.e., initial cri ality, completion of artup 
te program, and resu ption or commence nt of commercial per operation), sup ementary reports s be 
ubitd tlat fytrewots°nial1he1eet°aybe omltd
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SuOccupationaltExoosure Report. A tabulation shall be submitted on an annual basis which includes the number of 
station, utility and other personnel (including contrac ors) receiving exposures greater than 100 mrem/yr and their 
associated man rem exposure according to work and job functionsheoe.g., reactor operations and surveillance, inservice 
inspection, routine maintenance, special maintenance (describe maintenance), waste processing, and refueling. A sTh-edose 
assignment to various duty functions may be estimat based on pocket dosimeter, TLD, or film badge measurements.  
Small exposures totaling less than 20% of the individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 
80% of the total whole body dose received from external sources shall be assigned to specific major work functions.  

RA +I n n +A+ 4 ; + kL+

ralat plauasrtcgsaazushall be submitted on a monthly basis,. U W 
..... no later than the 15th of each month following the 

calendar month covered by the report. A.3

T•his tabulation supplements the requirements of 20.407 of 10 CFR Part 20.

AMENDMENT NO. 362
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Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report*.  

Routine Radiological Environmental Operating Reports covering the operation of the unit during the previous calendar year 
shall be submitted prior to May 1 of each year. The initial report shall be submitted prior to May 1, 1985.  

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Reports shall include summaries, interpretations, and an analysis of 
trends of the results of the radiological environmental surveillance activities for the report period, including a comparison 
with operational controls as appropriate, and with environmental surveillance reports from the previous 5 years, and an 
assessment of the observed impacts of the plant operation on the environment. The reports shall also include the results 
of land use censuses required by Specification 3.6.22.  

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Reports shall include the results of analysis of all radiological 
environmental samples and of all environmental radiation measurements taken during the period pursuant to the locations 
specified in the Table and Figures in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual, as well as summarized and tabulated results of 
these analyses and measurements in the format of the table in the Radiological Assessment Branch Technical Position, 
Revision 1, November 1979. In the event that some individual results are not available for inclusion with the report, the 
report shall be submitted noting and explaining the reasons for the missing results. The missing data shall be submitted 
as soon as possible in a supplementary report.  

The reports shall also include the following: a summary description of the radiological environmental monitoring program; 
at least two legible maps* * covering all sampling locations keyed to a table giving distances and directions from the 
centerline of one reactor; the results of licensee participation in the Interlaboratory Comparison Program, required by 
Specification 3.6.21; discussion of all deviations from the sampling schedule of Table 3.6.20-1; and discussion of all 
analyses in which the LLD required in Table 4.6.20-1 was not achievable.  

"* A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station.  

"One map shall cover stations near the site boundary; a second shall include the more distant stations.  
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S6_ J, %S4 
( .•.3 •) Semi-annual 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 on 
January 1, 1985.  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive liquid and gaseous 
effluents and solid waste released from the unit as outlined in Regulatory Guide 1.21, "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," Revision 1, June 1974, with data summarized on a quarterly basis following the 
format of Appendix B thereof.  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report to be submitted within 60 days after January 1 of each year shall include an 
annual summary of hourly meteorological data collected over the previous year. This annual summary may be either in 
the form of an hour-by-hour listing on magnetic tape of wind speed, wind direction, atmospheric stability, and 
precipitation fif measured), or in the form of joint frequency distributions of wind speed, wind direction, and atmospheric 
stability.* This same report shall include an assessment of the radiation doses from radioactive liquid and gaseous 
effluents to members of the public due to their activities inside the site boundary (Figure 5.1-1) during the report period.  
All assumptions used in making these assessments, i.e., specific activity, exposure time and location, shall be included in 
these reports. The assessment of radiation doses shall be performed in accordance with the methodology and parameters 
in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual.  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report to be submitted 60 days after January 1 of each year shall also include an 
assessment of radiation doses to the likely most exposed member of the public from reactor releases and other nearby 
uranium fuel cycle sources, including doses from primary effluent pathways and direct radiation, for the previous calendar 
year to show conformance with 40 CFR Part 190, Environmental Radiation Protection Standards for Nuclear Power 
Operation. Acceptable methods for calculating the dose contribution from liquid and gaseous effluents are given in the 
Offsite Dose Calculation Manual.  

In lieu of submission with the Semi-annual Radioactive Effluent Release Report, the licensee has the option of 
retaining this summary of required meteorological data on site in a file that shall be provided to the NRC upon 
request.  

* * A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit site. The submittal should combine those sections that are 
common to all units at the site; however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the submittal shall specify the 
releases of radioactive material from each unit.  
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G(,-.(ý The Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include the following information for each class of solid waste (as defined by 
('(.4,L) 10 CFR Part 61) shipped offsite during the report period: 

a. Container volume, 

b. Total curie quantity (specify whether determined by measurement or estimate), 

c. Principal radionuclides (specify whether determined by measurement or estimate), 

d. Source of waste and processing employed (e.g., dewatered spent resin, compacted dry waste, evaporator 
bottoms), 

e. Type of container (e.g., LSA, Type A, Type B, Large Quantity), and, 

f. Solidification agent or absorbent (e.g., cement) 

The Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include any changes made during the reporting period to the Process Control 
Program (PCP) and to the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM), as well as a listing of new locations for dose calculations 
and/or environmental monitoring identified by the land use census pursuant to Specification 3.6.20.  

Changes to the Proces Control PrograrrnPCP) shall be repoted to the Comm~ision in the Seminnual Radioactive EffUentJ 
f•• eReport o e period in whicthe changi elsl~ ade Thsu *tal shall contain:/ 

/ Oa. S ficiently detailed i ormation to totall support the rati ale for the chang without benefit of , ditional or . j ~~~upplemental infin ation;/ " 

A determinat n that the chang id not reduce th overall conforman of the solidified ste product to existing / ~ ~criteria foolid wastes; and /- .  

C. Doc entation of the fa that the chang eas been reviewed a-d found acceptab 
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Changes to the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM): Shall be reported to the Commission in the Semiannual 
Radioactive Effluent Release Report for the period in which the chatl~ie(s) was made effective. This submittal shall 
contain: 

a. Sufficiently detailed information to totally support the rationale for the change without benefit of 
additional or supplemental information. Information submitted should consist of a package of those 
pages of the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual to be changed, together with appropriate analyses or 
evaluations justifying the change(s); 

b. A determination that the change will not reduce the accuracy or reliability of dose calculations or 
setpoint determinations; and 

c. Documentation of the fact that the change has been reviewed and found acceptable.  
(•.&,.• oRE PERATING LIMITS RE"PRT~iiýL)• 

0,. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or prior to any remaining portion of a 
reload cycle for the following: 

A n?) 
1) The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR) for SpecificationJ3.1.7.a 

and 3.1.7.e.  

2) The Kf core flow adjustment factor for Specification 3.1.7.c.  

3) The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for SpecificationhA3.1.7.c and 3.1.7.e.  

4) The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE for Specification 3.1.7.b.  

5) The Power/Flow relationship for Specificatio-3.1.7.d and ýi,1e.  

"aand shall be documented in the EIP 0i2 

,6-0 The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall be those previously reviewed 
and approved by the NRC, specifically those described in ',.  

JE'iE-t4Ql7-P-A •c S-OAL EL~CTAký ST4-J>IPARi Ai9L~cArnoioN FjR 

tJ[E:D -L,2,4i o ~ ~ oec reJi ~ I - P-~ A CLoL, C7 ),
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1) NEDE-2401 1-P-A"- ENERAL ELE RIC STANDAA P&APPLICATION O R REACTOR FUEL" (Latest approved 
r ision).  

NEDE-3096 P-A "SAFER MODEL FOR EVA UATION OF L -OF-COOLAN ACCIDENTS FOR JE / PUMP 
AND NO JET PUMP P NTS" (Latest 4%'proved Revision 

Vol SAFER LON TERM INVENT RY MODEL FOR R LOSS-OF-C LANT ACCIDENT ALYSIS" 

olI 1 "SAFER PPLICATION M HODOLOGY F NON-JET PU PLANTS" 

NEDO-20 6-P-A "GENER. ELECTRIC CO ANY ANALYTI AL MODEL FOR LO -OF-COOLANT CIDENT 
ANAL IS IN ACCORD CE WITH 10CF 0 APPENDIX K". (Latest approved r vision) 

4) N 0 32465-A, "R - CTOR STABILI DETECT AND PPRESS SOLUTIO LICENSING BAS fj.  
U ETHODOLOGY JOR RELOAD A. ICATIONS," Au 't 1996.  

C. (• The core operating limits shall be determined such that all applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal-mechanical limits, core 
thermal-hydraulic limits, ECCS limits, nuclear limits such as shutdown margin, transient analysis limits, and accident 
analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met.  

A, • The ( Wg BIVR , including any mid-cycle revisions or supplements.shall be provided, upon 
issuance for each reload cycle, to the NRC, 4 6sj|oal-AdiiiNt n 

A, 3 

D6.9.2Fire Protec."n Progeram Re7orts, 
/ Nonic pliances wit he Fire Prote inProgram s described In/n he Final Safet .Analysis Report .a't adverselvfethe 

" al~jli~yto achieve •d maintain s• shutdown i yhe event of afi're shall be reposed in accord c~e with the reeei• 
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SSpecial Reports 

Special reports shall be submitted ' -,, within the time period specified for each 
report. These reports shall be submitted covering the activities identified below pursuant to the requirements of the applicable 
reference specification: 

a. Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance Specimen Examination, Specification 4.2.2 (12 months).  

b. Safety Class 1 Inservice Inspection, Specification 4.2.6 (Three months).  

c. Safety Class 2 Inservice Inspections, Specification 4.2.6 (Three months).  

d. Safety Class 3 Inservice Inspections, Specification 4.2.6 (Three months).  

e. Primary Containment Leakage Testing, Specification 3.3.3 (Three months).  

f. Secondary Containment Leakage Testing, Specification 3.4.1 (Three months).  

g. Sealed Source Leakage In Excess Of Limits, Specification 3.6.5.2 (Three months).  

h. Calculate Dose from Liquid Effluent in Excess of Limits, Specification 3.6.15.C12)(b) (30 days from the end of the affected 
calendar quarter). ( 0 

i. Calculate Air Dose from Noble Gases Effluent in Excess of Limits, Specification 3.6.15.W2)(b) (30 days from the end of 
the affected calendar quarter). 0

j. Calculate Dose from 1-131, H-3 and Radioactive Particulates with half lives greater than eight days in Excess of Limits, 
Specification 3.6.15.h(I3)(b) (30 days from the end of the affected calendar quarter).  

k. Calculated Doses from Uranium Fuel Cycle Source in Excess of Limits, Specification 3.6.15.d (30 days from the end of 

the affected calendar year).  

I. Inoperable Gaseous Radwaste Treatment System, Specificatio" 3.6.16.b (30 days from the event).  

m. Environmental Radiological Reports. With the level of radioactivit (as the result of plant effluents) in an environmental 
sampling medium exceeding the reporting level of Table . when averaged over any calendar quarter, in lieu of a 
Licensee Event Report, prepare and submit to the Commission within thirty (30) days from the end of the calendar quarter 
a special report identifying the cause(s) for exceeding the limits, and define the corrective action to be taken.  
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TABLE 
REPORTING LEVEL FOR RADIOACTIVITY CONCENTRATIONS IN ENVIRONMENTAL SAMPLES

REPORTING LEVELS

Analysis 

H-3 

Mn-54 

Fe-59 

Co-58 

Co-60 

Zn-65 

Zr-95, Nb-95 

1-131 

Cs-1 34 

Cs-1 37 

Ba/La- 140

Water (pCll) 

20,000* 

1,000 

400 

1,000 

300 

300 

400 

2** 

30 

50 

200

Airborne Particulate 
or Gases (pCi/m3) Fish (pCI/kg, wet) Milk (pClI)

Food Products 
(pCilkg, wet)

30,000 

10,000 

30,000 

10,000 

20,000

0.9 

10.0 

20.0

1,000 

2,000

3 

60 

70 

300

100 

1,000 

2,000

For drinking water samples. This is a 
may be used.

40 CFR 141 value. If no drinking water pathway exists, a value of 30,000 pCifliter

* If no drinking water pathway exists, a value of 20 pCi/liter may be used.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

ADMINISTRATIVE (AI 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 
Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

A.2 CTS 6.9.1 .f, Item 2, identifies specific analytical methods used to determine the core 
operating limits that are documented in the COLR. The proposed change deletes the 
references to three (3) of the identified reports (NEDE-30966-P-A, NEDO-20556-P-A, 
and NEDO-32465-A), and retains only the reference to NEDE-2401 1-P-A. NEDE
24011-P-A now contains all of the methods reviewed and approved by the NRC for the 
NMP 1 Loss of Coolant Accident analysis and for the Stability Analysis. Therefore, the 
references to the other three reports (NEDE-30966-P-A, NEDO-20556-P-A, and NEDO
32465-A) are redundant. This change is administrative in nature. There are no changes 
to the actual analytical methods being used.  

A.3 CTS 6.9. 1.f, Item 4, requires that the Core Operating Limits Report (COLR) shall be 
provided to the NRC Document Control Desk with copies to the Regional Administrator 
and Resident Inspector, CTS 6.9.1.c requires that monthly operating reports be submitted 
in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4, and CTS 6.9.3 requires that special reports be submitted 
"in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4 Regional Office." Revised TS 6.6 contains a single 
statement that requires submittal of reports in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4. The TS do 
not need to give report submittal details since this material is subject to change and would 
require a change to the TS. The Revised TS submittal requirements are sufficient without 
including unnecessary duplication or details.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L. LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.9.1 .a requires that a startup report be submitted detailing plant startup and power 
escalation testing following receipt of an operating license, an increase in licensed power 
level, installation of nuclear fuel with a different design of manufacturer than the current 
fuel, and modifications that may have significantly altered the nuclear, thermal, or 
hydraulic performance of the unit. The proposed change would relocate this requirement 
to the UFSAR. The startup report required by CTS 6.9. l.a provides the NRC with a 
mechanism to review the appropriateness of licensee activities after-the-fact, but there is 
no requirement for the NRC to approve the report. The quality assurance requirements of 
10 CIFR 50, Appendix B, and the Startup Test Program provisions contained in the 
UFSAR provide assurance that the listed activities will be adequately performed and that
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

appropriate corrective actions, if required, are taken. Also, given that the report may be 
submitted to the NRC up to 90 days following completion of the respective milestone, 
report completion and submittal is clearly not necessary to assure operation of the unit in 

a safe manner for the interval between completion of the startup testing and submittal of 

the report. Thus, the startup report is not required to be in the TS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the UFSAR are controlled by the 
provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.  

LA.2 The details contained in CTS 6.9. .e regarding changes to the Process Control Program 
(PCP) are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. The PCP implements the 
requirements of 10 CFR 20, 10 CFR 61, and 10 CFR 71. Compliance with these 
regulations is required by the NMP 1 operating license and, as such, relocation of the 
requirements regarding changes to the PCP from the TS does not affect the safe operation 
of the facility. Therefore, the relocated details are not required to be in the TS to provide 
adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the UFSAR are 
controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.  

LA.3 The details contained in CTS 6.9.2, "Fire Protection Program Reports," are proposed to 

be relocated to the UFSAR (Appendix 10A), where the program requirements currently 
reside. This program is required by an NMP 1 commitment to Branch Technical Position 
APCSB 9.5-1, Appendix A, as stated in the UFSAR, Appendix B. Revised TS 6.4.1 will 
continue to require that procedures shall be established to implement and maintain the 

Fire Protection Program. This is consistent with Generic Letter 88-12, which allowed the 
Fire Protection Program requirements to be relocated to plant controlled documents.  
Therefore, the relocated details are not required to be in the TS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety. Fire Protection Program changes are 
controlled by the provisions of Paragraph 2.D(7) of the Operating License.  

"Specific" 

L. 1 The reporting of safety and relief valve failures and challenges is based on the guidance 
in NUREG-0694, "TMI-Related Requirements for New Operating Licensees." The 

guidance of NUREG-0694 states: "Assure that any failure of a PORV or safety valve to 

close will be reported to the NRC promptly. All challenges to the PORVs or safety 
valves should be documented in the annual report." NRC Generic Letter 97-02, Revised 
Contents of the Monthly Operating Report," requests the submittal of less information in 

the monthly operating report. The generic letter identifies what needs to be reported to 

support the NRC Performance Indicator Program, and availability and capacity statistics.  

The generic letter does not specifically identify the need to report challenges to the safety 

and relief valves. As noted in NRC-approved TSTF-258, Revision 4, an NRC staff 

member (AEOD) was contacted and he indicated that this information was not required 

for the Performance Indicator Program and therefore would not need to be reported.  

Based on this information, it is acceptable to delete the requirement to provide 
documentation of all challenges to safety relief valves or safety valves.

Page 2 of 2



ATTACHMENT B.8 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

PROPOSED REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTION 6.0 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

REVISED TS 6.7 
HIGH RADIATION AREA 

Current Technical Specification Markup and Discussion of Changes



e. Records of gaseous and liquid radioactive material released to the environs.  

f. Records of transient or operational cycles for those facility components designed for a limited number of transients or 
cycles.  

g. Records of training and qualification for current members of the plant staff.  

h. Records of in-service inspections performed pursuant to these Technical Specifications.  

i. Records of Quality Assurance activities required by the GA Manual.  

j. Records of reviews performed for changes made to procedures or equipment or reviews of tests and experiments 
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59.  

k. Records of meetings of the SORC and the SRAB.  

I. Records of analyses required by the radiological environmental monitoring program that would permit evaluation of the accuracy of the analysis at a later date. This should include procedures effective at specified times and Quality 
SAssurance records showing that these procedures were followed.  

6.11 Radiation Protection Program Se-- 'P SC.'• &SYSj'ri- ,k ' )-cn -$-

kevjsd~14 '7T5 6,9 1" Provi-am~s ar'4 > 
Procedures for personnel radiation protection shall be prepared consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR Part 20 and shall be 
approved, maintained and adhered to for all operations involving personnel radiation exposure.  

!jjHiah Radiation Area 

Q In lieu of the "control device" or "alarm signal" required by Paragraph 20.203(c)(2) of 1OCFR20, each high radiation area 
G,•/. I normally accessible* by personnel in which the intensity of radiation is greater than 100 mrem/hr* * but less than 1000 

mrem/hr** shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and entrance thereto shall be controlled by 
requiring issuance of a Radiation Work Permit in accordance with site approved procedures. Any individual or group of 
individuals permitted to enter such areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more of the following: 
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b. A radiation monitoring device which continuously indicates the radiation dose rate in the area.  

b. A radiation monitoring device which continuously integrates the radiation'dose rate in the area and alarms when a preset 

integrated dose is received. Entry into such areas with this monitoring device may be made after the dose rates in the 
area have been established and personnel have been made knowledgeable of them.  

c. An individual qualified in radiation protection, with a radiation dose rate monitoring device, who is responsible for 
providing positive control over the activities within the area and shall perform periodic radiation surveillance at the 
frequency specified by the -,_-- ''I ,,. or desinate in the Radiation Work Permit.  

Q In addition to the requirements of . areas accessibi to personnel with radiation evels such that a major portion of the 
body could receive in one hour a dose greater than 1000 mrem * shall be provided with locked doors to prevent unauthorized 
entry, and the hard keys or access provided by magneti eycard shall be maintained under the administrative control of the 
Station Shift Supervisor or designate on duty and/or they-. 1aT 1ii;u' Hor designate. Doors shall remain locked 
except during periods of access by personnel under an approved RWP which shall specify in accordance with site approved 
procedures accordingly, the dose rate levels in the immediate work area and the maximum allowable stay time for individuals 
in that area. In lieu of the stay time specification of the RWP, continuous surveillance, direct or remote, such as use of closed 
circuit TV cameras, may be made by personnel qualified in radiation protection procedures to provide positive exposure control 
over the activities within the area. For individual areas accessible to personnel with' radiation levels such that a major portion 
of the body could receive in one hour a dose in excess of 1000 mrem that are located within large areas, such as the 
drywell, where no enclosure exists for purposes of locking, and no enclosure can be reasonably constructed around the 
individual areas, then that area shall be roped off, conspicuously posted and a flashing light shall be activated as a warning 
device.  

* by accessible passage and permanently fixed ladders 
S* measurement made at 18" from source of radioactivity 
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: 6.7 - HIGH RADIATION AREA 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 
Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L. LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.7.1 and CTS 6.7.2 use the title "Manager Radiation Protection." This specific title 
is replaced with the generic title "radiation protection manager." The specific title is 
proposed to be relocated to UFSAR Section XIII-A, which is where the organizational 
chart and description of this specific title are currently located. Relocation of specific 
titles out of the TS is consistent with the NRC letter from C. Grimes to the Owners Group 
Technical Specification Committee Chairman, dated November 10, 1994, as documented 
in NRC-approved TSTF-65, Revision 1. The various requirements of the individuals are 

still retained in the Revised TS. In addition, Revised TS 6.2.1 requires the organization 
chart to be documented in the UFSAR. Therefore, the relocated specific titles are not 
required to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  
Changes to the procedures governing the conduct of operations, including the areas of 
organization, position titles, responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel qualifications and 
training programs, are controlled under 10 CFR 50 Appendix B programs.  

"Specific" 

None
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1.28 Ventilation Exhaust Treatment System 

A ventilation exhaust treatment system is any system designed and installed to reduce gaseous radioiodine or radioactive 
material in particulate form in effluents by passing ventilation or vent exhaust gases through charcoal adsorbers and/or HEPA 
filters for the purpose of removing iodines or particulates from the gaseous exhaust stream prior to the release to the 
environment. Such a system is not considered to have any effect on noble gas effluents. Engineered Safety Feature (ESF) 
atmospheric cleanup systems are not considered to be ventilation exhaust treatment system components.  

1.29 Venting 

Venting is the controlled process of discharging air or gas from a confinement to maintain temperature, pressure, humidity, 
concentration, or other operating condition, in such a manner that replacement air or gas is not provided or required during 
venting. Vent, used in system names, does not imply a venting process.  

1.30 Reactor Coolant Leakage 

a. Identified Leakage 

(1) Leakage into closed systems, such as pump seal or valve packing leaks that are captured, flow metered and 
conducted to a sump or collecting tank, or 

(2) Leakage into the primary containment atmosphere from sources that are both specifically located and known 
not to be from a through-wall crack in the piping within the reactor coolant pressure boundary.  

b. Unidentified Leakage 

All other leakage of reactor coolant into the primary containment area.  

1.31 Core Operating Limits Report 

The CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT is the unit-specific document that provides core operating limits for the current 
operating reload cycle. These cycle-specific core operating limits shall be determined for each reload cycle in accordance with 
Specification Plant operation within these operating limits is addressed in individual specifications.  

AMENDMENT NO. 
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SAFETY LIMIT
i

Written procedures will be developed and 
followed whenever the reactor water level is 
lowered below the low-low level set point (5 feet 
below minimum normal water level). The 
procedures will define the valves that will be 

used to lower the vessel water level. All other 
valves that have the potential of lowering the 
vessel water level will be identified by valve 
number in the procedures and these valves will 

be red tagged to preclude their operation during 
the major maintenance with the water level 
below the low-low level set point.  

In addition to the 6 requirement* 
r.--,. ..... there shall be 

another control room operator present in the 

control room with no other duties than to monitor 

cthe reactor vessel water level.  

4h a+ 0±les+ ovle- hceic~is e na4ý4 r 

00tcr 44iýe- C~eo n+r o room Whe.,y -fo-c
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AMENDMENT NO. U d ~ f$

LIMITING SAFETY SYSTEM SETTING

b. The IRM scram trip setting shall not exceed 12% 
of rated neutron flux for IRM range 9 or lower.  

The IRM scram trip setting shall not exceed 
38.4% of rated neutron flux for IRM range 10.  

c. The reactor high pressure scram trip setting shall 
be :s 1080 psig.  

d. The reactor water low level scram trip setting 
shall be no lower than -12 inches (53 inches 
indicator scale) relative to the minimum normal 
water level (302'9").  

e. The reactor water low-low level setting for core 
spray initiation shall be no less than -5 feet (5 
inches indicator scale) relative to the minimum 
normal water level (Elevation 302'9").  

f. The reactor low pressure setting for main-steam
line isolation valve closure shall be ;_850 psig 
when the reactor mode switch is in the run 
position or the IRMs are on range 10.  

g. The main-steam-line isolation valve closure scram 

setting shall be s 10 percent of valve closure 
(stem position) from full open.

11
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.3.3 LEAKAGzE RATE 

Appliggbility: 

Applies to the allowable leakage rate of the primary 
containment system.  

Obiective: 

To assure the capability of the containment in limiting 
radiation exposure to the public from exceeding 
values specified in 10 CFR 100 in the event of a loss
of-coolant accident accompanied by significant fuel 
cladding failure and hydrogen generation from a 
metal-water reaction.  

To assure that periodic surveillances of reactor 
containment penetrations and isolation valves are 
performed so that proper maintenance and repairs are 
made during the service life of the containment, and 
systems and components penetrating primary 
containment.  

Specification: 

Whenever the reactor coolant system temperature is 
above 215OF and primary containment integrity is 
required, the primary containment leakage rate shall 
be limited to: 

AMENDMENT NO. UL h1, /j•

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

4.3.3 LEAKAGE RATE 

Applicability: 

Applies to the primary containment system leakage 
rate.  

To verify that the leakage from the primary 
containment system is maintained within specified 
values.  

Specification: 

a. The primary containment leakage rates shall be 
demonstrated at test schedules and in 
conformance with the criteria specified in the 10 
CFR 50 Appendix J Testing Program Plan as 
described in Specification 

b. The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are not 
applicable, and the surveillance interval 
extensions are in accordance with the 10 CFR 50 
Appendix J Testing Program Plan.

�A�3 j13
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION
"I

(2) Dose 

The dose or dose commitment to a member of 
the public from radioactive materials in liquid 
effluents released, from each reactor unit, to 
unrestricted areas (see Figures 5.1-1) shall be 
limited: 

(a) During any calendar quarter to less than 
or equal to 1.5 mrems to the total body 
and to less than or equal to 5 mrems to 
any organ, and 

(b) During any calendar year to less than or 
equal to 3 mrems to the total body and, to 
less than or equal to 10 mrems to any 
organ.  

With the calculated dose from the release 
of radioactive materials in liquid effluents 
exceeding any of the above limits, prepare 
and submit to the Commission within 30 

i days, pursuant to Specification . a 
Special Report that identifies the cause(s) 
for exceeding the limit(s) and defines the 
corrective actions that have been taken to 
reduce the releases and the proposed 
corrective actions to be taken to assure 
that subsequent releases will be in 
compliance with the above limits.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

(2) Dose 

Cumulative dose contributions from liquid 
effluents for the current calendar quarter and 
the current calendar year shall be determined 
in accordance with the methodology and 
parameters in the Offsite Dose Calculation 
Manual, prior to each release of a batch of 
liquid waste.

Po -4 Jf 13
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION
LIMITING CONDITION.. FOR OPERATI Ii"iVII I AMWC 0C"bflI0I REIClI

(2) Air Dose 

The air dose due to noble gases released in 
gaseous effluents, from each reactor unit, to 
areas at and beyond the site boundary shall 
be limited to the following: 

(a) During any calendar quarter: Less than 
or equal to 5 milliroentgen for gamma 
radiation and less than or equal to 10 
mrads for beta radiation and, 

(b) During any calendar year: Less than or 
equal to 10 milliroentgen for gamma 
radiation and less than or equal to 20 
mrads for beta radiation.  

With the calculated air dose from radio
active noble gases in gaseous effluents 
exceeding any of the above limits, prepare 
and submit to the Commission within 310 
days, pursuant to Specificaeion L , ?a '
Special Report that identifies the cause(s) for 
exceeding the limit(s) and defines the 
corrective actions that have been taken to 
reduce the releases and the proposed 
corrective actions to be taken to assure that 
subsequent releases will be in compliance 
with the above limits.

(2) Air Dose 

Cumulative dose contributions for the 
current calendar quarter and current calendar 
year for noble gases shall be determined 
monthly in accordance with the method
ology and parameters in the Offsite Dose 
Calculation Manual.  

e or _ o3
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

(3) Tritium, lodines and Particulates 

The dose to a member of the public from 
iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium and all 
radionuclides in particulate form with half 
lives greater than 8 days in gaseous 
effluents released, from each reactor unit, to 
areas at and beyond the site boundary shall 
be limited to the following: 

(a) During any calendar quarter: Less than 
or equal to 7.5 mrems to any organ 
and, 

(b) During any calendar year: Less than or 
equal to 15 mrems to any organ.  

With the calculated dose from the release of 
iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium and 
radionuclides in particulate form with half 
lives greater than 8 days, in gaseous 
effluents exceeding any of the above limits, 
prepare and submit to the Commission 

" within 30 days, pursuant to Specification 
a Special Report that identifies the 

cause(s) for exceeding the limit and defines 
the corrective actions that have been taken 
to reduce the releases and the proposed 
corrective actions to be taken to assure that 
subsequent releases will be in compliance 
with the above limits.  

AMENDMENT NO. #
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(3) Tritium, lodines and Particulates 

Cumulative dose contributions for the 
current calendar quarter and current calendar 
year for iodine-131, iodine-1 33, tritium and 
radionuclides in particulate form with half 
lives greater than 8 days shall be determined 
monthly in accordance with the method
ology and parameters in the Offsite Dose 
Calculation Manual.

302
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NOTES FOR TABLE 4.6.15-2 

(a) The LLD is defined in notation (a) of Table 4.6.15-1.  

(b) Purge is defined in Section 1.23.  

(c) The principal gamma emitters for which the LLD specification applies exclusively are the following radionuclides: Kr-87, Kr-88, Xe-1i33, 
Xe-135 and Xe-138 for gaseous emissions and Mn-54, Fe-59, Co-58, Co-60, Zn-65, Mo-99, Cs-134, Cs-137, Ce-141, 1-131 and Ce
144 for particulate emissions. This list does not mean that only these nuclides are to be considered. Other gamma peaks that are 
identifiable, together with those of the above nuclides, shall also be analyzed and reported in the Semi-Annual Radioactive Effluent 
Release Report pursuant to Specification G 

(d) Sampling and analysis shall also be performed following shutdown, startup or an increase on the recombiner discharge monitor of greater than 50 percent, factoring out increases due to changes in thermal power level or dilution flow; or when the stack release rate 
is in excess of 1000 pCi/second and steady-state gaseous release rate increases by 50 percent.  

(e) The sample flow rate and the stack flow rate shall be known for the time period covered by each dose or dose rate calculation made in 
accordance with Specifications 3.6.15.b.(1).(b) and 3.6.15.b.(3).  

(f) When the release rate is in excess of 1000 pCi/sec and steady state gaseous release rate increases by 50 percent. The iodine and 
particulate collection device shall be removed and analyzed to determine the changes in iodine-131 and particulate release rate. The 
analysis shall be done daily following each change until it is shown that a pattern exists which can be used to predict the release rate; 
after which it may revert to weekly sampling frequency. When samples collected for 24 hours are analyzed, the corresponding LLD's 
may be increased by a factor of 10.  

(g) When RAGEMS is inoperable the LLD for noble gas gross gamma analysis shall be 1 x 10-4.  

(h) Tritium grab samples shall be taken weekly from the station ventilation exhaust (stack) when fuel is offloaded until stable tritium release 
levels can be demonstrated.  

AMENDMENT NO. Pc-e 7 30C 13
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 1 IIVlWII I AMf% D0lCl IIDCrAIAmr
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With the calculated doses from the release of 
radioactive materials in liquid or gaseous 
effluents excee*ng twice theIits of Specifica
tions 3.6.• 5.ab), 3.6.15.b//j2•)and 
3.6.15. bI*),C9Iculations s. be made 
including ect radiation contributions from the 
reactor units and from outside storage tanks to 
determine whether the above listed 40CFR 190 
limits have been exceeded. If such is the case, 

re are and submit to the Commission within 30 
days, pursuant to Specific-ationn. ., a Special 
Report that defines the corrective action to be 
taken to reduce subsequent releases to prevent 
recurrence of exceeding the above limits and 
includes the schedule for achieving conformance 
with the above limits. This Special Report, as 
defined in 1OCFR Part 20.405c, shall include an 
analysis that estimates the radiation exposure 
(dose) to a member of the public from uranium 
fuel cycle sources, including all effluent 
pathways and direct radiation, for the calendar 
year that includes the release(s) covered by this 
report.

Cumulative dose contributions from direct 
radiation from the reactor units and from 
radwaste storage tanks shall be determined in 
accordance with the methodology and 
parameters in the Offsite Dose Calculation 
Manual. This requirement is applicable only 
under conditions set forth in Specification 
3.6.15.d.  

8 P4j
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

With gaseous radwaste from the main condenser 
air ejector system being discharged without 
treatment for more than 7 days, prepare and 
submit to the Commission within 30 days, 
pursuant to pecification . Special Report 
that identifies the inoperable equipment and the 
reason for its inoperability, actions taken to 
restore the inoperable equipment to OPERABLE 
status, and a summary description of those 
actions taken to prevent a recurrence.  

c. Solid 

The solid radwaste system shall be used in 
accordance with a Process Control Program to 
process wet radioactive wastes to meet shipping 
and burial ground requirements.  

With the provisions of the process control 
program not satisfied, suspend shipments of 
defectively processed or defectively packaged 
solid radioactive wastes from the site.  

AMENDMENT NO.

SURVEILL NCE hFA IRPFMPNIT t

c. Solid 

The process control program shall be used to 
verify the solidification of at least one 
representative test specimen from at least every 
tenth batch of each type of wet radioactive 
waste (e.g., filter sludges and evaporator 
bottoms).  

(1) If any test specimen fails to verify solidifi
cation, the solidification of the batch may 
then be resumed using the alternative 
solidification parameters determined by the 
process control program.  

(2) If the initial test specimen from a batch of 
waste fails to verify solidification, the 
process control program shall provide for the 
collection and testing of representative test 
specimens from each consecutive batch of 
the same type of wet waste until at least 3 
consecutive initial test specimens 
demonstrate solidification.

315
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT 

With the level of radioactivity (as the result of plant 
effluents), in an environmental sampling medium ( -1 
exceeding the reporting levels of Table k when 
averaged over any calendar quarter, prepare and 
submit to the Commission within 30 days from the 

_end of the affected calendar quarter a Special Report 
pursuant to Specification . The Special Report 
shall identify the cause(s) for exceeding the limit(s) 
and define the corrective action(s) to be taken to 
reduce radioactive effluents so that the potential 
annual dose to a member of the public is less than 
the calendar year limits of Specifications 3.6.1 5.a.(2), 
3.6.15.b.(2) and 3.6.15.b.(3). When more than one 
of the radionuclides in Table I are detected in 
the sampling medium, this report shall be submitted if: 'f7743G J 

concentration (1) + concentration (2) + 
limit level (1) limit level (2) 

....... 21.0 

When radionuclides other than those in Table 
are detected and are the result of plant effluents, this 
report shall be submitted if the potential annual dose 
to an individual is equal to or greater than the 
calendar year limits of Specification 3.6.15.a.(2), 
3.6.1 5.b.(2) and 3.6.15.b.(3).  

AMENDMENT NO.32
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NOTES FOR TABLE 4.6.20-1 

(a) This list does not mean that only these nuclides are to be considered. Other peaks that are identifiable, together with those of the 
above nuclides, shall also be analyzed and reported in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report pursuant to Specification 

(b) Required detection capabilities for thermoluminescent dosimeters used for environmental measurements are given in ANSI N.545 
(1975), Section 4.3. Allowable exceptions to ANSI N.545 (1975), Section 4.3 are contained in the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 Offsite Dose 
Calculation Manual (ODCM).  

(c) The LLD is defined, for purposes of these specifications, as the smallest concentration of radioactive material in a sample that will yield 
a net count, above system background, that will be detected with 95 percent probability with only 5 percent probability of falsely 
concluding that a blank observation represents a "real" signal.  

For a particular measurement system, which may include radiochemical separation: 

LLD 4.65 
E*V*2.22*Yeexp (-AAt) 

Where: 

LLD is the "a priori" lower limit-of detection as defined above, as picocuries per unit mass or volume, 

S is the standard deviation of the background counting rate or of the counting rate of a blank sample as appropriate, as counts per 
minute, 

E is the counting efficiency, as counts per disintegration, 

V is the sample size in units of mass or volume, 

2.22 is the number of disintegrations per minute per picocurie, 

Y is the fractional radiochemical yield, where applicable, 

A is the radioactive decay constant for the particular radionuclide, and 

At fbr environmental samples is the elapsed time between sample collection, or end of the sample collection period and time of 
counting.  

Typical values of E, V, Y and At should be used in the calculation.  

AMENDMENT NO. /# 3a1



GTh
NOTES FOR TABLE 4.6.20-1 

It should be recognized that the LLD is defined as a before the fact limit representing the capability of a measurement system and not as an 
after the fact limit for the particular measurement. Analyses shall be performed in such a manner that the stated LLDs will be achieved 
under routine conditions. Occasionally, background fluctuations, unavoidable small sample sizes, the presence of interfering nuclides or 
other uncontrollable circumstances may render these LLDs unachievable. In such cases, the contributing factors shall be identified and 
described in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report pursuant to Specification 6 

12-

AMENDMENT NO. /0 332

/\ I'SCc! -I C 1Co%



(A.Q

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

If the D/O value at a new milk sampling location is 
significantly greater (50%) than the D/Q value at an 
existing milk sampling location, add the new location 
to the radiological environmental monitoring program 
within 30 days. The sampling location(s) excluding 
the control station location, having the lowest 
calculated D/Q may be deleted from this monitoring 
program after October 31 of the year in which this 

Sland use census was conducted. Pursuant to 
- c sft ý identify the new location(s) in 
the next Semi-Annual Radioactive Effluent Release 
Report and also include in the report a revised 
figure(s) and table for the Offsite Dose Calculation 
Manual reflecting the new location(s).

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT
4
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
REVISED TS: MISCELLANEOUS PAGE CHANGES 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 Editorial changes, reformatting, and revised numbering have been adopted to make the 
Revised TS consistent with the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Improved Technical 
Specifications (which are consistent with the BWR Standard Technical Specifications, 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1).  

A.2 Details of the minimum shift crew requirements located in CTS 6.2.2.b are proposed to 
be relocated to the UFSAR. The reference to CTS 6.2.2.b on TS Page 11 is replaced by 
stating the CTS 6.2.2.b requirement; i.e., that at least one licensed Operator be in the 
control room when fuel is in the reactor. Technical changes to minimum shift crew 
requirements are addressed in the Discussion of Changes for Revised TS 6.2.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L. LA) 

"Generic" 

None 

"Specific" 

None
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.4 - TRAINING 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.4.1 discusses the training and replacement training program for the facility staff.  

The proposed change would relocate the details of this training program to the UFSAR.  

These training provisions are adequately addressed by other proposed TS Section 6.0 
provisions and by regulations. Revised TS 6.3, "Facility Staff Qualifications," provides 

requirements to assure adequate, competent staff in accordance with ANSI/ANS N1 8.1

1971 and Regulatory Guide 1.8, September 1975. Revised TS 6.2 details facility staff 

requirements. Revised TS 6.2.2.a and 10 CFR 50.54 state minimum shift crew 

requirements. Training and requalification of licensed positions is contained in 10 CFR 

Part 55. Thus, the relocated details are not required to be in the TS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the procedures governing the 

conduct of operations, including the areas of organization, position titles, responsibilities, 
shift staffing, personnel qualifications and training programs, are controlled under 10 

CFR 50 Appendix B programs.  

LA.2 CTS 6.4.2 discusses the training program for the Fire Brigade. The proposed change 

would relocate the details of this training program to the Fire Hazards Analysis (UFSAR 

Appendix 10A). The Fire Protection requirements have previously been relocated to the 

UFSAR in accordance with Generic Letter 88-12; therefore, the fire brigade requirement 
with respect to training is not needed in the TS. The relocated requirements will assure 

an adequate training program is maintained in accordance with NMP 1 commitments and 

regulations. As such, these relocated details are not required to be in the TS to provide 

adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the procedures governing 

the conduct of operations, including the areas of organization, position titles, 
responsibilities, shift staffing, personnel qualifications and training programs, are 

controlled under 10 CFR 50 Appendix B programs.  

"Specific" 

None

Page 1 of 1
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6.3 Facility Staff Qualifications -. 15 F?~V•S S: (u. -'3) 

6.3.1 Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable 

positions, except for; the Manager Operations who, in lieu of meeting the senior reactor operator license requirements of 

ANSI N18.1-1971, shall 1) hold a senior reactor operator license at the time of appointment, or 2) have held a senior 

reactor operator license at Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1 or at a similar unit, or 3) have been certified for equivalent 

senior reactor operator knowledge; the Manager Radiation Protection who shall meet or exceed the qualifications qf 

Regulatory Guide 1.8, September 1975; and the Shift Technical Advisor who shall have a bachelor's degree in a physical 

science or engineering or a professional engineer license issued by examination and shall have received specific training in 

plant design, and response and analysis of the plant for transients and accidents.  

6.4 Trainin 'e 3q>1sCAss)C.:V1 K IVAL 

. 4 ý- crs ~4, 1'T~-etoin > 

6.4.1 A retraining and replacement training program for the facility staff shall be maintained under the direction of the Manager 

Training and shall meet or exceed the recommendations and requirements of Section 5.5 of ANSI N18.1-1971 and of 

1OCFR Part 55, and. shall include familiarization with relevant industry operational experience.  

6.4.2 A training program for the Fire Brigade shall be maintained under the direction of the Manager Training and Supervisor-Fire 

Protection, Nuclear and shall meet or exceed the requirements of Appendix R to 10CFR50.  

6.5 Review an dAudit LA.i 

6.5.1 S ation Oerations Review Committee ORG 
/Fnction 

6.5.1.1 The Station Operat• ns Review Committe hall function to a ise the Plant Manage on all matters related to 

nuclearr safety./ 

Compositi n 

6.5.1.2 The SO shall be composed of he: 

Chai an: - Plant M ager 
Vi Chairman/Member: Mana r Operations 

ice Chairman/Member: Man er Technical Supp t 
Member: M ager QA Operatio 
Member: anager Maintenan 
Member: Manager Chemistr 

SMem 
ber: M anager Radiatiofi Protection
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6.5 .3 All alternate embers shall be appoi ed in writing by the SOR Chairman or Vice-Chair n to serve on a) 
temporary asis; however, no mor than two alternates shall articipate as voting me ers in SORC activities 
any one me.  

M tin Fremuenc / 

6.5.1.4 T e SORC shall meet a east once per calendar nth and as convened by e SORC Chairman, Vi, -Chairman, or 

designated alternat 

Quorum 

6 .1 .5 The quorum the SORC necessary f the performance of the RC responsibility and uthority provisions of 
these Tech Ical Specifications shall onsist of the Chairman, a Vice-Chairman, and ur members, including 

alternate 

R yonsibilities 

6.5.1.6 T e SORC shall be respo ible for: 

a. Review of all RE ORTABLE EVENTS.  

b. Review of u it operations to detect tential safety hazards.  

c. Perform nce of special reviews, ' vestigations or analyse and reports thereon as equested by the Plant 
MaiMa er or the Safety Revie nd Audit Board.  

d. I estigation of violations f the Technical Specifi tions and shall prepar nd forward a report co ring 

Safety Review and A dit Board.

AI•,t f, €
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Support as previously designated by the Plant Manager. 2M -olL.  

.5 .4 Individlals responsib for reviews p formed in accorlance with Sp cifications 6.1..1, 6.5.2.2 an.;' 6.5.2.3 shall 
be npmbers of the tation supervi ry staff, previosly designate by the Plant nager to perfo such reviews 

E such revie shall include a/etermination whether or n additional, cro s-disciplinary, view is necess y.  

deemed nec sary such revi w shall be per rmed by the a propriate desig ted station re •iew personnel.

Proposed tests and experiments which affect station nuclear safety and are not addressed in the FSAR or Technical 

Specifications and their safety evaluations shall be reviewed by the Plant Manager, or the Manager Technical 

Support as previously designated by the Plant Manager. - . #- A.  .56 t± fiC 4 Lbh I,=_(.1.  

6.5.2. b The Plant 'panager shall assud the performance ofspecial reviews and* vestigations, and the reparation an 

subm of reports ther as requested by t Vice President - Nu ar Generation.  

.5.2.7 Th acility security pgram, and impleme ing procedures, shal e reviewed at least very 12 months.  

commended cha ges shall be approv by the Plant Manag and transmitted to e Vice President - N lear 
Generation and tthe Chairman of th Safety Review and dit Board. .I, 

6.5. .8 The facility ergency plan, and * plementing proced s shall be reviewe t least every 12 mo hs.  
Recomme ed changes shall b approved by the Pl t Manager and tran itted to the Vice Pr ident - Nuclear 

Generat n and to the Chair an of the Safety Re w and Audit Board..  

LA-1 
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6.5.2.9 he Plant Manager Pall assure the perfor nce of a review y a qualified individual/ (ganization of changes 6the 
Radiological Wast Treatment systems.  

6.5 .10 Review of an ýaccidental, unplanne , or uncontrolled adioactive release incljding the preparation of r/ orts 
covering ev uation, recommend ons and disposi n of the corrective ac/bn to prevent recurrencand the 
forwardi of these reports to e Vice Presiden - Nuclear Generation a to the Safety Review dAudit Board.  

6.5.2.11 Revi of changes to the rocess Control Pogram and the Offsite ose Calculation Manual. Approval of any 
ch nges shall be made the Plant Man er or his designee bef e implementation of suc changes.  

6.5.2.1 Reports documenti geach of the ac ities performed unde Specifications 6.5.2.1 /ugh 6.5.2.9 shall be 
maintained. Co s shall be provi to the Vice Preside - Nuclear Generation a dthe Sa fety Review and dit 
Board.  

.5.2.13 The Plan anager shall ass re the performance a review by a qualified dividualtorganization of e Fire 
Protec on Program and i lementing procedu s at least every 12 mon s and submittal of reco 'mended changes 
to t Safety Review a Audit Board. / / 

6.5.3 Safe Re ew and Audit Boar SRAB / :/ / 
Function 

6.3.1 The Safet eview and Audit oard shall function to ovide independent re w and audit of designate activities 
in the aas of: / 

a. uclear power pla operations 

ther appropriate fies associated with tr unique characteristi of the nuclear powerant) 

AMENDMENT NO. P• •,l• a~e.. •"•'J" 7 355,



Curr*-t pec-J-&.L&D o 6

AMENDMENT NO. X#6 PI a 6 up 7 356



Review 

.5.3.7 The AB shall review: 

The safety eval ions for 1) changes procedures, equipme or systems and 2) ests or experiments 
completed un er the provision of S tion 50.59, 10 CFR, t. verify that such act ns did not constitute an/ 
unreviewe ,safety question.: / 

b. Prop ed changes to proce res, equipment or sys ms which involve a nreviewed safety quest n as.  
de ed in Section 50.5 10 CFR.  

c. Proposed tests or periments which invol an unreviewed safe question as defined in ction 50.59, 10 
CFR.  

d. Proposed anges in Technical Sp ifications or operatin icense.  

e. Viola* ns of codes, regulati s, orders, Technical ecifications, license re rements, or of interna 
pr edures or instruction aving nuclear safet ignificance. // 

f. Significant operatin bnormalities or devi ons from normal and e cted performance of. ant equipment 
that affect nuclea safety.  

4I REPORT LE EVENTS.  
Al vaC eJA catior4f an unantici ted deficiency in some pect of design or o ionIof 

str ures, systems, or co ponent 4kad- C,3t VI r 

i. Reports and meeting inutes of the SORC.  

LA. 1 
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.5.3.8 Audits o acuity activities s al be performed unde e cognizance of the RAB. These audits s I encompass: 

a. he conformance facility operation to provisions contained ithin the Technical S cifications and 
applicable licen conditions at least o 'e per year.  

b . The perfor ance, training and qu ifications of the entire. acuity staff at least o e per year.  

c. The r ults of actions taken, correct deficiencies curring in facility eq ment, structures, syst s or 
me od of operation that fect nuclear safety at ast once per six mo s.  

d. The performance of activities required by e Quality Assuranc rogramn to meet the cri.- na of Appendix 
"B", 1OCFR50, at ast once per two yea 

e. The Facility ergency Plan and im ementing procedures, least once every 12 mnths.  

f. The Fac* y Security Plan and i plementing procedure 'at least once every. 1 onths. // 

g. Th Facility Fire Protectio Program and impleme ing procedures at leastince per two years. / 

h. Any other area of fa ity operation consider appropriate by the SR or the Vice President uclear 
Generation.  

i. The radiologi I environmental monito ng program and the r ults thereof at least o°nc per 12 months. , 

j. The Off *t Dose Calculation Ma al and implementing ocedures at least once r 24 months.  

k. T Process Control Progra and implementing pr edures for processing a d packaging of radioa ive wastes 
Lt least once per 24 morf s."
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.5-REVIEW AND AUDIT 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 The requirements of CTS 6.5.2.3 and CTS 6.5.2.5 regarding Plant Manager reviews and 
approvals are proposed to be moved to Revised TS 6.1, "Responsibility." Technical 
changes to these requirements are addressed in the Discussion of Changes for Revised TS 
6.1.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (Mi 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.5.1 describes the Station Operations Review Committee (SORC) review and audit 
requirements; CTS 6.5.2 describes technical review and control requirements; and CTS 
6.5.3 describes the Safety Review and Audit Board (SRAB) review and audit 
requirements. The proposed change would relocate these requirements to the QATR, 
which is contained in the UFSAR as Appendix B. These changes are consistent with the 
guidance of Administrative Letter (AL) 95-06, "Relocation of Technical Specification 
Administrative Controls Related to Quality Assurance," dated December 12, 1995, and 
NUREG-1434, Revision 1. The administrative letter concluded that TS administrative 
quality assurance-related requirements may be relocated to licensee-controlled quality 
assurance programs. For NMP1, these requirements would be relocated in their entirety 
(except as noted below) to the QATR, with only minor wording and formatting changes.  
Requirements relating to review and audit activities described in CTS 6.5 are contained in 
10 CFR 50.54(p); 10 CFR 50.54(t); 10 CFR 50 Appendix B, Criterion XVIII; 10 CFR 73; 
ANSI/ANS 3.2-1982; ANSI N18.7-1972; and ANSI/ASME NQAL-1983, including 1983 
Addenda. Relocation of these TS provisions to the QATR will provide adequate controls 
over review and audit activities for NMIP1. Thus, the provisions are not necessary to be 
in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the 
QATR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54(a).  

Minor Differences Between CTS and the QATR 

There are several minor differences between the current wording of CTS 6.5 and the 
existing wording in the QATR, as described below (italics added to highlight 
differences). These minor differences, which are shown on the marked-up TS pages, will 
be evaluated in accordance with the NMPC administrative procedures that implement 10 
CFR 50.54(a).  

1. CTS 6.5.1.8 - The TS states that SORC shall maintain written minutes of each 
meeting, whereas the QATR specifies that "The SORC shall maintain written minutes

Page 1 of 2



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.5-REVIEW AND AUDIT 

of each meeting that, at a minimum, document the result of all SORC activities 
performed under the responsibilities and authority provisions of the Technical 
Specifications and this section." 

2. CTS 6.5.3.7.h -The TS states that SRAB shall review "Any indication of' an 
unanticipated deficiency, whereas the QATR specifies that SRAB shall review "All 
recognized indications of" an unanticipated deficiency. Also, the scope of the TS 
requirement covers "safety related structures, systems, or components," whereas the 
QATR specifies "structures, systems, or components that could affect nuclear safety." 

3. CTS 6.5.3.10.a - The TS requires that minutes of each SRAB meeting shall be 
prepared, approved and forwarded to the Chief Nuclear Officer within 30 days 
following each meeting, whereas the QATR requires 14 days for completion of these 
activities.  

4. CTS 6.5.3. 10.b - The TS requires that reports of certain SRAB reviews be prepared, 
approved and forwarded to the Chief Nuclear Officer within 14 days following 
completion of the review. The QATR includes one additional SRAB review within 

the scope of this requirement, that being: "Proposed changes to procedures, 
equipment or systems which involve an unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 
CFR 50.59." 

5. CTS 6.5.3.10.c - The TS states that SRAB audit reports shall be forwarded to the 

Chief Nuclear Officer within 90 days following completion of the review, whereas 
the QATR requires that SRAB audit reports be forwarded to the Chief Nuclear 
Officer and to the management positions responsible for the areas audited within 30 

days following completion of the audit by the auditing organization." 

"Specific" 

None
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ATTACHMENT B.12 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

PROPOSED REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTION 6.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

CTS 6.6 
REPORTABLE EVENT ACTION 

Current Technical Specification Markup and Discussion of Chan2es
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bX REP ABLE EVENT 
,A Vicce Pre~.ientt - NucleatrjZe

afety Limit Violation

The following actions shall be taken in the event a Safety Limit is violated: 

a. The provisions of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(1)(i) shall be complied with immediately.  

b. The NRC Operations Center shall be notified by telephone as soon as possible and in all cases within 1 hour. The Vice 
President - Nuclear Generation and the SRAB shall be notified within 24 hours.  

c. A Safety Limit Violation Report shall be prepared. The report shall be reviewed by the SORC. This report shall describe 
(1) applicable circumstances preceding the violation, (2) effects of the violation upon facility components, systems or 
structures, and (3) corrective action taken to prevent recurrence.  

d. The Safety Limit Violation Report shall be submitted to the Commission, within 30 days of the violation, and to the SRAB, 
and the Vice President - Nuclear Generation within 14 days. __

6.7.1

'See- 1, 1S.' C U nS i.,•c _•_ Ca A e J," 
6.8 Procedures C7TS: L-fi

6.8.1 Written procedures and administrative policies shall be established, implemented and maintained that meet or exceed the 
requirements and recommendations of Sections 5.1 and 5.3 of ANSI N18.7-1972 and Appendix "A" of USAEC Regulatory 
Guide 1.33 except as provided in 6.8.2 and 6.8.3 below.  

a. Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained for activities involving the Fire Protection Program 
implementation.  

6.8.2 Each procedure and administrative policy of 6.8.1 above, and changes thereto, shall be reviewed and approved prior to 
implementation by the branch manager for the functional area of the procedure or higher levels of management as governed by 
administrative procedures. Each procedure and administrative policy of 6.8.1 above shall be reviewed periodically as set forth 
in administrative procedures.

AMENDMENT NO. Wt, W4, 191. /#
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.6 - REPORTABLE EVENT ACTION 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 CTS 6.6.1.a delineates NRC notification and report submittal requirements for 
Reportable Events. The proposed change would delete CTS 6.6. .a. The notification and 

report submittal requirements of CTS 6.6.1.a are contained in 10 CFR 50.72 and 10 CFR 

50.73. There is no need to repeat these requirements in the TS. Since these requirements 

are contained in the regulations, and since the NMP 1 Operating License requires 
compliance with 10 CFR 50, deletion of this requirement from the TS is considered 
administrative in nature.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.6.1 .b describes SORC responsibilities regarding the review of Reportable Events 
and submittal of the results of the reviews to the SRAB and the Vice President-Nuclear 
Generation. The proposed change would relocate the requirements of CTS 6.6. Lb to the 
QATR. The requirements of CTS 6.6. 1.b duplicate the SORC responsibilities given in 
CTS 6.5.1.6.a and CTS 6.5.1.6.d, which are proposed for relocation to the QATR. These 
activities are required following the event without a specified completion time. As such, 
the proposed relocated requirements are not necessary to assure operation of the facility 
in a safe manner, and are not required to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of 

the public health and safety. Changes to the QATR are controlled by the provisions of 10 

CFR 50.54(a).  

"Specific" 

None
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ATTACHMENT B.13 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

PROPOSED REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTION 6.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

CTS 6.7 
SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION 

Current Technical Specification Markup and Discussion of Chanaes



6.6 Reportable Occurrence Action Cre. Ke_-/-ra. . / 

6.6.1 The following actions shall be taken for REPORTABLE EVENTS: 

a. The Commission shall be notified and a report submitted pursuant to the requirements of Sections 50.7ý 
10 CFR Part 50. and 

b. Each REPORTABLE EVENT shall be reviewed by the SORC and the results of this review submitted to th 
Vice President - Nuclear Generation.

and 50.73 to 

e SRAB and the

AMENDMENT NO. U1i, W, 19. /N
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.7 - SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

A. 1 The proposed change would delete the Safety Limit Violation requirements of CTS 6.7 as 
they relate to NRC notification (CTS 6.7.1.a, and portions of CTS 6.7.1.b, CTS 6.7.1 .c, 
and CTS 6.7.1.d). These requirements are contained in and based upon the requirements 
located in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(1), 10 CFR 50.72, and 10 CFR 50.73. Since the NMiP1 
Operating License requires compliance with 10 CFR 50, there is no need to repeat these 
requirements in the TS. Deletion of these requirements from the TS is considered 
administrative in nature.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (1M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 The CTS 6.7.1 .b requirement for notification of the Vice President - Nuclear Generation 
and the SRAB in the event of a Safety Limit Violation; the CTS 6.7.1.c requirement for 
SORC to review the Safety Limit Violation Report; and the CTS 6.7. 1.d requirement to 
submit the Safety Limit Violation Report to the SRAB and the Vice President - Nuclear 
Generation are proposed to be relocated to the QATR. Given that the notification occurs 
following the Safety Limit Violation and that the Safety Limit Violation Report is an 

after-the-fact report, the proposed relocated requirements are clearly not necessary to 
assure operation of the unit in a safe manner and are not required to be in the TS to 
provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the QATR are 
controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54(a).  

"Specific" 

None
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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

PROPOSED REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SECTION 6.0 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

CTS 6.10 
RECORD RETENTION 

Current Technical Specification Markup and Discussion of Changes
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5. 10 Record Ret n io 

6.10.1 The ollowing records shal e retained for at lea /five years: 

a. Records and log f facility operation vering time interval each power level.  

b. Records an ogs of principal mai enance activities, in ections, repair and replac ent of principal items of quipment 

related t uclear safety.  

c. REP TABLE EVENT REP RTS.  

d. ecords of surveilta e activities, inspectio and calibrations required y these Technical Speci ations.  

e. Records of rea r tests and experime s.  

f. Records o hanges made to Ope ting Procedures.  

g. Recor s of radioactive ship nts.  

h. cords of sealed sour leak tests and results.  

Records of annual ysical Inventory of all so ce material of record.  

6. .2 The following rec ds shall be retained for th duration of the Facility perating License: 

a. Record a d drawing changes reflec ng facility design modifi tions made to systems d equipment described in t 
Final fety Analysis Report.  

b. cords of new and irradia.d fuel inventory, fuel tr sfers and assembly bur p histories.  

Records of facilityrad tion and contamination rveys.  

d. Records of radiat on exposure for all indiv" uals entering radiation c trol areas.

LA -i
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611 Radiation Protection Program 
Procedures for personnel radiation prote 

approved, maintained and adhered to fo 

6.12 High Radiation Area

ction shall be prepared consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR Part 20 and shalt be 
r all operations involving personnel radiation exposure.

6.12.1 In lieu of the "control device" or "alarm signal" required by Paragraph 20.203(c)(2) of 1 OCFR20, each high radiation area 
normally accessible* by personnel in which the intensity of radiation is greater than 100 mrem/hr * but less than 1000 
mrem/hr* shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and entrance thereto shall be controlled 
requiring issuance of a Radiation Work Permit in accordance with site approved procedures. Any individual or group of 
individuals permitted to enter such areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more of the following:

"-TS eC-

by

AMENDMENT NO. J 371

e. Rec rds of gaseous d liquid radioa *ve material rel sed to the envirns.  

f. ecords of tra ient or operatio I cycles for tHo e facility componts designed for imited number of ansients or 
cycles.  

g. Recor of training and alification for rrent members o he plant staff.  

h. cords of in-servi inspections pe ormed pursuant these Technical ecifications.  

Records of Q lity Assurance tivities required the QA Manual.  

j. Records reviews perfor ed for changes de to procedures r equipment or revie s of tests and exp iments 
pursu to 10 CFR 50.9.  

k. ecords of meetin of the SORC a the SRAB. r / / 

Records of a yses required b he radiological en * onmental monitorin rogram that wouj 'permit evaluati of the 
accuracy o he analysis at ter date. This sh d include procedure effective at sped. d times and .uy 
Assuran records showi that these proced es were followed.I

AJ 

J



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.10 - RECORD RETENTION 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.10 delineates records retention requirements, including those records that are to be 
retained for at least five years (CTS 6.10.1) and those records that are to be retained for 
the duration of the facility operating license (CTS 6.10.2). The proposed change would 
relocate the requirements of CTS 6.10 to the QATR. These changes are consistent with 
the guidance of AL 95-06, "Relocation of Technical Specification Administrative 
Controls Related to Quality Assurance," dated December 12, 1995, and NUREG-1434, 
Revision 1. The administrative letter concluded that TS administrative quality assurance
related requirements may be relocated to licensee-controlled quality assurance programs.  
For NMP 1, these requirements would be relocated in their entirety to the QATR, with 
changes only to the format. Records retention requirements related to activities affecting 
quality are contained in 10 CFR 50 Appendix B, Criterion XVII, and other sections of 10 
CFR 50 that are applicable to NMP1 (e.g., 10 CFR 50.71, 10 CFR 73, etc.). These 
records retention requirements provide a record of certain activities important to plant 
safety, but the records themselves do not assure safe operation of the facility since review 
of these records is a post-compliance review. Relocation of these TS provisions to the 
QATR will provide adequate controls over records retention requirements for NMP 1. As 
such, the relocated details are not required to be in the TS to provide adequate protection 
of the public health and safety. Changes to the QATR are controlled by the provisions of 
10 CFR 50.54(a).  

"Specific" 

None
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6. 1 3 o t e tio ec ti n i t s h l"ep i I y u i i i gZ 

Procedures shall be established, implemented and maintained to meet or exceed the reqauirmentand recommendations of Section 

S2.1 .8. of IJUREG 0578.  

1. Type A tests will be conducted in accordance with ANSI/ANS 5B.8-! 994 and/or Bechtel Tofrc BN-TO'-1, and 

2. The first Type A test following oppuval of this Specification WI I be a lll presure tst nted approximately 70, rather 

than 48, months mince the leat tow pressure Type A test.  

The peak calculated containment internal pressure (Pae for the design basis loss of coolant accident is 35 polo.  

ThP rnomdum res fwnl* nwimv containment ieakioe rate (Lai at Pea shall be 1.5% of anfintie containmeto air woleht net day.

Leakage Rate Surveillance Test acceptance criteria are: 

1. The at-found Primary Containment Integrated Leak Rate Test (Type A Test) acceptance criteria Is less than 1.0 L,.  

2. The asleft Primary Containment Integrated Leek Rote Test (Type A Test) acceptance criteria In less than or equal to 0.75 L.1 
prior to entering a mode of operation where containment integrity is required.  

S3. The combined Local Look Roat T est IfType B & C Tests Including oaldocks) acceptance criteria Is less then 0.6 L.,, calculate~d m 
amaximum pathway basis. prior to entering a mods of operatloh where containment Integrity Is required.  

a m o im po--a Is 
Re-v"sed iT's (.g, 

R-0J Mt.4



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.13 - FIRE PROTECTION INSPECTION 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L. LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.13 requires performance of inspections and audits of the fire protection and loss 
prevention program, to be performed annually utilizing either qualified off-site licensee 
personnel or an outside fire protection firm (CTS 6.13.1), and at intervals no greater than 
3 years by an outside qualified fire consultant (CTS 6.13.2). The proposed change would 
relocate the requirements of CTS 6.10 to the QATR as activities performed under the 
cognizance of the Safety Review and Audit Board (SRAB). These changes are consistent 
with the guidance of AL 95-06, "Relocation of Technical Specification Administrative 
Controls Related to Quality Assurance," dated December 12, 1995, and NUREG-1434, 
Revision 1. The administrative letter concluded that TS administrative quality assurance
related requirements may be relocated to licensee-controlled quality assurance programs.  
For NMP 1, the requirements of CTS 6.13 would be relocated in their entirety the QATR, 
with changes only to the format. Requirements relating to review and audit activities of 
the SRAB are contained in 10 CFR 50 Appendix B, Criterion XVIII; ANSI/ANS 3.2
1982; ANSI N18.7-1972; ANSI/ASME NQA1-1983, including 1983 Addenda; and 
Branch Technical Position ASCSB 9.5-1. Relocation of these TS provisions to the QATR 
will provide adequate controls over inspection and audit activities relating to the fire 
protection program for NMP 1. As such, the provisions are not necessary to be included 
in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the 
QATR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54(a).  

"Specific" 

None
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LICENSE NO. DPR-63 
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•6.13 Fire rotection nL nneeio 

6.31An Independent fire protection and lose prevention Inspection oal. audit shall be performed annually utilizing either• 
6.31qualified off-ste licensee personnel or an outside (ire protection firm.• 

6.13.2 An Inspection and audit by an outside qualified fire consultant shall be percrmed at intervals -no greater than 3 yersm, 

6,14 and recom$mendatLios o kect'o 
SProcedure shall be established, Implemented and maintained to meet or exceed Iihe requirements and recemmendationa of Setion 

2.16.a~ of NUREG 0578. _

LA.  
ýoctlon 

idid Zrom1mand2atilonýsSection 

.... .........
2.)4Uc of IJURg0'0578.  

In �R �fl Annandiv .1 TestiniiPnxifamflifl

A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of the containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(o) and 
10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B. This program shall be In accordance with the guidelines contained In Regulatory Guide 1.183, 
entitled OPerformance-Baaed Containment Leak-Test Program," dated September 1995 with the following exceptions: 

1. Type A tests wil be conducted In accordance with ANSIIANS 56.8-1994 andlor Bechtel Topic BN-TOP-1, and 

2. The first Type A test following approval of this Specification will be a full pressure test conducted approximately 70, rather 
than 48, months since the last low pressure Type A test.  

The peak calculated containment Internal pressure (PaS for the design basis lose of coolant accident W 35 psig.  

The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate (La) at Pea shall be 1.5% of primary containment air weight per day.  

Leakage Rate Surveillance Test acceptance criteria are: 

1. The as-found Primary Containment Integrated Leak Rate Test (Type A Test) acceptance criteria Is less than 1.0 L%.  

2. The as-left Primary Containment Integrated Leak Rate Test IType A Test) acceptance criteria Is less than or equal to 0.75 L,.  
prior to entering a mode of operation where containment Integrity Is required.  

3. The combined Local Leak Rate Test (Type B & C Teats Including aidocks) acceptance criteria is less than 0.6 L., calculated on 
a maximum pathway basis, prior to entering a mode of operatioh where containment Integrity Is required.  

AMENDMENT NO. 6-e /%S .&e- hSCASS.a' I I J Ca - 373 
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.15 - IODINE MONITORING 

ADMINISTRATIVE (A) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M) 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA) 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.15 discusses the iodine monitoring program. The proposed change would relocate 

the details of this program to the UFSAR. This program is required by the NMP1 

commitment to NUREG-0737, Item III.D.3.3 (NUREG-0578, Section 2.1.8.c). This 

program contains controls to assure the capability to accurately determine the airborne 

iodine concentration in vital areas under accident conditions, and is designed to minimize 

radiation exposure to plant personnel post-accident. The training aspect of the program is 

accomplished as part of the continuing training for personnel in the cognizant 
organizations, as well as during the training for those individuals responsible for 

implementing the Radiological Emergency Planning procedures. Provisions for 

monitoring and performing maintenance of the sampling and analysis equipment are 

addressed in chemistry and radiation protection procedures. Therefore, the relocated 

details are not required to be in the TS to provide adequate protection of the public health 

and safety. Changes to the UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.  

"Specific" 

None
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ATTACHMENT C

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

No Significant Hazards Consideration Analysis 

INTRODUCTION 

10 CFR 50.91 requires that at the time a licensee requests an amendment, it must provide to the 
Commission its analysis using the standards in 10 CFR 50.92 concerning the issue of no 
significant hazards consideration (NSHC). According to 10 CFR 50.92(c), a proposed 
amendment to an operating license involves no significant hazards consideration if operation of 
the facility in accordance with the proposed amendment would not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or 

2. Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated; or 

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.  

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation (NMPC) has evaluated this proposed amendment pursuant 
to 10 CFR 50.91 and has determined that it involves no significant hazards consideration. A 

single NSHC analysis has been performed for each of the Administrative (A), More Restrictive 

(M), and Less Restrictive-Generic (LA) change categories. For each Less Restrictive-Specific 
(L) change, there is a corresponding unique NSHC analysis that is identified by an alpha
numeric designator relating the marked-up CTS and Discussion of Change (DOC) to the 
applicable NSHC analysis.

Page 1 of 20



GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 
("A.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, NMPC has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specification change and has determined that it does not represent a significant 
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

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

The proposed change involves reformatting, renumbering, and rewording the existing 
Technical Specifications. The reformatting, renumbering, and rewording process involves no 
technical changes to the existing Technical Specifications. As such, this change is 
administrative in nature and does not impact initiators of analyzed events or assumed 
mitigation of accident or transient events. Therefore, this change does not involve a 

significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different 

type of equipment will be installed) or changes in methods governing normal plant operation.  

The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements. Thus, this 

change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any 

safety analyses assumptions. This change is administrative in nature. Therefore, the change 
does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 
("M.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, NMPC has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specification change and has determined that it does not represent a significant 
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

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

The proposed change provides more stringent requirements for operation of the facility.  

These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability 
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter assumptions relative to mitigation of an 

accident or transient event. The more restrictive requirements continue to assure process 
variables, structures, systems, and components are maintained consistent with the safety 

analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant increase in 

the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different 

type of equipment will be installed) or changes in methods governing normal plant operation.  

The proposed change does impose different requirements. However, these changes are 
consistent with the assumptions in the safety analyses and licensing basis. Thus, this change 

does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated.  

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

The imposition of more restrictive administrative requirements has no impact on the margin 

of plant safety. As provided in the discussion of the change, each change in this category is, 

by definition, providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety. The change maintains 

requirements within the safety analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, the change does not 

involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

"GENERIC" LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES: 
RELOCATING DETAILS TO UFSAR OR OTHER PLANT CONTROLLED DOCUMENTS 
("LA.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, NMPC has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specification change and has determined that it does not represent a significant 
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

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

The proposed change relocates certain details from the Technical Specifications to the 
UFSAR or other plant controlled documents. The UFSAR and other plant controlled 
documents containing the relocated information will be maintained in accordance with the 
applicable change control process (e.g., 10 CFR 50.59, 10 CFR 50.54(a), etc.). The UFSAR 
is also subject to the change control provisions of 10 CFR 50.7 1(e), and the plant procedures 
and other plant controlled documents are subject to controls imposed by plant administrative 
procedures, which endorse applicable regulations and standards. Since any changes to the 
UFSAR or other plant controlled documents will be evaluated per the applicable change 
control process requirements, no increase (significant or insignificant) in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously evaluated will be allowed. Therefore, this change 

does not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different 
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in methods governing normal plant operation.  

The proposed change will not impose or eliminate any requirements, and adequate control of 
the information will be maintained. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new 
or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any 
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the details to be transposed from the Technical 
Specifications to the UFSAR or other plant controlled documents are the same as the existing 
Technical Specifications. Since any future changes to these details in the UFSAR or other 
plant controlled documents will be evaluated per the requirements of the applicable change 
control process, no reduction (significant or insignificant) in a margin of safety will be 
allowed. Based on 10 CFR 50.92, the existing requirement for NRC review and approval of 

revisions, these details proposed for relocation do not have a specific margin of safety to 

evaluate. Since the proposed change is consistent with the NMP2 ITS and with the BWR 

Standard Technical Specifications, NLUREG-1434, Revision 1, both approved by the NRC
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GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

staff, revising the Technical Specifications to reflect the approved level of detail assures no 
significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.1 - RESPONSIBILITY 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

L.1 CHANGE 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, NMPC has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specification change and has determined that it does not represent a significant 
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

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

The proposed change deletes the actual title of an individual designated by the plant manager 

and replaces it with the term "designee." The approval of modifications or of proposed tests 

and experiments is not considered as an initiator of any previously evaluated accident. The 

proposed change will not impact the correctness of the modification or proposed test or 
experiment. Therefore, the proposed change will not increase the probability of any accident 

previously evaluated. Additionally, the Revised TS continues to assure that the plant 

manager is responsible for the safe operation of the unit. Therefore, this change will not 

increase the consequences of any 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 introduce a new mode of plant operation and does not involve 

a physical modification to the plant. Therefore, the change does not create the possibility of 

a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change deletes the actual title of an individual designated by the plant manager 

and replaces it with the term "designee." The Revised TS continues to assure that the plant 

manager is responsible for the safe operation of the unit. Thus, while the plant manager can 

delegate the authority to approve modifications or proposed tests and experiments, the plant 

manager cannot delegate the responsibility for safe operation of the unit (except in the plant 

manager's absence); the plant manager maintains responsibility. Therefore, this change does 

not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

L.1 CHANGE 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, NMPC has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specification change and has determined that it does not represent a significant 
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

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

The proposed change deletes the description of the individuals designated by the plant 
manager to approve modifications to overtime requirements, and replaces it with the term 
"designee." The approval of modifications to the overtime requirements is not considered an 
initiator of any previously evaluated accident. The proposed change will not impact the 
correctness of modifying the requirements. Therefore, the proposed change will not increase 
the probability of any accident previously evaluated. Additionally, the Revised TS continues 
to assure that the plant manager is responsible for the safe operation of the unit. Therefore, 
this change will not increase the consequences of any 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 introduce a new mode of plant operation and does not involve 
a physical modification to the plant. Therefore, the change does not create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change deletes the description of the individuals designated by the plant 
manager to approve modifications to overtime requirements, and replaces it with the term 

"designee." The Revised TS continues to assure that the plant manager is responsible for the 
safe operation of the unit. Thus, while the plant manager can delegate the authority to 

approve modifications to the overtime requirements, the plant manager cannot delegate the 
responsibility for safe operation of the unit (except in the plant manager's absence); the plant 
manager maintains responsibility. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant 
reduction in a margin of safety.

Page 7 of 20



NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.4 - PROCEDURES 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

L.1 CHANGE 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, NMPC has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specification change and has determined that it does not represent a significant 
hazards consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change alters the content of the Monthly Operating Report by deleting the 
requirement to document challenges to the pressure relief valves or safety valves. This 
change is administrative in nature and does not impact initiators of analyzed events or 

assumed mitigation of accident or transient events. The proposed change does not physically 
alter the valves, change their functions or performance characteristics, or affect requirements 
for maintaining the valves. Thus, accidents previously evaluated (Inadvertent Actuation of 

One Solenoid Relief Valve, UFSAR Section XV-B.3.11) will be no more likely to occur, and 

performance of the valves assumed in accidents previously evaluated (Main Steam Isolation 
Valve Closure (With Scram), UFSAR Section XV-B.3.5; Safety Valve Actuation 
(Overpressurization Analysis, UFSAR Section XV-B.3.12; and Loss-of-Coolant Accident, 
UFSAR Section XV-C.2.0), are not affected. Therefore, this change does not involve a 

significant increase in the probability or consequences of accidents 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 physically alter the pressure relief valves or safety valves, 

change the valve functions or performance characteristics, or affect requirements for 
maintaining the valves. The change does not introduce new modes of plant operation or 

eliminate any actions required to prevent or mitigate accidents. Deletion of the requirement 

to report challenges to the pressure relief valves or safety valves in the Monthly Operating 

Report is administrative in nature. Therefore, the change does not create the possibility of a 

new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

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

The proposed change alters the content of the Monthly Operating Report by deleting the 

requirement to document challenges to the pressure relief valves or safety valves. This 

change is administrative in nature. It does not physically alter the valves, change their 

functions or performance characteristics, or affect requirements for maintaining the valves.  

There is no effect on the assumptions of design basis accidents, and no impact on safe 

operation of the plant. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant reduction in a 

margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: 6.7 - HIGH RADIATION AREA 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
REVISED TS: MISCELLANEOUS PAGE CHANGES 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 
("L.x" Labeled Comments/Discussion) 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for these miscellaneous pages.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
CTS: 6.4 - TRAINING 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
CTS: 6.5 - REVIEW AND AUDIT 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 

CTS: 6.6 - REPORTABLE EVENT ACTION 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
CTS: 6.7 - SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
CTS: 6.10 - RECORD RETENTION 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
CTS: 6.13 - FIRE PROTECTION INSPECTION 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION 
CTS: 6.15 - IODINE MONITORING 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this specification.
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ATTACHMENT D

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 

LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

Eligibility for Categorical Exclusion from Performing an Environmental Assessment 

10CFR51.22 provides criteria for, and identification of, licensing and regulatory actions eligible 
for exclusion from performing an environmental assessment. Niagara Mohawk Power 
Corporation has reviewed the proposed amendment and determined that it does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration, and there will be no significant change in the types or a 
significant increase in the amounts of any effluents that may be released offsite; nor will there be 
any significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. Therefore, 
the proposed amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 
CFR 51.22(c)(9) and 10 CFR 51.22(c)(10) and, pursuant to 1OCFR51.22(b), no environmental 
impact statement or environmental assessment is required to be prepared in connection with this 
license amendment application.
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