P.O. Box 83
Lycoming, New York 13093

Constellation

Energy Group

Nine Mile Point November 22, 2002
Nuclear Station NMPI1L 1698

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555-0001

SUBJECT: Nine Mile Point Unit 1
Docket No. 50-220
Facility Operating License DPR-63

License Amendment Request: Technical Specifications Section 6.0,
Administrative Controls — Response to Request for Additional Information
TAC No. MB2441

Gentlemen:

Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, LLC (NMPNS) hereby transmits supplemental information
requested by the NRC in support of a previously submitted application for amendment to Nine
Mile Point Unit 1 (NMP1) Operating License DPR-63. The initial application, dated October 26,
2001, proposed to revise the format and content of Technical Specification (TS) Section 6.0,
Administrative Controls, in a manner similar to the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 (NMP2)
Administrative Controls section. Supplemental information was provided by letter dated June 7,
2002.

On August 7, 2002, the NRC staff transmitted by e-mail a list of questions regarding the
proposed TS amendment. A subsequent telephone conference was held on August 22, 2002
between the NRC and NMPNS staff representatives to discuss the questions and disposition the
corresponding issues and responses. As a result of the telephone conference, the NRC staff
issued a Request for Additional Information (RAI) on August 30, 2002. The NMPNS responses
to the RAI are provided in Attachment 1.

The following attachments incorporate appropriate changes to the application for amendment to
reflect: (1) the RAI responses; (2) additional changes identified by NMPNS (summarized in
Attachment 2); and (3) changes to make the submittal consistent with the implementation of
License Amendment Nos. 173, 174, and 176 that have been approved by the NRC since the
original October 26, 2001 submittal (also summarized in Attachment 2).
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e Attachment 3 provides the retyped TS pages. These pages replace in their entirety the retyped
pages that were submitted in Attachment A of the October 26, 2001 letter.

¢ Attachment 4 provides the markups of the NMP1 current TS (CTS) pages and the associated
discussion of the changes (DOCs). These replace in their entirety the CTS markup pages and
DOCs that were submitted in Attachment B of the October 26, 2001 letter. Note that
Attachment 4 includes markups of the TS Bases on CTS pages 115 and 150. These Bases
page markups are provided for information only and do not require issuance by the NRC.

e Attachment 5 provides the markups of the Improved Standard Technical Specifications
(ISTS) (NUREG-1434, Revision 1) and the associated justifications for deviation (JFDs).
These replace in their entirety the ISTS markup pages and JFDs that were submitted in
Attachment B of the June 7, 2002 letter.

e Attachment 6 provides four tables that group the proposed TS changes by change category
and provide summary descriptions of the changes. These replace in their entirety the tables
that were provided in Attachment C of the June 7, 2002 letter.

For Attachments 4, 5, and 6, the specific changes to the originally-submitted information are
identified by a vertical bar and an “A” in the right margin. This letter contains no new
commitments.

This supplemental information does not affect the No Significant Hazards Consideration analysis
that was provided in the October 26, 2001 submittal. Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(b)(1), NMPNS
has provided a copy of this supplemental information to the appropriate state representative.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on November 22,

2002.

Sincerely,

—

[,

T. Conway
Vice President Nine Mile Point

JTC/DEV/jm
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Attachments:

1. Response to Request for Additional Information

2. Summary of Additional Changes

3. Proposed Technical Specifications Pages (Retyped)

4. Current Technical Specifications (CTS) Markup and Discussion of Changes (DOCs)

5. Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS) (NUREG-1434, Revision 1) Markup and

Justifications for Deviation (JFDs)

6. Tables Summarizing the Proposed Changes

7. List of Regulatory Commitments

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



ATTACHMENT 1

Response to Request for Additional Information

A telephone conference was held on August 22, 2002 between the NRC and Nine Mile Point
Nuclear Station, LLC (NMPNS) staff to discuss previously e-mailed questions regarding
proposed changes to the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 (NMP1) Technical Specifications, Section 6.0,
Administrative Controls. As a result of the telephone conference, the NRC staff issued a formal
Request for Additional Information (RAI) on August 30, 2002, which included three questions.
The following information provides the NMPNS responses to the three questions. Each question
is repeated verbatim (italics added) from the RAI, followed by the NMPNS response.

6.0-1 See Table 1

In the NMP-1 Section 6.0 Current Technical Specifications (CTS) cited in Table 1, the wording
is either exactly the same as or similar to the corresponding NMP-1 Section 6.0 proposed
Technical Specifications (PTS) cited in Table 1. In converting the CTS to the PTS some of these
specifications were modified from the Standard Technical Specifications (STS) and the NMP-2
Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) and some justifications (DOC’s and JFD’s) were
provided to justify deviations from the standard and consistency with NUP-2 ITS. Yet for the
PTS 6.0 specifications (cited in Table 1), the wording is different from the corresponding NMP-2
ITS 5.0 specification. No justification is provided to describe or justify these
differences/inconsistencies. If the intent of the amendment is to make the Unit 1 TS consistent
with the Unit 2 ITS, then the wording for similar specifications in PTS 6.0 should be the same as
the corresponding ITS 5.0 specification. The same would be true for those specifications that
were not adopted where NMP-2 has specifications and/or programs either currently in the CTS
or in licensee controlled documents. If there is to be consistency between the units, then the
specifications should be consistent. See Comment Number 6.0-2.

COMMENT: Either make the PTS consistent with the ITS or provide a discussion and
justification for the deviation/inconsistency. See Comment Numbers 6.0-2.
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Cross Reference of Inconsistent Specifications

Table 1

Between Unit 1 and Unit 2

NMP-1 NMP-1 Corresponding | Associated Associated

CTS PTS NMP-2 NMP-1 NMP-1

Section Section ITS DOCs JFDs

Section

6.1.2 6.1.2 5.1.2 M.1 3

6.2.1 Title 6.2.1 Title 5.2.1 Title — 9

6.2.1.a 6.2.1.a 5.2.1.a — 2,3

6.2.1.b 6.2.1.b 5.2.1.c — 9

6.2.1.c 6.2.1.c 5.2.1b — 9

6.2.2 6.2.2 522 — 9

6.2.2.a; 6.2.2.a 5.2.2.a A4 4

Table 6.2-1

6.2.2.b; 6.2.2.¢; | — 5.2.2.b LA.2 TSTF-258

Table 6.2-1

Table 6.2-1 6.2.2.b 5.22.¢ A5 1,359

Note 6

6.2.2.h 6.2.2.d 5.22.e LA.6, L.1 2,336,809,
TSTF-258

6.2.2.1 6.2.2.e 5.2.2f — 2,9

6.3.1 6.3.1 5.3.1 LA. 1 3

6.8.1 6.4.1 5.4.1 — 3,5

— 6.4.1.a 54.1.a A2 6

— 6.5 5.5 Al

— — 5.5.3 — 7

— — 5.5.5 — 10

6.17 6.17 5.5.6 — 12

— — 5.5.7 — 13

— —_ 5.5.9 — 15

— 6.5.3.b.2 5.5.10.b.2 A2, M1 9, TSTF-364

6.9.1.c 0.6.4 5.6.4 L.1 TSTF-258

6.9.1.F.3 6.6.5.c 5.6.5.c — 7

— — 5.6.6 — 11
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NMPNS Response:

Table 1, Item 1
CTS 6.1.2
PTS 6.1.2
NMP-2 ITS 5.1.2
DOCM.1
JFD 3

Editorial inconsistencies (use of acronyms) were identified between the Nine Mile Point Unit 1
(NMP1) proposed Technical Specifications (PTS) and the corresponding Nine Mile Point Unit 2
(NMP2) Improved Technical Specifications (ITS). NMP1 PTS 6.1.2 has been revised to
eliminate the editorial inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.1.2. This change affects PTS 6.1.2,
retyped TS page 347; the Current Technical Specifications (CTS) markup for Specification 6.1,
page 2 of 3 (Insert 6.1-B); and Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS) markup page
5.0-1.

NMP1 and NMP?2 differ in the identification of reactor operating conditions in their respective
Technical Specifications (TS). NMP1 uses text descriptions of the operating conditions (e.g.,
power operating condition, hot shutdown condition, etc.) that are defined in Section 1.1 of the
NMP1 CTS, whereas NMP2 uses mode numbers (e.g., MODE 1, MODE 2, etc.) that are defined
in Table 1.1-1 of the NMP2 ITS. This difference is due to the differing licensing bases for the
two units. The NMP1 TS have used the text descriptions of the reactor operating conditions since
the NMP1 Provisional Operating License No. DPR-17 was issued in 1969. The NMP2 TS,
originally issued as NUREG-1253 in July of 1987, were initially prepared based on NUREG-
0123, “Standard Technical Specifications for General Electric Boiling Water Reactors
(BWR/S),” which used OPERATIONAL CONDITION numbers to identify reactor operating
conditions. With the conversion of the NMP2 CTS to the ITS in NMP2 License Amendment No.
91 issued on February 15, 2000, the OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS became MODES,
consistent with NUREG-1433 and NUREG-1434. Since the submittal properly reflects the
NMP1 plant-specific licensing basis, no changes to the submittal are considered necessary.

Table 1, Item 2
CTS 6.2.1 Title
PTS 6.2.1 Title
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.1 Title
JFD 9

An editorial inconsistency (omission of the “s” from “Organizations” in the title) was identified
between the NMP1 PTS and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. The NMP1 PTS 6.2.1 title has been
revised such that it is the same as NMP2 ITS 5.2.1. This change affects PTS 6.2.1, retyped TS
page 347; the CTS markup for Specification 6.2, page 1 of 5; and ISTS markup page 5.0-2.
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Table 1, Item 3
CTS 6.2.1.a
PTS 6.2.1.a
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.1.a
JFD 2,3

Editorial inconsistencies (use of commas, “chart” versus “charts”) were identified between the
NMP1 PTS and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.2.1.a has been revised to eliminate
the editorial inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.2.1.a. This change affects PTS 6.2.1.a, retyped TS
page 347; the CTS markup for Specification 6.2, page 1 of 5; and ISTS markup page 5.0-2.

Table 1, Item 4
CTS 6.2.1.b
PTS 6.2.1.b
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.1.c
JFD 9

Editorial inconsistencies (subsection lettering, reversal of items “b” and “c”) were identified
between the NMP1 PTS and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.2.1.b and 6.2.1.c have
been revised such that the subsection lettering is the same as NMP2 ITS 5.2.1. This change
affects PTS 6.2.1.b, retyped TS pages 347 and 348; the CTS markup for Specification 6.2, page 1
of 5; and ISTS markup page 5.0-2.

Table 1, Item §
CTS 6.2.1.c
PTS 6.2.1.c
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.1.b
JFD9

Editorial inconsistencies (subsection lettering, reversal of items “b” and “c”) were identified
between the NMP1 PTS and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.2.1.b and 6.2.1.c have
been revised such that the subsection lettering is the same as NMP2 ITS 5.2.1. This change
affects PTS 6.2.1.c, retyped TS pages 347 and 348; the CTS markup for Specification 6.2, page 1
of 5; and ISTS markup page 5.0-2.
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Table 1, Item 6
CTS 6.2.2
PTS 6.2.2
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.2
JFD 9

Editorial inconsistencies (lead-in sentence wording differences) were identified between the
NMP1 PTS and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.2.2 has been revised to eliminate
the editorial inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.2.2. This change affects PTS 6.2.2, retyped TS
page 348; the CTS markup for Specification 6.2, page 2 of 5; and ISTS markup page 5.0-2.

Table 1, Item 7
CTS 6.2.2.a, Table 6.2-1
PTS 6.2.2.a
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.2.a
DOCA4
JFD 4

NMP1 and NMP2 differ in the identification of reactor operating conditions in their respective
TS. NMP1 uses text descriptions of the operating conditions (e.g., power operating condition, hot
shutdown condition, etc.) that are defined in Section 1.1 of the NMP1 CTS, whereas NMP2 uses
mode numbers (e.g., MODE 1, MODE 2, etc.) that are defined in Table 1.1-1 of the NMP2 ITS.
This difference is due to the differing licensing bases for the two units. The NMP1 TS have used
the text descriptions of the reactor operating conditions since the NMP1 Provisional Operating
License No. DPR-17 was issued in 1969. The NMP2 TS, originally issued as NUREG-1253 in
July of 1987, were initially prepared based on NUREG-0123, “Standard Technical Specifications
for General Electric Boiling Water Reactors (BWR/S),” which used OPERATIONAL
CONDITION numbers to identify reactor operating conditions. With the conversion of the
NMP2 CTS to the ITS in NMP2 License Amendment No. 91 issued on February 15, 2000, the
OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS became MODES, consistent with NUREG-1433 and NUREG-
1434.

The NMP1 and NMP2 TS also differ regarding the number of non-licensed operators that are
required during the hot shutdown operating condition (MODE 3 in the NMP2 ITS). NMP1 CTS
6.2.2, Table 6.2-1, requires at least one (1) non-licensed operator in the hot shutdown condition,
whereas NMP2 ITS 5.2.2.a requires at least two (2) non-licensed operators when in MODE 3.
This difference is due to the differing licensing bases for the two units. The NMP1 TS have
required one non-licensed operator in the hot shutdown condition since Facility Operating
License No. DPR-63 was issued in 1974. For NMP2, the requirement to have two non-licensed
operators when in MODE 3 (OPERATIONAL CONDITION 3 prior to ITS conversion) has
existed since the TS were initially issued as NUREG-1253 in July of 1987.

Based on the above discussions, since the submittal properly reflects the NMP1 plant-specific
licensing basis, no changes to the submittal are considered necessary.
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Table 1, Item 8
CTS 6.2.2.b, 6.2.2.¢, Table 6.2-1
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.2.b
DOC LA.2
JFD TSTF-258

In the markup of ISTS 5.2, ISTS 5.2.2.b has been deleted. Section 5.2.2.b states the following:

“At least one licensed Reactor Operator (RO) shall be present in the control room when
fuel is in the reactor. In addition, while the unit is in MODE 1, 2, or 3, at least one
licensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) shall be present in the control room.”

Deletion of this item is based on Technical Specification Task Force Traveler 258 (TSTF-258),
Revision 4, which was approved by the NRC on June 29, 1999. This change was not
incorporated into the NMP2 ITS because NRC approval of TSTF-258 occurred after the NMP2
ITS application was submitted. NMPNS routinely reviews and prioritizes applicable NRC-
approved TSTF travelers for future incorporation into the NMP2 ITS.

Table 1, Item 9
CTS Table 6.2-1, Note 6
PTS 6.2.2.b
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.2.¢
DOCA.S
JFD 1,3,5,9

Editorial inconsistencies (use of the word “The,” capitalization, “two” versus “2” ) were
identified between the NMP1 PTS and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.2.2.b has
been revised to eliminate the editorial inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.2.2.c. This change
affects PTS 6.2.2.b, retyped TS page 348; the CTS markup for Specification 6.2, page 4 of 5
(Insert 6.2-B) and page 5 of 5; and ISTS markup page 5.0-3.
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Table 1, Item 10
CTS 6.2.2.h
PTS 6.2.2.d
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.2.e
DOC LA.6,L.1
JFD 2,3,6,8,9, TSTF-258

Editorial inconsistencies (use of acronyms and commas) were identified between the NMP1 PTS
and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.2.2.d has been revised to eliminate the editorial
inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.2.2.e. This change affects PTS 6.2.2.d, retyped TS page 348;
the CTS markup for Specification 6.2, page 3 of 5; and ISTS markup page 5.0-3.

In the markup of CTS 6.2.2.h regarding working hour limits, certain changes have been
incorporated based on TSTF-258, Revision 4, which was approved by the NRC on June 29,
1999. This change was not incorporated into the NMP2 ITS because NRC approval of TSTF-258
occurred after the NMP2 ITS application was submitted. NMPNS routinely reviews and
prioritizes applicable NRC-approved TSTF travelers for future incorporation into the NMP2 ITS.

Table 1, Item 11
CTS 6.2.2.i
PTS 6.2.2.e
NMP-2 ITS 5.2.2.f
JFD 2,9

Editorial inconsistencies (use of acronyms) were identified between the NMP1 PTS and the
corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.2.2.¢ has been revised such that acronym use is the
same as NMP2 ITS 5.2.2.f. This change affects PTS 6.2.2.¢, retyped TS page 349; the CTS
markup for Specification 6.2, page 3 of 5; ISTS markup page 5.0-4; and JFD 9 for ISTS 5.2
(deleted).

The NMP1 and NMP2 TS differ regarding the identification of individuals who shall hold a
Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license. NMP1 CTS 6.2.2.i requires that as a minimum, either
the Manager Operations or the General Supervisor Operations shall hold an SRO license. NMP2
ITS 5.2.2.f requires that the operations supervisors shall hold an SRO license. This difference is
due to the differing licensing bases for the two units. The NMP1 CTS 6.2.2.i requirement was
approved by the NRC in NMP1 License Amendment No. 160 issued on February 19, 1998. For
NMP2, the ITS 5.2.2.f requirement was included in the conversion of the CTS to the ITS in
NMP2 License Amendment No. 91 issued on February 15, 2000. As part of that conversion,
NMP2 incorporated the generic title “operations supervisors” in place of the previously
identified specific position titles of “General Supervisor Operations” and “Supervisor
Operations.” JFD 10 for ISTS 5.2 has been added to reference License Amendment No. 160 as
the current NMP1 licensing basis, and ISTS markup page 5.0-4 has been revised accordingly. No
other changes to the submittal are considered necessary.
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Table 1, Item 12
CTS 6.3.1
PTS 6.3.1
NMP-2 ITS 5.3.1
DOCLA.1
JFD 3

The NMP1 and NMP2 TS reference different industry standards regarding minimum unit staff
qualification requirements. NMP1 CTS 6.3.1 references ANSI N18.1-1971, whereas NMP2 ITS
5.3.1 references ANSI/ANS 3.1-1978. This difference is due to the differing licensing bases for
the two units. The NMP1 TS have referenced ANSI N18.1-1971 since Facility Operating
License No. DPR-63 was issued in 1974. For NMP2, the TS have referenced ANSI/ANS 3.1-
1978 since the TS were initially issued as NUREG-1253 in July of 1987. NMP1 UFSAR Section
XIII-A.4.0 and NMP2 USAR Section 13.1.3 reflect these differing licensing bases.

The NMP1 and NMP2 TS also differ because the NMP1 TS contain certain exceptions to the
qualification requirements of ANSIN18.1-1971 for the Operations Manager. These exceptions
were approved by the NRC in NMP1 License Amendment No. 160 issued on February 19, 1998.
Similar exceptions have not existed in the NMP2 TS since the TS were initially issued as
NUREG-1253 in July of 1987.

Based on the above discussions, since the submittal properly reflects the NMP1 plant-specific
licensing basis, no changes to the submittal are considered necessary.

Table 1, Item 13
CTS 6.8.1
PTS 6.4.1
NMP-2 ITS 5.4.1
JFD 3,5

NMP1 PTS 6.4.1 contains a phrase referencing Sections 5.1 and 5.3 of ANSIN18.7-1972 that
does not exist in NMP2 ITS 5.4.1. This difference is due to the differing licensing bases for the
two units. The NMP1 TS have included the subject phrase referencing ANSI N18.7-1972 since
Facility Operating License No. DPR-63 was issued in 1974. The NMP2 TS have not included
any reference to ANSI N18.7 since they were originally issued as NUREG-1253 in July of 1987.
Since the submittal properly reflects the NMP1 plant-specific licensing basis, no changes to the
submittal are considered necessary.
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Table 1, Item 14
PTS 6.4.1.a
NMP-2ITS 5.4.1.a
DOCA.2
JED 6

The NMP1 and NMP2 TS reference different revisions of Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.33. NMP1
PTS 6.4.1.a references RG 1.33 dated November 3, 1972, whereas NMP2 ITS 5.4.1.a references
RG 1.33, Revision 2 (dated February 1978). This difference is due to the differing licensing
bases for the two units. As noted in DOC A.2 for PTS 6.4, the NMP1 RG 1.33 reference is
consistent with NMP1 statements of conformance contained in Amendment No. 1 to the
Application to Convert Provisional Operating License to Full-Term Operating License, dated
November 1973, and in Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation (NMPC) letter to the AEC dated
November 16, 1973. For NMP2, the TS have referenced RG 1.33, Revision 2, since the TS were
initially issued as NUREG-1253 in July of 1987. NMP1 UFSAR Section XIII-A.4.0 and NMP2
USAR Section 13.1.3 reflect these differing licensing bases. Since the submittal properly reflects
the NMP1 plant-specific licensing basis, no changes to the submittal are considered necessary.

Table 1, Item 15
PTS 6.5
NMP-2 ITS 5.5
DOCA.1

Editorial inconsistencies (lead-in sentence omission) were identified between the NMP1 PTS and
the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.5 has been revised to eliminate the editorial
inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.5. This change affects PTS 6.5, retyped TS page 350, and the
CTS markup for Specification 6.5, page 1 of 8.

Table 1, Item 16
NMP-2 ITS 5.5.3
JFD 7

The NMP1 Post Accident Sampling System (PASS) has been eliminated, as approved by the
NRC in NMP1 License Amendment No. 174 dated August 26, 2002; therefore, the program
requirements of ISTS 5.5.3 have not been added. DOC A.3 for PTS 6.5 and JFD 7 for ISTS 5.5

have been revised accordingly.
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Table 1, Item 17
NMP-2 ITS 5.5.5
JED 10

Component cyclic or transient limits for NMP1 are identified in NMP1 Updated Final Safety
Analysis Report (UFSAR) Table V-2. Component cyclic or transient limits for NMP2 are
identified in NMP2 Updated Safety Analysis Report (USAR) Table 3.9B-1, Note 5. The nuclear
steam supply systems for NMP1 and NMP2 are totally independent with no interconnections.
The NMP?2 statement of design conformance with 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, General Design
Criterion 3, “Sharing of Structures, Systems, and Components,” provided in NMP2 USAR
Section 3.1.2.5, states the following:

“Unit 2 is a single unit and does not share structures, systems, and components important
to safety.”

Therefore, using the same rationale expressed in RAI 6.0-2 below, this submittal does not
propose to add component cyclic or transient limit program requirements to the NMPI1 TS. No
changes to the submittal are considered necessary.

Table 1, Item 18
CTS 6.17
PTS 6.17
NMP-2 ITS 5.5.6
JFD 12

Addition of the Inservice Testing Program specification, consistent with ISTS 5.5.7, has been
reviewed and approved by the NRC in NMP1 License Amendment No. 173 dated August 5,
2002. This program is re-numbered as PTS 6.5.4. This change affects PTS 6.5.4, retyped TS
page 353; the CTS markup for Specification 6.5, page 4 of 8; ISTS markup pages 5.0-10 and 5.0-
11; and JFD 12 for ISTS 5.5.

Table 1, Item 19
NMP-2 ITS 5.5.7
JFD 13

The NMP2 ventilation filter testing program (VFTP) described in NMP2 ITS 5.5.7 applies to the
following engincered safety feature (ESF) ventilation systems:

1. Standby gas treatment system (SGTS), described in NMP2 USAR Section 6.5.1, and
2. Control room envelope filtration (CREF) system, described in NMP2 USAR Section 9.4.1.

For NMP1, ventilation filter testing is performed in accordance with the CTS for the following
ventilation systems:
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1. Reactor building emergency ventilation system (RBEVS), described in NMP1 UFSAR
Section VII-H, and
2. Control room air treatment system (CRATS), described in NMP1 UFSAR Section III-B.

The NMP1 RBEVS and CRATS are totally independent of, and have no interconnections with,
the NMP2 SGTS or CREF system. The NMP2 statement of design conformance with 10 CFR
50, Appendix A, General Design Criterion 5, “Sharing of Structures, Systems, and Components,”
provided in NMP2 USAR Section 3.1.2.5, states the following:

“Unit 2 is a single unit and does not share structures, systems, and components important
to safety.”

Therefore, for the reason described in JFD 13, and using the same rationale expressed in RAI
6.0-2 below, this submittal does not propose to add ventilation filter testing program
requirements to the Administrative Controls portion of the NMP1 TS. No changes to the
submittal are considered necessary.

Table 1, Item 20
NMP-2 ITS 5.5.9
JFD 15

See the response to RAI 6.0-2 below.

Table 1, Item 21
PTS 6.5.3.b.2
NMP-2 ITS 5.5.10.b.2
DOC A.2, M.1
JFD 9, TSTF-364

In the markup of ISTS 5.5.11 regarding the Technical Specifications Bases Control Program,
changes have been incorporated based on TSTF-364, Revision 0, which was approved by the
NRC on June 16, 2000. This change was not incorporated into the NMP2 ITS because NRC
approval of TSTF-364 occurred after the NMP2 ITS application was submitted. NMPNS
routinely reviews and prioritizes applicable NRC-approved TSTF travelers for future
incorporation into the NMP2 ITS.
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Table 1, Item 22
CTS 6.9.1.c
PTS 6.6.4
NMP-2 ITS 5.6.4
DOC L.1
JFD TSTF-258

In the markup of CTS 6.9.1.c regarding monthly operating reports, the requirement to document
challenges to safety relief valves or safety valves has been deleted based on TSTF-258, Revision
4, which was approved by the NRC on June 29, 1999. This change was not incorporated into the
NMP2 ITS because NRC approval of TSTF-258 occurred after the NMP2 ITS application was
submitted. NMPNS routinely reviews and prioritizes applicable NRC-approved TSTF travelers
for future incorporation into the NMP2 ITS.

Table 1, Item 23
CTS 6.9.1£.3
PTS 6.6.5.c
NMP-2 ITS 5.6.5.¢c
JFD 7

Editorial inconsistencies (use of acronyms, hyphens, and commas) were identified between the
NMP1 PTS and the corresponding NMP2 ITS. NMP1 PTS 6.6.5.c has been revised to eliminate
the editorial inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.6.5.c. This change affects PTS 6.6.5.c, retyped TS
page 358; the CTS markup for Specification 6.6, page 6 of 7; ISTS markup page 5.0-20; and JFD
7 (deleted) and JFD 14 (added) for ISTS 5.6.

Table 1, Item 24
NMP-2 ITS 5.6.6
JFD 11

As noted in JFD 11 for ISTS 5.6, the requirements for submitting a special report to the NRC in
the event that accident monitoring instrumentation is inoperable currently reside in NMP1 CTS
3/4.6.11; therefore, the special report requirements of ISTS 5.6.8, “PAM Report,” are not
proposed to be added to the Administrative Controls portion of the NMP1 TS as a separate
section. As an alternative, NMPNS proposes to add the following item to CTS 6.9.3, “Special
Reports” (PTS 6.6.6):

h. Accident Monitoring Instrumentation Report, Specification 3.6.11.a (Table 3.6.11-2,
Action 3 or 4) (Within 14 days following the event).

The introductory paragraph of CTS 6.9.3 states the following: “These reports shall be submitted
covering activities identified below pursuant to the requirements of the applicable reference
specification.” Addition of the Accident Monitoring Instrumentation Report item to CTS 6.9.3
(PTS 6.6.6) is consistent with this statement. The special report requirements specified in CTS
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Table 3.6.11-2, Action 3 or 4, are essentially the same as those described in ISTS 5.6.8 (NMP2
ITS 5.6.6); thus, special reports will continue to be submitted when required. It is not necessary
or desirable to repeat these requirements in two separate TS locations.

This change affects PTS 6.6.6, retyped TS page 358; the CTS markup for Specification 6.6, page
7 of 7; DOC A.4 for PTS 6.6 (added); ISTS markup pages 5.0-22 and 5.0-23 (including Insert
6.6.6-A); and JFD 11 for ISTS 5.6.

6.0-2 JFD 15
NMP-2 5.5.9
STS 5.5.10

JFD 15 states that the requirements for the diesel fuel oil testing program (STS 5.5.10/NMP-2
ITS 5.5.4) are not part of the NMP-1 current licensing basis and thus the requirement/program
is not being added. However, there are plant procedures which specify the testing requirements
for both new and stored diesel fuel oil at the plant. The justification does not provide sufficient
information to determine the interrelationship between the NMP-1 and NMP-2 diesel fuel oil
storage and transfer systems. If the systems are the same system, are shared in any manner or
interconnected, then the NMP-1 PTS should contain a program on diesel fuel oil testing in PTS
6.5 to be consistent with NMP-2 ITS and the fuel testing program. If the systems are totally
independent with no interconnections, then the staff could find that the fuel oil testing program
does not need to be in the NMP-1 TS. Comment: Provide a description of the diesel fuel oil
storage and transfer system at NMP-land NMP-2 and revise and justify any changes to PTS 6.5
based on the extent of sharing of the NMP-1 and NMP-2 diesel fuel oil storage and transfer
system.

NMPNS Response:

The NMP1 diesel generator fuel oil system is described in NMP1 UFSAR Section IX-B.4.0. The
NMP? diesel generator fuel oil storage and transfer system is described in NMP2 USAR Section
9.5.4. The systems are totally independent with no interconnections. The NMP2 statement of
design conformance with 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, General Design Criterion 5, “Sharing of
Structures, Systems, and Components,” provided in NMP2 USAR Section 3.1.2.5, states the

following;:

“Unit 2 is a single unit and does not share structures, systems, and components important
to safety.”

Based on this information and the rationale expressed in RAI 6.0-2, no changes to the submittal
are considered necessary.
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6.0-3 DOCA.2
JFD 4
CTS 6.9.1.£.2
PTS 6.6.5.b

CTS 6.9.1.f.2 specifies the analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits that
have been reviewed and approved by the staff for use in developing the Core Operating Limits
Report for NMP-1. These methods are specifically described in the following topical reports
specified in CTS 6.4.1.F.2: 1) NEDE-24011-P-A, (latest approved revision), 2) NEDF -30966-P-
A (latest approved revision), Volumes I and II, 3) NEDO-20556-P-A, (latest approved revision)
and 4) NEDO-32465-A (August 1996, revision). The corresponding PTS 6.6 specification is PTS
6.6.5.b. PTS 6.6.5.b only lists NEDE-24011-P-A (latest approved revision), and not the other
three topical reports. The justification for deleting the other 3 specified topical reports (DOC
A.2) states that “NEDE-24011-P-A now contains all the methods reviewed and approved by the
NRC for the NMP1 Loss of Coolant Accident Analysis and for the Stability Analysis. Therefore,
the references to the other three report (NEDE-30966-P-A, NEDQO-20556-P-A, and NEDO-
32465-A) are redundant.” While this may be true at this point in time, any one of these
documents could be revised and the other associated documents not be revised. The approval of
the TS changes associated with the use of the COLR was based on all four documents, not just
the one. Which may or may not have the current analytical methods contained in all the
topicals. Comment: Revise PTS 6.6.5.b to conform to CTS 6.4.1.f.2.

NMPNS Response:

Based on the August 22, 2002 telephone conference with the NRC staff and subsequent follow-
up communications, it is NMPNS’s understanding that the NRC staff does not require any
further information regarding this RAL
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ATTACHMENT 2

Summary of Additional Changes

This attachment provides a brief summary of additional changes to the original license
amendment request that was submitted to the NRC on October 26, 2001, as supplemented by the
additional information provided by letter dated June 7, 2002. These additional changes have been
identified by Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, LLC (NMPNS) and do not result from the NRC
Request for Additional Information (RAI). The changes are listed in Revised Technical
Specification (TS) Section order (as shown on the retyped TS pages in Attachment 3), and are
identified on the affected pages by a vertical bar and an “A” in the right margin.

Table of Contents

1. Beginning page numbers for the Administrative Controls sections have been revised to be
consistent with the Revised TS pages provided in Attachment 3 of this submittal. These
changes affect Revised TS page v, and the CTS markup for pages v and vi.

Revised TS 6.3

1. The acronyms “SRO” (for Senior Reactor Operator) and “RO” (for Reactor Operator) have
been added to Revised TS 6.3.2. These editorial changes affect Revised TS 6.3.2, retyped TS
page 349; the Current TS (CTS) markup for Specification 6.3, page 2 of 2 (Insert 6.3-A); and
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS) markup page 5.0-5 (Insert 6.3.2-A).

Revised TS 6.5

1. License Amendment No. 176, issued on September 11, 2002, added new descriptions for the
following programs:

e Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) (CTS 6.11, Revised TS 6.5.1)
e Radioactive Effluent Controls Program (CTS 6.18, Revised TS 6.5.3)

e Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program (CTS 6.19, Revised
TS 6.5.5)

These and the other sections included in Specification 6.5 have been renumbered consistent
with the ISTS. These editorial changes affect Revised TS 6.5, retyped TS pages 350 through
355; the CTS markup for Specification 6.5, pages 1 of 8 through 6 of 8, and 8 of 8; DOC A.2
and DOC M.1 for Revised TS 6.5; the markup for Current Specification 6.10, page 2 of 2;
ISTS markup pages 5.0-7 through 5.0-17 (including Insert 6.5.7-A); and JFDs 5, 8, 14, and
18 (deleted) for ISTS 5.5.
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2. A typographical error was noted in CTS 6.11.a (as revised in License Amendment No. 176).
The word “gases” should be “gaseous.” This error has been corrected. This change affects
Revised TS 6.5.1, retyped TS page 350, and the CTS markup for Specification 6.5,
page 1 of 8.

3. In CTS 6.11.b (as revised in License Amendment No. 176), references are made to
Specifications 6.9.1.d and 6.9.1.e. These references have been revised to 6.6.2 and 6.6.3,
respectively, consistent with Revised TS 6.6. This change affects Revised TS 6.5.1, retyped
TS page 350, and the CTS markup for Specification 6.5, page 1 of 8.

4. License Amendment No. 174 dated August 26, 2002 (Post Accident Sampling System
elimination) added the following sentence to CTS 6.14:

“The requirements shall apply to the Post Accident Sampling System (PASS) until such
time as administrative controls provide for continuous isolation of the associated
penetration(s) or a modification eliminates the potential leakage path(s).”

This sentence has been incorporated into Insert 6.5-A for Revised TS 6.5.2 as a parenthetical
phrase, in the same manner as NMP2 ITS 5.5.2 (as revised by License Amendment No. 106
dated August 9, 2002). Minor wording changes have been included to be consistent with the
NMP2 ITS (i.e., addition of the word “program” and deletion of the “PASS” acronym). This
change affects Revised TS 6.5.2, retyped TS page 351; the CTS markup for Specification
6.5, pages 3 of 8 and 7 of 8 (Insert 6.5-A); DOC A.3 for Revised TS 6.5; the markups for
Current Specification 6.13, page 1 of 1, and Current Specification 6.15, Page 1 of 1; ISTS
markup page 5.0-8 (Insert 6.5.2-A); and JFD 19 (added) for ISTS 5.5.

5. By letter dated September 11, 2002, the NRC accepted the use of the Offgas Effluent Stack
Monitoring System (OGESMS) instead of the Radioactive Gaseous Effluent Monitoring
System (RAGEMS) for accident monitoring of noble gases and particulates. To reflect this
change, the sentence added to CTS 6.14 by License Amendment No. 174 (see Item 4 above)
is modified to include RAGEMS. This change affects Revised TS 6.5.2, retyped TS page
351; the CTS markup for Specification 6.5, pages 3 of 8 and 7 of 8 (Insert 6.5-A); DOC A.5
(added) for Revised TS 6.5; ISTS markup page 5.0-8 (Insert 6.5.2-A); and JFD 19 (added)
for ISTS 5.5.

Revised TS 6.6

1. License Amendment No. 176 revised the descriptions for the following reports:

e Occupational Radiation Exposure Report (CTS 6.9.1.b, Revised TS 6.6.1)
e Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report (CTS 6.9.1.d, Revised TS 6.6.2)
¢ Radioactive Effluent Release Report (CTS 6.9.1.e, Revised TS 6.6.3)
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3.

These revised report descriptions are included in Specification 6.6. These changes affect
Revised TS 6.6, retyped TS pages 356 and 357; the CTS markup for Specification 6.6, pages
1 of 7 through 4 of 7; ISTS markup pages 5.0-18 and 5.0-19; and JFD 2 (deleted), 3, 5
(deleted), 6, and 8 for ISTS 5.6.

An error was noted in the CTS markup for Specification 6.6. The “s” was omitted from
“Reports” in the title for Revised TS 6.6.4. This error has been corrected. This change affects
Revised TS 6.6.4, retyped TS page 357, and the CTS markup for Specification 6.6,

page 2 of 7.

Editorial inconsistencies were identified between NMP1 Revised TS 6.6.5, Items b and d,
and the corresponding NMP2 ITS 5.6.5. These included the use of hyphens and commas, and
the description of referenced report NEDE-24011-P-A. NMP1 Revised TS 6.6.5 has been
revised to eliminate these editorial inconsistencies with NMP2 ITS 5.6.5. These changes
affect retyped TS page 358; the CTS markup for Specification 6.6, pages 5 of 7 and 6 of 7,
ISTS markup page 5.0-20 (including new Insert 6.6.5-B); and JFD 7 (deleted) for ISTS 5.6.

License Amendment No.173, issued on August 5, 2002, and License Amendment No. 176
have deleted certain special report requirements from CTS 6.9.3. These changes affect
Revised TS 6.6, retyped TS page 358; the CTS markup for Specification 6.6, page 7 of 7;
ISTS markup page 5.0-23 (Insert 6.6.6-A); and JFD 13 for ISTS 5.6.

Revised TS 6.7

1.

License Amendment No. 176 added a new description for CTS 6.12 (Revised TS 6.7), “High
Radiation Area.” This section has been renumbered consistent with the ISTS. This editorial
change affects Revised TS 6.7, retyped TS pages 359 through 361; the CTS markup for
Specification 6.7, pages 1 of 4 through 4 of 4, DOC LA.1 (deleted) for Revised TS 6.7; ISTS
markup pages 5.0-24 and 5.0-25; and JFD 2 for ISTS 5.7.

Miscellaneous Pages

1.

Implementation of License Amendment No. 176 has resulted in the following changes to the
submittal:

e The Amendment No. 176 version of CTS page 8 is marked up to show the TS cross-
reference revision, replacing the version included in the original submittal.

e The following CTS markup pages and Revised TS pages are no longer needed and have
been removed from the submittal: 296, 301, 302, 304, 306, 315, 324, 331, 332, and 337.

Changes to TS cross-references have been made to be consistent with the section numbering

for Revised TS 6.5. These editorial changes affect retyped TS pages 108 and 131; TS Bases
page 115; and the CTS markup for Miscellaneous Page Changes, pages 3 of 6 through 5 of 6.
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. The reference to Section 6.0, “Administrative Controls,” that appears on TS Bases pages 115
and 150 is replaced by a reference to “Quality Assurance Program requirements.” This
change is consistent with relocation of the requirements of Current Specification 6.5,
“Review and Audit,” to the Quality Assurance Topical Report (QATR). This change affects
the CTS markup for Miscellaneous Page Changes, pages 4 of 6 and 6 of 6.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Proposed Technical Specifications Pages (Retyped)

Replace the existing Technical Specifications (TS) pages listed below with the attached revised
pages. The revised pages have been retyped on their entirety, with marginal markings (revision

bars) to indicate changes to the text.

Remove
\Y

vi

8

11
108
131
347 through 364
366
367
368
370
371
371a
371b
372
372a
373
374
375
376

Insert
v

vi

8

11
108
131
347 through 364
366
367
368
370
371
371a
371b
372
372a
373
374
375
376



SECTION DESCRIPTION PAGE

5.0  Design Features 342
5.1 Site 342
5.2 Reactor 342
5.3 Reactor Vessel 342
5.4 Containment 345
5.5 Storage of Unirradiated and Spent Fuels 346
5.6 Seismic Design 346
6.0 Administrative Controls 347
6.1 Responsibility 347
6.2 Organization 347
6.3 Unit Staff Qualifications 349
6.4 Procedures 349
6.5 Programs and Manuals 350
6.6 Reporting Requirements 356
6.7 High Radiation Area 359

AMENDMENT NO. 442 v




AMENDMENT NO. 442,168, 173;-176

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK

vi



1.28 (Deleted)
1.29 (Deleted)

1.30 Reactor Coolant Leakage

a. |dentified Leakage

@) 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.
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SAFETY LIMIT

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. 442,-143,163,-168

. 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.

The reactor high pressure scram trip setting shall
be < 1080 psig.

. 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”).

. 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").

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.

. The main-steam-line isolation valve closure scram

setting shall be < 10 percent of valve closure
(stem position) from full open.
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

SURVHLLANCE REQUIREMENT

3.2.7

REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM ISOLATION VALVES

Applicability:

Applies to the operating status of the system of
isolation valves on lines connected to the reactor
coolant system.

Obijective:

To assure the capability of the reactor coolant system
isolation valves to minimize reactor coolant loss in the
event of a rupture of a line connected to the nuclear
steam supply system.

Specification:

a. During power operating conditions whenever the
reactor head is on, all reactor coolant system
isolation valves on lines connected to the reactor
coolant system shall be operable except as
specified in "b" below.

b. Inthe event any isolation valve becomes
inoperable the system shall be considered
operable provided at least one valve in each line
having an inoperable valve is in the mode
corresponding to the isolated condition, except
as noted in Specification 3.1.1.e.

AMENDMENT NO.442-—146-1473

427

REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM ISOLATION VALVES

Applicability:

Applies to the periodic testing requirement for the
reactor coolant system isolation valves.

Obijective:

To assure the capability of the reactor coolant system
isolation valves to minimize reactor coolant loss in the
event of a rupture of a line connected to the nuclear
steam supply system.

Specification:

The reactor coolant system isolation valves
surveillance shall be performed as indicated below.

a. At least once per operating cycle the operable
automatically initiated pow er-operated isolation
valves shall be tested for automatic initiation and
closure times.

b. Additional surveillances shall be performed as
required by Specification 6.5.4.
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

3.3.3

LEAKAGE RATE

Applicability:

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

Obijective:

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. 442158170

4.3.3

LEAKAGE RATE

Applicability:

Applies to the primary containment system leakage
rate.

Obijective:

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 6.5.7.

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.
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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 (SRO) 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 SRO license or Reactor Operator license shall be designated to assume
the control room command function.

6.2 Organization

6.2.1 Onsite and Offsite Organizations

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 chart 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. 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.
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c. 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.

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 staff organization shall include 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. Shift crew composition may be 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 2 hours in order to accommodate
unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members provided immediate action is taken to restore the
shift crew composition to within the minimum requirements.

C. 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 SROs, licensed Reactor Operators (ROs), 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.
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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.

e. As a minimum, either the Manager Operations or the General Supervisor Operations shall hold an SRO
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 (SRO) and a licensed Reactor Operator (RO) 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;
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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.

6.5 Programs and Manuals

The following programs shall be established, implemented, and maintained.

6.5.1 Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM)

a. The ODCM shall contain the methodology and parameters used in the calculation of offsite doses resuiting
from radioactive gaseous and liquid effluents, in the calculation of gaseous and liquid effluent monitoring
alarm and trip setpoints, and in the conduct of the radiological environmental monitoring program; and

b. The ODCM shall also contain the radioactive effluent controls and radiological environmental
monitoring activities, and descriptions of the information that should be included in the Annual
Radiological Environmental Operating, and Radioactive Effluent Release Reports required by
Specification 6.6.2 and Specification 6.6.3.

c. Licensee initiated changes to the ODCM:
1. Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be retained. This documentation shall contain:
(a) Sufficient information to support the change(s) together with the appropriate analyses or

evaluations justifying the change(s), and
(b) A determination that the change(s) maintain the levels of radioactive effluent control required by

10 CFR 20.1302, 40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 10 CFR 50, Appendix |, and do not adversely
impact the accuracy or reliability of effluent, dose, or setpoint caiculations;
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2. Shall become effective after the approval of the plant manager or a designee; and

3. Shall be submitted to the NRC in the form of a complete, legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part of, or
concurrent with, the Radioactive Effluent Release Report for the period of the report in which any change
in the ODCM was made. Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of the affected pages,
clearly indicating the area of the page that was changed, and shall indicate the date (i.e., month and year)
the change was implemented.

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) H,O, Monitor, Drywell Containment Atmosphere
Monitoring (CAM), Post Accident Sampling, Radioactive Gaseous Effluent Monitoring (RAGEMS) (the program
requirements shall apply to the Post Accident Sampling System and RAGEMS until such time as administrative controls
provide for continuous isolation of the associated penetration(s) or a modification eliminates the potential leakage
path(s)), 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.

6.5.3 Radioactive Effluent Controls Program

This program conforms to 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of radioactive effluents and for maintaining the doses
to members of the public from radioactive effluents as low as reasonably achievable. The program shall be
contained in the ODCM, shall be implemented by procedures, and shall include remedial actions to be taken
whenever the program limits are exceeded. The program shali include the following elements:
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a. Limitations on the functional capability of radioactive liquid and gaseous monitoring instrumentation
including surveillance tests and setpoint determination in accordance with the methodology in the
ODCM;

b. Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive material released in liquid effluents to unrestricted
areas, conforming to ten times the concentration values in Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2 to
10 CFR 20.1001 - 20.2402;

c. Monitoring, sampling, and analysis of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents in accordance with
10 CFR 20.1302 and with the methodology and parameters in the ODCM;

d. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose commitment to a member of the public from
radioactive materials in liquid effluents released from each unit to unrestricted areas, conforming to
10 CFR 50, Appendix |;

e. Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions from radioactive effluents for the
current calendar quarter and current calendar year in accordance with the methodology and
parameters in the ODCM at least every 31 days;

f. Limitations on the functional capability and use of the liquid and gaseous effluent treatment systems
to ensure that appropriate portions of these systems are used to reduce releases of radioactivity
when the projected doses in a period of 31 days would exceed 2% of the guidelines for the annual
dose or dose commitment, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;

g. Limitations on the dose rate resulting from radioactive material released in gaseous effluents from
the site to areas at or beyond the site boundary shall be in accordance with the following:

1. For noble gases: a dose rate <500 mrems/yr to the whole body and a dose rate
<3000 mrems/yr to the skin, and

2. For iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all radionuclides in particulate form with half
lives greater than 8 days: a dose rate <1500 mrems/yr to any organ;

h. Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting from noble gases released in gaseous
effluents from each unit to areas beyond the site boundary; conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;
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i. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of the public from iodine-131, iodine-133,
tritium, and all radionuclides in particulate form with half lives >8 days in gaseous effluents released
from each unit to areas beyond the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix |;

j. Limitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to any member of the public, beyond the site
boundary, due to releases of radioactivity and to radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources,
conforming to 40 CFR 190; and

K. Limitations on venting and purging of the primary containment through the Emergency Ventilation
System to maintain releases as low as reasonably achievable.

The provisions of Surveillance Requirement 4.0.1 are applicable to the Radioactive Effluent Controls Program
surveillance frequencies.

6.5.4 Inservice Testing Program

This program provides controls for inservice testing of Quality Group A, B, and C pumps and valves.

a. Inservice testing of Quality Group A, B, and C pumps and valves shall be performed in accordance with
requirements for American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) Code Class 1, 2, and 3 components specified
in Section X! of the applicable ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code Edition and Addenda, subject to the
applicable provisions of 10CFR50.55a;

b. The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are applicable to the normal and accelerated testing frequencies for
performing inservice testing activities;

c. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be construed to supersede the requirements of any
Technical Specification.

6.5.5 Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program

This program provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures contained in the Main Condenser Offgas
Treatment System and the quantity of radioactivity contained in unprotected outdoor liquid storage tanks.
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The program shall include:

a. The limits for concentrations of hydrogen in the Main Condenser Offgas Treatment System and a
surveillance program to ensure the limits are maintained. Such limits shall be appropriate to the
system's design criteria (i.e., whether or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen
explosion); and

b. A surveillance program to ensure that the quantity of radioactivity contained in all outside temporary
liquid radwaste tanks that are not surrounded by liners, dikes, or walls, capable of holding tanks'
contents and that do not have tank overflows and surrounding area drains connected to the Liquid
Radwaste Treatment System is <10 Ci, excluding tritium and dissolved or entrained noble gases.

The provisions of Surveillance Requirement 4.0.1 are applicable to the Explosive Gas and Storage Tank
Radioactivity Monitoring Program surveillance frequencies.

6.5.6 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 6.5.6.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).
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6.5.7 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(0) 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.

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

o 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 L..
2. The as-left Primary Containment Integrated Leak Rate Test (Type 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 Tests including airlocks) acceptance criteria is less
than 0.6 L,, 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 L,, 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.
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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 on an annual basis of the number of station, utility, and other personnel (including contractors), for whom
monitoring was performed, receiving an annual deep dose equivalent of >100 mrems and the associated collective deep
dose equivalent (reported in man-rem) according 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 10 CFR 20.2206. The dose assignments to various duty functions may
be estimated based on pocket ion chamber, thermoluminescence dosimeter (TLD), electronic dosimeter, or film badge
measurements. Small exposures totaling <20% of the individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the aggregate,
at least 80% of the total deep dose equivalent received from external sources should be assigned to specific major work
functions. The report covering the previous calendar year shall be submitted by April 30 of each year.

6.6.2 Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report*

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report covering the operation of the unit during the previous calendar
year shall be submitted by May 15 of each year. The report shall include summaries, interpretations, and analyses of
trends of the results of the radiological environmental monitoring program for the reporting period. The material provided
shall be consistent with the objectives outlined in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM), and in 10 CFR 50,
Appendix |, Sections IV.B.2, IV.B.3, and IV.C.

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report shall include the results of analyses 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 ODCM, 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 in a supplementary report as
soon as possible.

* A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The submittal should combine sections common to all units
at the station.
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6.6.3 Radioactive Effiuent Release Report*

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report covering the operation of the unit shall be submitted in accordance with

10 CFR 50.36a. The report shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents and solid
waste released from the unit. The material provided shall be consistent with the objectives outlined in the ODCM and the
Process Control Program and in conformance with 10 CFR 50.36a and 10 CFR 50, Appendix |, Section IV.B.1.

6.6.4 Monthly Operating Reports

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience shall be submitted on a monthly basis no later than the
15t of each month following the calendar month covered by the report.

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 K; 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.
* A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The submittal should combine sections common to all units

at the station; however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the submittal shall specify the releases of
radioactive material from each unit.
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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 the following documents:

1. NEDE-24011-P-A, “General Electric Standard Application for Reactor Fuel,” U.S. Supplement, (NRC
approved version 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, Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear limits such as shutdown
margin (SDM), transient analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met.

d. The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, shall be provided upon issuance for each reload
cycle to the NRC.

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. (Deleted)

(o (Deleted)

d. (Deleted)

e. (Deleted)

f. (Deleted)

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

h. Accident Monitoring Instrumentation Report, Specification 3.6.1 1.a (Table 3.6.11-2, Action 3 or 4) (Within 14 days
following the event).
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6.7 High Radiation Area

As provided in paragraph 20.1601(c) of 10 CFR Part 20, the following controls shall be applied to high radiation areas in
place of the controls required by paragraph 20.1601(a) and (b) of 10 CFR Part 20:

6.7.1 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Not Exceeding 1.0 rem/hour at 30 Centimeters from the
Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation

a. Each entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high
radiation area. Such barricades may be opened as necessary to permit entry or exit of personnel
or equipment.

b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means of a Radiation Work
Permit (RWP) or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose rates in the immediate
work area(s) and other appropriate radiation protection equipment and measures.

C. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures and personnel continuously escorted by
such individuals may be exempted from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while
performing their assigned duties provided that they are otherwise following plant radiation
protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:
1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose rates in the area, or
2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the radiation dose rates in the
area and alarms when the device's dose alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm
setpoint, or
3. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and cumulative

dose information to a remote receiver monitored by radiation protection personnel
responsible for controlling personnel radiation exposure within the area, or

4. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic dosimeter) and,

(1 Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in
the area, of an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures,
equipped with a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays
radiation dose rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling personnel
exposure within the area, or
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(i) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in
the area, by means of closed circuit television, of personnel qualified in
radiation protection procedures, responsible for controlling personnel
radiation exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
individuals in the area who are covered by such surveillance.

e. Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or personnel continuously
escorted by such individuals, entry into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area
have been determined and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them. These continuously
escorted personnel will receive a pre-job briefing prior to entry into such areas. This dose rate
determination, knowledge, and pre-job briefing does not require documentation prior to initial
entry.

6.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour at 30 Centimeters from the Radiation
Source or from any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation, but less than 500 rads/hour at 1 Meter from the
Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation

a. Each entryway to such an area shall be conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and shall
be provided with a locked or continuously guarded door or gate that prevents unauthorized entry,
and, in addition:

1. All such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the administrative control of
the Station Shift Supervisor - Nuclear, radiation protection manager, or his or her designee.
2. Doors and gates shall remain locked except during periods of personnel or equipment entry or exit.
b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means of an RWP or equivalent that

includes specification of radiation dose rates in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate radiation
protection equipment and measures.

C. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures may be exempted from the requirement for an RWP or
equivalent while performing radiation surveys in such areas provided that they are otherwise following plant
radiation protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.
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d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess one of the following:

1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the radiation dose rates in the area and
alarms when the device's dose alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoint, or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and cumulative dose information to
a remote receiver monitored by radiation protection personnel responsible for controlling personnel
radiation exposure within the area with the means to communicate with and control every individual in
the area, or

3. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic dosimeter) and,

(i) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in the
area, of an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures,
equipped with a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays
radiation dose rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling personnel
exposure within the area, or

(i) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in
the area, by means of closed circuit television, of personnel qualified
in radiation protection procedures, responsible for controlling personnel
radiation exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
and control every individual in the area.

4, In those cases where options (2) and (3), above, are impractical or determined to
be inconsistent with the "As Low As is Reasonably Achievable" principle, a radiation
monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose rates in the area.

e. Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or personnel continuously
escorted by such individuals, entry into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area
have been determined and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them. These continuously
escorted personnel will receive a pre-job briefing prior to entry into such areas. This dose rate
determination, knowledge, and pre-job briefing does not require documentation prior to initial entry.

f. Such individual areas that are within a larger area where no enclosure exists for the purpose of
locking and where no enclosure can reasonably be constructed around the individual area need not
be controlled by a locked door or gate, nor continuously guarded, but shall be barricaded, conspicuously
posted, and a clearly visible flashing light shall be activated at the area as a warning device.
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and Discussion of Changes (DOCs)

Note: Changes to the CTS markup and the DOCs originally submitted by letter dated
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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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6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

LA. |

6.1 Responsibility

6.1.1

6.1.2

A TigAagEme x = : ief 9
(6.2 Orgamzatnok Ingert é.l-@

~J
M-|
Onsite and Offsite Organization L
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.

———— 4

c. The Plant Manager shall have responsibility for overall unit operation and shall have control over those
L resources necessary for safe operation and maintenance of the plant. j

SQQ :D{SCLLSS‘I‘DV\ e?b dan es
-For Revised TS: Q:Q
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Insert 6.1-A [Az'/] LA.

—
The(plant managenfr 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.

a3

Insert 6.1-B M. |

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 (SRO) license shall be designated to assume the control room command function. ‘ A
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 SRO license or Reactor Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room command function. | 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 mdlvudual/group other than the
mdwudual/group whlch desngned the modification, but who m 1ay_be | be from th i @

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 and are :
o oraoe

Move +o Specifications "Iu"'ﬁ‘um..mﬂ,__AA tions) shall be reviewed by the
é'l,‘ YODPO83b ‘An‘u‘ybll--.‘.n..: ......... Hrytire-ris 180 WAALSABL547 AT

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

Generation and to the Chairman of the Safety Review and Audit Board.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.1 - RESPONSIBILITY

ADMINISTRATIVE (A)

Al

A2

A3

A4

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).

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.

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

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-1434, Revision 1.

Page 1 of 2



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.

Page 2 of 2



ATTACHMENT 4.3

Current Technical Specifications Markup and Discussion of Changes

Revised TS 6.2
Organization



. " fq_ N
See TPhseussion oF Cﬁan S ' ra - Y
- , : cobon 6.2
. -Qr Revrised TS G, . S(.)ec
6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS Raspons-b. &J
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.
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Spec‘r('\l-c‘.cc):wv\ 6.2,
Insert 6.2-A

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. Shift crew composition may be 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 2 hours in order to accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members provided @
immediate action is taken to restore the shift crew composition to within the minimum requirements.

Insert 6.2-C ‘

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 M.

/" A‘q
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.ﬁn addition, the STA shall meet
th qualifications specified by the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift. m
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION

ADMINISTRATIVE (A)

Al

A2

A3

A4

AS

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).

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.

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.

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-1434, Revision 1.

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)(1)
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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A6

A7

A8

A9

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION

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.

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.

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.

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 LLA.1.1. At NMP1, 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 NMP2
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

LA2

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.

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 (m) 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.¢ 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

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 (m), 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.

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).

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.

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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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.2 - ORGANIZATION

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.

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), (), 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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6.3 Eoerity

6.3.1

(and-

| Specthotion 6.3
rodiaten Pm-l'cczﬁo.n Mana.z‘e,—r)_ j‘LA-H

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 genior reactor operator license at the time of appointment, or 2) have held a senior
reactor operator license at Nine Milé\Point Nuclear Station Unit 1 or at a similar unit, or 3) have been certified for equivalent

Staff Qualification

senior reactor operator knowledge}th {vianagerRadmtien-Proteetie® who shall meet or exceed the qualifications gf
Regulatory Guide 1.8, September 1975()@nd 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.

Livloved Yo Specificahion 622

4 Training Tnsert 6,34\11 @
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 prog?am 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 and Audit O | o See Discussion of Cpan;e,s ‘
1 M ]
: L r
6.5.1 tation rations Review mi \ for €TS: G 4) T amiig
Function _ '
6.5.1.1 The Station Operations Review Cdmmittee shall function to advise the Plant Manager on all matters related to
nuclear safety.
Compagsition
6.5.1.2 The SORC shall be composed of the:
Chairman: , Plant Manager
Vice Chairman/Member: Manager Operations
Vice Chairman/Member: Manager Technical Support
Member: Manager QA Operations
Member: Manager Maintenance
Member: Manager Chemistry '
Member: Manager Radiation Protection
’ YS&: ':D\.Sc.uSS.'on c-P Cﬁa\n;e.&‘ -ﬁ:r>
: M g U ) dl. "
AMENDMENT NO. 144 7¢8 CTS ¢ 6.5, “Review and” AudF Pa;e. | £ 2 251
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Insert 634 (M)

6.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) and a licensed Reactor Operator (RO) are those } é}
individuals who, in addition to meeting the requirements of Specification 6.3.1, perform the functions described in 10 CFR
50.54(m).
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

ADMINISTRATIVE (A)

Al

A2

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).

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"

LAl

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 CFR 50 Appendix B programs.

"Specific”

None
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6.6.1 The following actions shall be taken for REPORTABLE EVENTS: CTSt b G, Reportable Occurrenca Adho

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

L 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 : Se= (Di-scussfan & Chau for :
r X CTS: 6.7) " Sa% Llwt‘)‘ \a/':tzla‘;'l'on”

6.7.1 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.

. L d. The Safety Limit Violation Report shall be submitted to the Commission, within 30 days of the violation, and to the SRAB,

64

@ Procedures

and the Vice President - Nuclear Generation within 14 days.

.mmAm--(.'"-.mm.
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Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained for activities involving the Fire Protection Progra
implementation.
LA.’

prior to
. . ! i levels of mana ent as QOM
i i . i i i .8. hall be reviewed‘periodically as sexforth
in_ gdministrative” procedures.
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Insert 6.4-A

{ 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; anﬂ* From CTS 6.8.1.a

6 All programs specified in Specification 6.5._/\_
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(G?R in

N

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.

Startup Report. 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 J

submitted at least every three months until all three events have been completed.

Sag j)l.ScuSSnon oF C,Domd.gy
-For KeviSed TSt G. G,
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.4 - PROCEDURES

ADMINISTRATIVE (A)

Al

A2

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).

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, ¢, and ¢ 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
NMP1, 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 NMPL. Thus, the
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.4 - PROCEDURES

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

Page 2 of 2
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Current Technical Specifications Markup and Discussion of Changes

Revised TS 6.5
Programs and Manuals
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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.

i Records of reviews performed for changes made to procedures or equipment or reviews of tests and experiments

pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59.

r,. k. Records of meetings of the SORC and the SRAB. | J

a. The ODCM shall contain the methodology and parameters used in the calculation of offsite doses resulting from radicactive

reeaus—ETED and liquid effluents, in the calculation of gaseous and liquid effiuent monitoring alarm and trip setpoints, and in the j
conduct of the radiological environmental monitoring program; and f

b. The ODCM shall also contain the radioactive effluent controls and radiological environmental monitoring activities,
- and descriptions of the information that should be included in the Annual Radiological Environmenta! Operating, and

Radioactive Effluent Release Reports required by Specification and Specification E8-o

1. Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be retained. This documentation shall contain:

¢. Licensees initiated changes to the ODCM:

‘ '
(@) Sufficient information to support the changde(s) together with the appropriate analyses or 4
evaluations justifying the change(s), and

- %
(b} A determination that the change(s) maintain the levels of radioactive effluent control required ‘

by 10 CFR 20.1302, 40 CFR 180, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, and do not
adversely impact the accuracy or reliability of effluent, dose, or setpoint calculations; y

Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (QDCM) | T
6.5.1 |

AMENDMENT NO. 142, Iffﬂ 65 Pro;)mms and Manuels
| The Fllewing pregrams sholl be established, Pa c | of &
N O 7
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Specihiishon 6.5

Shall become effective after the approval of the plant manager or a designee; and

6.5 (Contd) ,

3. Shall be submitted to the NRC in the form of a complete, legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part of, or

concurrent with, the Radioactive Effluent Release Report for the period of the report in which any
change in the ODCM was made. Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of the
affected pages, clearly indicating the area of the page that was changed, and shali indicate the date
(i.e., month and year) the change was implemented.

/ 8.12 High Radiation Areg

—

As provided in paragraph 20.1601(c) of 10 CFR Part 20, the following controls shall be applied to high radiation areas in
place of the controls required by paragraph 20.1601(a) and (b) of 10 CFR Part 20:

6.12,1  High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Not Exceeding 1,0 rem/hour at 30 Centimeters from the

Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation

. a.  Each entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high

radiation area. Such barricades may be opened as necessary to permit entry or exit of personnel
or equipment.

b.  Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlied by means of a Radiation Work
Permit (RWP) or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose rates in the immediate
work area(s) and other appropriate radiation protection equipment and measures.

c.

Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures and personnel continuously escorted by
such individuals may be exempted from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while
performing their assigned duties provided that they are otherwise foliowing plant radiation
protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas,

d.  Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:

1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose rates in the area, or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the radiation dose rates in the

area and alarms when the device's dose alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm
setpoint, or

See Discussion ofF Cﬁan;;.,s for
Revised TS? 6.7, srie
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6.13  Fire Protection Insgectionk _ CT3* 613, "Fre Pfo+etﬁ Inspec:bon

6.13.1 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 fire consultant shall be performed at intervals no greater than 3 years.

- w)rnag GCodant Sources Owulside Cov\‘f'ammeﬂ) TIrsert QE-A‘} <A3}
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REG-0678 The requnrements shall apply to the Post Acc:dent Samp ing System (PASS) untll such tlme as administrative @

controls prov de for continuous isolation of the associated penetration(s) or a modification eliminates the potential leakage path(s).
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Procedures shall be established, implemented and maintained to meet or exceed the requirements and recommeéndations of Section ]
2.1.8.c of NUREG 0578. -

6.5."1 @&® 10CFR 50 Appendix J Testing Program Plan l &
a. A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of the containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) and
A 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B. This program shall be in accordance with the guidelines contained in Regulatory Gu1de 1.163,
entitled "Performance-Based Containment Leak-Test Program," dated September 1995 with the following gxception

£\
ropte)

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

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 (Pac) for the design basis loss of coolant accident is 35 psig.
¢. The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate (La) at Pac shall be 1.5% of primary containment air weight per day.
;l: . 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 (Type 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 Tests including airlocks) acceptance criteria is less than 0.6 L,
calculated on a maximum pathway basis, prior to entering a mode of operation where containment integrity is requnred

AMENDMENT NO. 442, 459 JIf Paﬂe_ 348 373 ' A
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6.5.7 (ConPd)

4. The combined Local Leak Rate Test (Type B & C Tests including airlocks) acceptance criteria is less than 0.6 L,, calculated on
a minimum pathway basis, at all times when containment integrity is required.

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. .

&
o

Inservice Testing Program

This program provides controls for inservice testing of Quality Group A, B, and C pumps and valves. l &
a, Inservice testing of Quality Group A, B, and C pumps and valves shall be performed in accordance with requirements for

American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) Code Class 1, 2, and 3 components specified in Section X! of the

applicable ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code Edition and Addenda, subject to the applicable provisions of 10CFR50.55a;

b. The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are applicable to the normal and accelerated testing frequencies for performing inservice
testing activities;

c. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be construed to supersede the requirements of any Technical

Specification.
év543
@D Radioactive Effluent Controls Program N l A
This program conforms to 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of radioactive effluents and for maintainihg the doses to members »
of the public from radioactive effluents as low as reasonably achievable. The program shall be contained in the ODCM, shall
be implemented by procedures, and shall include remedial actions to be taken whenever the program limits are exceeded. %
The program shall include the following elements:
"
a. Limitations on the functional capability of radioactive liquid and gaseous monitoring instrumentation including
surveillance tests and setpoint determination in accordance with the methodology in the ODCM; )
b. Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive material released in liquid effluents to unrestricted areas,
- conforming to ten times the concentration values in Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2 to 10 CFR 20.1001 - ,J
20.2402;
U
AMENDMENT NO. 488, 333, 1//{ 374 ' &
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¢.5.3 {Cont'd)

(]

Monitoring, sampling, and analysis of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302
and with the methodology and parameters in the ODCM,;

Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose commitment to a member of the public from radioactive
materials in liquid effluents released from each unit to unrestricted areas, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix |;

Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions from radioactive effluents for the current calendar

quarter and current calendar year in accordance with the methodology and parameters in the ODCM at least every
31 days; ‘

Limitations on the functional capability and use of the liquid and gaseous effluent treatment systems to ensure that
appropriate portions of these systems are used to reduce releases of radioactivity when the projected doses in a

period of 31 days would exceed 2% of the guidelines for the annual dose or dose commitment, conforming to
10 CFR 50, Appendix I; -

Limitations on the dose rate fesulting from radioactive material released in gaseous effluents from the site to areas
at or beyond the site boundary shall be in accordance with the following:

1.  For noble gases: a dose rate $500 mrems/yr to the whole body and a dose rate <3000 mrems/yr to the
skin, and

2. Foriodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all radionuclides in particulate form with half lives greater than 8
days: a dose rate <1500 mrems/yr to any organ,

Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resuiting from noble gases released in gaseous effluents from
each unit to areas beyond the site boundary; conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix |;

Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of the public from iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and

all radionuclides in particulate form with half lives >8 days in gaseous effluents released from each unit to areas
beyond the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix |,

Limitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to any member of the public, beyond the site boundary, due to
releases of radioactivity and to radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources, conforming to 40 CFR 190; and

AMENDMENT No. A7
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6.5.2 (Cont™d)

k. Limitations on venting and purging of the primary containment through the Emergency Ventilation System to
maintain releases as low as reasonably achievable.

The provisions of Surveillance Requirement 4.0.1 are applicable to the Radioactive Effluent Controls Program surveillance

frequencies.
65.5
E-49) Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program

This program provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures contained in the Main Condenser Offgas Treatrrient
System and the quantity of radioactivity contained in unprotected outdoor liquid storage tanks.

The program shall include:

a. The limits for concentrations of hydrogen in the Main Condenser Offgas Treatment System and a surveillance
program to ensure the limits are maintained. Such limits shall be appropriate to the system's design criteria (i.e.,
whether or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen explosion); and

b. A surveillance program to ensure that the quantity of radioactivity contained in all outside temporary liquid
radwaste tanks that are not surrounded by hners, dikes, or walis, capable of holding tanks' contents and that do

not have tank overflows and surrounding area drains connected to the Liquid Radwaste Treatment System is <10-
Ci, excluding tritium and dissolved or entrained nobie gases.

The provisions of Surveillance Requirement 4.0.1 are applicable to the Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity
Monitoring Program surveillance frequencies.

AMENDMENT NO. 274
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Insert 6.5-A ( A.3 &

This program provides controls to minimize leakagé 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) H,-O, Monitor, Drywell Containment Atmosphere Monitoring (CAM), Post Accident Sampling, Radioactive Gaseous
Effluent Monitoring (RAGEMS) (the program requirements shall apply to the Post Accident Sampling System @ until

such time as administrative controls provide for continuous isolation of the associated penetration(s) or a modification eliminates the @
potential leakage path(s)), 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. A4

Cl" he provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are applicable to the 24 month frequency for performing system leak test activities. )

pa;n.‘] oF 8
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Insert 6.5-B M.

6.5.6 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program I &
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 :32’

2. A change to the UFSAR or Bases that{fequires NRC approval pursuant t9)10 CFR 50.59.

¢. 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 6.5.6.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).

PO-?& 8 o{'\ 8




DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

ADMINISTRATIVE (A)

Al

A2

A3

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).

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-364,
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 6.5.6 is administrative in nature.

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. In addition, License Amendment No. 174 dated August 26, 2002 added the
following sentence to CTS 6.14:

“The requirements shall apply to the Post Accident Sampling System (PASS)
until such time as administrative controls provide for continuous isolation of the
associated penetration(s) or a modification eliminates the potential leakage
path(s).”

This sentence has been incorporated into Insert 6.5-A for Revised TS 6.5.2 as a
parenthetical phrase, in the same manner as NMP2 ITS 5.5.2 (as revised by License
Amendment No. 106 dated August 9, 2002). Minor wording changes have been included
to be consistent with the NMP2 ITS (i.e., addition of the word “program” and deletion of
the “PASS” acronym).

Page 1 of 2 Revision A
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

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.

A.5 By letter dated September 11, 2002, the NRC accepted the use of the Offgas Effluent
Stack Monitoring System (OGESMS) instead of the Radioactive Gaseous Effluent
Monitoring System (RAGEMS) for accident monitoring of noble gases and particulates.
To reflect this change, the sentence added to CTS 6.14 by License Amendment No. 174
(see Discussion of Changes A.3 above) is modified to include RAGEMS. As with PASS, &
this change makes clear that CTS 6.14 remains applicable to RAGEMS as long as it is a
potential leakage path. Any modifications to eliminate RAGEMS as a potential leakage
path would be controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. This change is considered
administrative in nature since it incorporates the effects of a change previously reviewed
and approved by the NRC.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE (M)

M.1  This change proposes to add new Section 6.5.6, Technical Specifications (TS) Bases I @
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
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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Revised TS 6.6
Reporting Requirements



See Discussion o Chanses fo- . ,
R:—wSeA TS bn4~ 3 Pro%:sclures Spéﬁtﬁm‘\(‘wn 6.b

6.8.3 Temporary changes to procedures of 6.8.1 above may be made provudedk

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

K’

b. The change is approved by two members of the plant management staff, at least one of whom holds a Senior Reactor
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 the
\ functional area of the procedure or higher levels of management as governed by administrative procedures.

submltted in accordance wuth 10 CFR 50 4,

6.9.1 i . | '
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6.6.1

® ceupational Radiation Exposure Reporte A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility, and other ﬂ
personnel (including contractors), for whom monitoring was performed, receiving an annual deep dose equivalent of ||
> 100 mrems and the associated collective deep dose equivalent (reported in man-rem) according 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 10 CFR
20.2206. The dose assignments to various duty functions may be estimated based on pocket ton chamber,
thermoluminescence dosimeter (TLD), electronic dosimeter, or film badge measurements. Smal! exposures totaling

<20% of the individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 80% of the total deep dose
equivalent received from external sources should be assigned to specific major work functions. The report covering the

“previous calendar year shall be submitted by April 30 of each year.
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calendar month covered by the report.
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& Annual Radiological Environ Operating Report*g

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report covering the operation of the unit during the previous calendar
year shall be submitted by May 15 of each year. The report shall include summaries, interpretations, and analyses of
trends of the results of the radiological environmental monitoring program for the reporting period. The'material provided

shall be consistent with the objectives outlined in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM), and in 10 CFR 50,
Appendix [, Sections IV.B.2, IV.B.3, and {V.C.

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report shall include the results of analyses 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 ODCM, 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 in a
supplementary report as soon as possible.

*

A single submittal may be made for a muitiple unit station. The submittal should combine sections common to all
units at the station.

AMENDMENT NO. 142, 17§
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6.6.3

@ Radioactive Effluent Release Report*

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report covering the operation of the unit shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR
50.36a. The report shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents and solid waste
released from the unit. The material provided shall be consistent with the objectives outlined in the ODCM and the
Process Contro! Program and in conformance with 10 CFR 50.36a and 10 CFR 50, Appendix |, Section IV,B.1,

*

units at the station; however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the submittal shall specify the releases

A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The submittal should combine sections common to all
of radioactive material from each unit.
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(6.5 b
@ CORE_OPERATIN T

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

I\S :
10. The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR) for SpeCIficatlor?BJ 7.aand 3.1.7.e.

2f). The K core flow adjustment factor for Specification 3.1.7.c.
3p. The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for Spacification}3.1.7.c and 3.1.7.e.

49, The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE for Specification 3.1.7.b.

\iﬁ. The Power/Flow relationship for Speciﬁcatiog%&tld and @

and shall be documented in the

CORECEER ATING LIMIITS REESR

b @. Theanalytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall be those previously reviewed and approved
by the NRC, specifically those described in the following documentsg ﬁ l @

AMENDMENT NO. 142, 144, 178 Pa?e_ 5T 366 ]@
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tatasd approved

(U.S. S:ef)eman‘}i{

1), NEDE-24011-P-A,"GENERAL ELECTRIC STANDARD APFLICATION FOR REACTOR FUEL"
AVersion spechéA n the ColR

2) NEDPE-30966-P-A/SAFER MODEL FOR EVALUATIO O.F LOSS-OF-
D NON-JET PUMP PLANTS" i

3)

.

¢ 8 The core operating limits shall be determined such that all applicable limits (e.g.. fuel thermaﬁnechanical limits, core

METHODQLOGY FOR RELOAP APPLICATIONS,"

thermalfhydraulic limits}{ECCS)limits, nuclear limits such as shutdown margin, transient analysis limits, and accident é\l

analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met. - m
-
d @  The COREOPERATING LIMFIS-REPETRD, including any midfcycle revisions or supplements,shall be provided

issuance for each reload cyclggto the NRC,Qeeument Contral Dask With copies To the Rehicnal Admwmistrator—end) @

A
692 Fi i 1

fotection Program {8s described in the Final Safety Analysfs Report) that agversely affect t
ili hieve and maingain safe shutdown i'the event of a fis§ shall be reported i accordance withrthe requirements of
10CFB50.72 and 10CFR50.73. o

o
LCEMT? Core Cooh‘wé 598"'%)
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6.b.k
- @82  Special Reports A.3
Special reports shall be submitted (raceordance Wit T0-CrR-oo4-to the egonar office 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.%\(b) (12 months).
b, (Deleted)
¢. (Deleted)
d. (Deleted)
e. (Deleted)
f. (Deleted)
g. Sealed Source Leakage In Excess Of Limits, Specification 3.6.5.2 (Three months). @
h. Accded Non.r'lw“y Instrumentochon ?epor"' See.crﬁm-hon B.6llo (Table 3.6.1) -2,
Ac:hon 3 er 4‘) (N«‘Mlm l4 Ao\as -pbllouhvy ‘H\e. e\leyd') &
Add
AMENDMENT NO. 42, 173, /1§ | 368 ' A
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

ADMINISTRATIVE (A)

Al

A2

A3

A4

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).

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-24011-P-A. NEDE-
24011-P-A now contains all of the methods reviewed and approved by the NRC for the
NMPI 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.

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.

CTS 6.9.3 states that special reports shall be submitted covering identified activities,
pursuant to the requirements of the applicable referenced specifications. Special reports
required by Table 3.6.11-2 of CTS 3.6.11, “Accident Monitoring Instrumentation,” are

not currently identified in CTS 6.9.3. For completeness, an Accident Monitoring @
Instrumentation Report item is added to CTS 6.9.3, with the proper reference made to
Specification 3.6.11.a and the applicable time period for the report specified. This change
does not alter any existing reporting requirements and, therefore, is considered
administrative.

TECHNICAL CHANGES — MORE RESTRICTIVE (M)

None

Page 1 of 3 Revision A



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (L, LA)

"Generic"

LA.1

LA2

LA3

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 6.9.1.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 CFR 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
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.

The details contained in CTS 6.9.1.¢ 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 NMP1 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.

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 NMP1 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.

Page 2 of 3 Revision A



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
REVISED TS: 6.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

"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 3 of 3 Revision A



ATTACHMENT 4.8

Current Technical Specifications Markup and Discussion of Changes

Revised TS 6.7
High Radiation Area
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evised TS :
and Manuals

2.  Shall become effective after the approval of the plant manager or a designee; and

3.  Shall be submitted to the NRC in the form of a complete, legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part of, or
concurrent with, the Radicactive Effluent Release Report for the period of the report in which any
change in the ODCM was made. Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of the
affected pages, clearly indicating the area of the page that was changed, and shall indicate the date
(i.e., month and year) the change was implemented.

@32  High Radiation Area

&
0

As provided in paragraph 20.1601(c) of 10 CFR Part 20, the following controls shall be applied to high radiation areas in

place of the controls required by paragraph 20.1601(a) and (b) of 10 CFR Part 20:

&=

6.1.1

AMENDMENT NO. Z78

High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Not Exceeding 1.0 rem/hour at 30 Centimeters from the

Radlation Source or from an rface Penetrated by the Radiation

a.

Each entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high

radiation area. Such barricades may be opened as necessary to permit entry or exit of personne!
or equipment.

Access 1o, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means of a Radiation Work
Permit (RWP) or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose rates in the immediate
work area(s) and other appropriate radiation protection equipment and measures.

Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures and personnel continuously escorted by
such individuals may be exempted from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while
performing their assigned duties provided that they are otherwise following plant radiation
protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas,

Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:

1, A radiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose rates in the area, or
2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the radiation dose rates in the
area and alarms when the device's dose alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm
setpoint, or

G.7
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3.  Aradiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and cumulative
dose information to a remote receiver monitored by radiation protection personnel
responsible tor controlling personnel radiation exposure within the area, or

4,

A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic dosimeter) and,

() Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in
the area, of an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures,
equipped with a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays

radiation dose rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling personnel
exposure within the area, or

(i) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in
the area, by means of closed circult television, of personnel qualified in
radiation protection procedures, responsible for controlling personnel
radiation exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
individuals in the area who are covered by such surveillance.

Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or personnel continuously
escorted by such individuals, entry into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area
have been determined and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them. These continuously
escorted personnel will receive a pre-job briefing prior to entry into such areas. This dose rate

determination, knowledge, and pre-job briefing does not require documentation prior to initial
entry,

AMENDMENT NO. 7§
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ro u the Radi tlo but less thans 0rads/hourat1 Meter fro t R diation Source or
ne diati

a. Each entryway to such an area shall be conspicuously posted as & high radiation area and shall
be provided with a locked or continuously guarded door or gate that prevents unauthorized entry,
and, in addition:

1. All such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the administrative control of
the Station Shift Supervisor - Nuclear, radiation protection manager, or his or her designee.

2. Doors and gates shall remain locked except during periods of personnel or equipment entry or exit.

b,  Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means of an RWP or equivalent that

includes specification of radiation dose rates in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate radiation
protection equipment and measures.

c. Individuals qualified In radiation protection procedures may be exempted from the requirement for an RWP or
equivalent while performing radiation surveys in such areas provided that they are otherwise following plant
radiation protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess one of the following:

1, A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the radiation dose rates in the area and
alarms when the device's dose alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoint, or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and cumulative dose information to
a remote recelver monitored by radiation protection personnel responsible for controliing persennel

radiation exposure within the area with the means to communicate with and control every individual in
the area, or

3. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic dosimeter) and,

AMENDMENT NO. 342 174
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AMENDMENT NO. 174

Spee Réshion

{i) ' Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in the
area, of an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures,
equipped with a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays
radiation dose rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling personnel
exposure within the area, or

(i) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in
the area, by means of closed circuit television, of personnel qualified
in radiation protection procedures, responsible for controlling personnsl
radiation exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
and control every individual in the area,

4, In those cases where options (2) and (3), above, are impractical or determined to
be inconsistent with the "As Low As Is Reasonably Achievable" principle, a radiation
monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose rates in the area.

Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or personnel continuously
escorted by such Individuals, entry into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area
have been determined and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them. These continucusly
escorted personnel will receive a pre-job briefing prior to entry into such areas, This dose rate
determination, knowiedge, and pre-job briefing does not require documentation prior to initial entry.

Such individual areas that are within a larger area where no enclosure exists for the purpose of

locking and where no enclosure can reasonably be constructed around the individual area need not

be controlled by a locked door or gate, nor continuously guarded, but shall be barricaded, conspicuously
posted, and a clearly visible flashing light shall be activated at the area as a warning device.

- 372a
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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"
None l &

"Specific”

None
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