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ITS 5C1

6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.1 Organizat| . Is rrssz}

: «+——{ 5.1 Responsibility ]
5.1.1 A. The plant manager shell be responsible for overall unit safa operation{and shali have control over those onsite acﬁvitlesl-//,l
[necessary for the safe operation and maintenance of the plant.| During periods when the plant manager is unavailable, this

responsibility may be delegated to other qualified supervisory personnel. <+——{ Add proposed second paragraph of ITS 5.1.1 }\@

5.1.2 Tha?‘:ﬂ}ﬂpervlsorl(or [a designated individual during periods of absence from the control room and shift supervisor's

office) shall be responsible for the control room command function,

B. Offsite and Onsite Organizations

Onshte and offsite organizations shall be established for plant operation and corporale management, respectively, The
onsite and offsite organizations shall include positions for activities affecting plant safety.

1. Unes of authority, responsibility and communication shall be established and defined for the highest management levels
through intermediate levels to and including all operating organization positions. These relationships shall be
documented and updated, as appropriate, in the form of organization charts, function descriptions of department
responsibilities and relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel positions, or in equivalent forms of
documentation. These requirements including the plant-specific titles of those personnel fulfiliing the responsibilities of Ses ITS 5.2 }
the positions delineated in these Technical Specifications are documented In corporate and plant procedures. orthe ‘ -
Updated Safety Analysis Report or the Operational Quality Assuranee Plan.

2, A corporate officer with direct responsibimy for the plant 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.

3. The individuals who train the operating staff and those who carry out health physics and quality assurance functions
may report to the appropriate onsite manager; however, they shall have sufficient organizational freedom to ensure their
independence from operating pressures,

8.1 ' 232 04/05/01
. Amendment No, 7-61,-68-104-110, 119
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.1, RESPONSIBILITY

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

A1

In the conversion of the Monticello Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made
to obtain consistency with NUREG-1433, Rev. 3, "Standard Technical
Specifications General Electric Plants, BWR/4" (ISTS).

These changes are administrative changes and are acceptable because they do
not result in technical changes to the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

M.2

ITS 5.1.1 requires that the plant manager or his designee approve, prior to
implementation, each proposed test, experiment, or modification to systems or
equipment that affects nuclear safety. The CTS does not include this
requirement. This changes the CTS by adding an approval requirement for the
plant manager or his designee.

The purpose of the ITS 5.1.1 requirement is to provide additional assurance that
the plant manager has direct responsibility for overall unit operation. This
change is acceptable because having the plant manager or his designee approve
actions affecting nuclear safety is consistent with the CTS 6.1.A (ITS 5.2.1.b)
requirement that the plant manager shall be responsible for overall unit safe
operation and shall have control over those onsite activities necessary for safe
operation and maintenance of the plant. This change is designated more '
restrictive because it adds a requirement for the plant manager or his designee to
the CTS.

CTS 6.1.A allows a designated individual to assume the responsibility for the
control room command function when the shift supervisor is absent from the
control room and shift supervisor's office. ITS 5.1.2 provides the allowance for
the designated individual to assume the responsibility for the control room
command function, but provides additional requirements for the designated
individual. In MODE 1, 2, or 3, ITS 5.1.2 requires the designated individual hold
an active Senior Operator license. In MODE 4 or 5, ITS 5.1.2 requires the
designated individual hold an active Senior Operator license or Operator license.
This changes the CTS by adding qualification requirements for the designated
individual that assumes the control room command function.

The purpose of the ITS 5.1.2 requirement is to ensure that the control room
command function is maintained. This change is acceptable because the
additional requirements ensure that the designated individual assuming the
control room command function meets the appropriate qualification requirements.
This change is designated as more restrictive because it adds qualification
requirements for the designated individual that assumes the control room
command function to the CTS. ‘

Monticello Page 1 of 2
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.1, RESPONSIBILITY

RELOCATED SPECI#ICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

" LA

(Type 3 — Removing Procedural Details for Meeting TS Requirements or
Reporting Requirements) CTS 6.1.A uses the title "Shift Supervisor.” ITS 5.1.2

- uses the generic title "shift supervisor." This changes the CTS by moving the

specific Monticello organizational title to the USAR or Operational Quality
Assurance Plan (OQAP) and replacing it with a generic title.

The removal of this detail, which is related to meeting Technical Specification
requirements, from the Technical Specifications is acceptable because this type
of information is not necessary to be included in Technical Specifications to
provide adequate protection of public health and safety. The allowance to
relocate the specific Monticello organizational title out of the Technical
Specifications is consistent with the NRC letter from C. Grimes to the Owners
Groups Technical Specification Committee Chairmen, dated November 10, 1994.
The various requirements of the shift supervisor are still retained in the ITS.

Also, this change is acceptable because the removed information will be
adequately controlled in the USAR or OQAP. Any changes to the USAR are
made under 10 CFR 50.59 or 10 CFR 50.71(e) and any changes to the OQAP
are made under 10 CFR 50.54(a), which ensure changes are properly evaluated.
This change is designated as a less restrictive removal of detail change because
information related to meeting Technical Specification requirements are being
removed from the Technical Specifications. .

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

Monticello Page 2 of 2
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Responsibility
5.1

WL

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

61A 51 Responsibility

: f REVIEWER'S NOTES /
1. Titles for 'fembers of the unit staff shajl be specified by use of an overall statement
referencig an ANSI Standard acceptable to the NRC staff from whjch the titles were
obtained] or an alternative title may bge designated for this position./ Generally, the first
method Js preferable; however, the second method is adaptable tq those unit staffs
requiring special titles because of urique organizational structures.

2. The ANSI Standard shall be the samme ANSI Standard referenceg in Section 5.3, Unit Staff
Qualifications. If alternative titles are used, all requirements of these Technical
Specifications apply to the position with the alternative title as gpply with the specified title.
Unit staff titles shall be specified jn the Final Safety Analysis Rgport or Quality Assurance

. Unit staff titles shall be mgintained and revised using those procedures approved for -

modifying/revising the Final Saféty Analysis Report or Quality/ Assurance Plan.

/] { {

61A 51.1 The plant manager shall be responsible for overall unit operation and shall
delegate in writing the succession to this responsibility during his absence.

DOC M.1 "~ The plant manager or his designee shall approve, prior to implementation, each
’ proposed test, experiment%modiﬂcation to systems or equipment that affect,E]}@

 / nuclear safety. 3
: shift supervisor 4@

 complex |
61A 5.1.2 The[[Shift Supervisor (SS)] shall befresponsible for the control room command 0
function. During any absence of the from the control roonwhile the unit is

in MODE 1, 2, or 3, an individual with an active Senior[Reattor] Operator [(SRO)] @
license shall be designated to assume the control room command function.

During any absence of the [S5] from the control roomrwhile the unit is in MODE 4

(Semior Operater}or 5, an individual with an active SRQ) license or[Regéto] Operator license shall @
be designated to assume the control room command function.

BWR/4 STS 5.1-1 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.1, RESPONSIBILITY

1. This Reviewer's Note has been deleted. This information is for the NRC reviewer to
be keyed in to what is needed to meet this requirement. This is not meant to be
retained in the final version of the plant specific submittal.

2. Grammatical error corrected.

3. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has
been provided.

4. The term "control room” in ISTS 5.1.2 has been changed to "control room complex”
to be consistent with the current licensing basis. Currently, CTS 6.1.A discusses
absence from both the control room and the shift supervisor's office, which is not in !
the control room proper. Therefore, the term "complex” shall be used and includes
both the control room proper and the shift supervisor's office.

5. Typographical error corrected. The terms in 10 CFR 55.4 and 10 CFR 50.54(m) are

"Senior Operator” and "Operator,” not "Senior Reactor Operator” and "Reactor
Operator.”

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.1, RESPONSIBILITY

There are no specific NSHC discussions for this Specification.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
52 6.1 Organization

52.1.b A. The plant manager shall be responsible for overafl unit safe operation and shall have control over those onsite acthvitles

necessary for the safe operation and maintenance of the plant. | During periods when the plant manager is unavailable, this|
[responsibility may be delegated to other qualified supervisory personnel. '

The Shift Supervisor (or, a designated individual during periods of absence from the control room and shift supenvisor’s
office) shall be responsible for the contro! room command function.

5.2.1 B. Offsite and Onsite Organizations

Onslte and offsite organizations shall be established for plant operation and corporate management, respectively, The
onsite and offsite organizations shall Include positions for activities affecting plant safety.

521.a 1. Unes of authority, responsibility and communication shall be established and defined for the highest management levels

through intermediate fevels to and including all operating organization positions, These relationships shall be
documented and updated, as appropriate, in the form of organization cherts, function descriptions of department
responsibiiities and relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel positions, of in equivalent forms of
documentation. These requirements including the plant-specific titles of those personnel fulfilling the responsibilities of

ITS 6.2

. See TS 5.1 }

the positions delineated in these Technical Specifications are documented in[corporale and plert procedures, ol the
Updated Safety Analysis Report or the Operational Quality Assurance Plan. .

521.¢ 2, A corporate officer with direct responsibiiity for the plant shall have corporate responsibflity for overall plant nuclear

safety and shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptable performance of the staff in operating, maintalning and

providing technical support to the plant to ensure nuclear safety.

5.2.1d 3. The individuals who train the operating staff and those who carry out heatth physics and quality assurance functions

may report to the appropriate onsite manager; however, they shall have sufficient organizational freedom to ensure thelr

Independence from operating pressures.

6.1 o 232 04/05/01
. Amendment No. #-64-68-104-110; 119
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522

5§22c¢

522e

522e

5.2.2f

ITS 6.2

C. Plant Staff
1. i shall be com; e minimum shift crew co| i i Table 6.1,1, |
At least one licens or shall be in the control uel is in the reactor.
At le icensed operators shall ba pri n the control room during cold startup, sc| reactor shutdown,
during recovery from reactor "

be

An Individual qualified in radiation protection procedures shall be onsite when fuel is in the reactor. «

fAdd proposed 2 hour absence
|allowance

5. All alterations 7 core shall be directly supans a licensed Senior Reactor Operator torfReactor,
7 Limited to Fuel Handlin other concurrent responsibilities d i ion,

6. The operations manager shall be formerly licensed as a Senlor Reactor Operator or hold a current Senior Reactor
Operator License.

7. Atleast one member of plant management holding a current Senior Reactor Operator License shall be assigned to the

plant operations group on a long term basis (approximately two years). This individual will not be assigned to a rotating
shift.

8. Licensed reactor operators and senior reactor operators shalt complete qualification training in accordance with a

:

Commission-approved tralning program that Is based on a systems approach to training and uses a simulation facility
that is acceplable to tha Commission. This program has been accredited by the National Nuciear Accrediting Board.

D. [Each member of the site staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-197{ for comparable

hal NRC license requirements are as specified in Specification 6.1.C.7, and (4) licensed reactor operators and senior
reactor operators shall meet the requirements of Specification 6.1.C.8. The training program shall be under the direction of
a designated member of Nuclear Management Company, LLC management. )

_I SealTS 53 }
L

positions, except for (1) the radiation protection manager or designated henlth physicist wha shall meet or exceed the

qualifications of Regulatory Guide 1.8, September 1975/£2) the Shift Technical Advisor who shall have a bachelor's degree °
or equivalent in a scientific or engjneering discipline with_specific fraining in plant design,_and response and analysis of the

plant for transients and accidents] {3) the operafions manager who shall meel the requirement of ANSTNTB.T-1577T excepl |

4{mmm}

. 233 10/30/01
Amendment No. 16+37,68-104,-110,118, 124
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522d

6.1

E.

- 1. Adequate shift coverage shall be maintalned without routine heavy use of overtime| The objact

(Deleted)

F. Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemented to limit the working hours of unit staff who perform

safety-related functions; e.g., senior reactor operators, reactor operators, heatth physicists, auxillary operators, and key
maintenance personnel. Procedures shall Include the following provisions:

shall be to have

operaling personnel work a normal 8 or 12-hour day, nominal 40-hour week while the plant is gperating. However, in
the even! that unforeseen problems require substantial amounts of overtime to be used, or difing extended periods of

shutdown for refueling, mejor malntenghce or major plant modifications, on a temporary basjs, the following guidelines
shall be followed:

a. An individual should not be pérmitied to werk more than 16 hours straight, excluding shift tumover time.

b. Overlime should be limited for all nuclear plant staff personnel so that total work fime does not exceed 16 hours In
any 24-hour period, noymore than 24 hours in any 48-hour period, not more thgn 84 hours In any seven day

234 04/05/01
Amendment No. 3~16-46-68-104, 119

ITS5.2
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e, Shift Techn A) and Shift Emerge or (SEC) onsite rest time penods s
ared as hours worked Aing the total work time for which th ons apply. \@

522d 2, Any deviation from the above guidelines shall be atthorized by the plant manager or designes, or higher levels of |
management, In accordance with established procedures and with documentation of tha basis for granting the
deviation, During plant emergencies the Emergency Director shall have this authority. Controls shall be included in the
procedures such that individual avertime shall be reviewed monthly to assure that excessive hours have not been
assigned. Routine deviation from the above guidefines Is not aflowed.

6.1 . 235 12/21/00
Amendment No. 3-16-46-88; 1156

ITS 5.2
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§22a

52.2b

TABLE 6.1.1
MINIMUM SHIFT CREW COMPOSITION (Note 1)

7 Z
CATEGORY APPLICABLE Pl CONDITIONS

SHUTDOWN OR REFUELING'| STARTUP OR RUN MODE (Note 4)

MODE AND <212°F OR 2212°F
No, Licensed Senior Operators (LSO) 1 (Note 2 2 (Note 3, 5)

Total No. LicensegOperators (LSO & LO) 2 / 4
Total No. Licenéed ancﬂgnﬁcensed Operators @ @]
- - |

= . 1 ¥
Notes; . . ﬂ \@_ A4
1.  Shift crew composition may be one less than the minimum requirements for a period of time not to exceed two hours in order to

accommodate an unexpected absence of one duty shift crew member provided immediate action Is taken to restore the shift crew
composition to within the minimum requirements specified.

2.  Does not include the lice! nior Reactor Operator, or Senior Rea

perator Limited to Fuel Handling, supervising alte

of the reactor core.

3. OnelSOsh in the control room or the shift supervisers office at all times when the reactor is in the Startu un Mode or
reactor ant temperature is greater than or equ 212°F, At least 50% of the time, an LSO shall actu In the control room
propet when the reactor is in the Startup or ode or reactor coolant temperature Is greater than grequal to 212°F,
Except for momentary switching to p Mode for testing.,

5. One LSO position sha by an individual who meets the ons of a Shift Technical Advisor as defined in Sect
6.1.D(2). ed indMdual to staff the combin posttion is not available, a dedicated Shift Te isor shall be
y, in addition to two licensed senlor rs.

6.1 . ' NEXT PAGE IS 243 238 12/21/00 -1
. Amendment No. 24673, 115

Page 5 of 6
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Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 20 of 143

243

06/11/02
Amendment No. 3,-104-110~115, 128

6.2-6.4

Page 6 of 6



Attachment 1, Volume 17, 'Rev. 0, Page 21 of 143

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.2, ORGANIZATION

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

AA

A2

A3

In the conversion of the Monticello Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made
to obtain consistency with NUREG-1433, Rev. 3, "Standard Technical
Specifications General Electric Plants, BWR/4" (ISTS).

These changes are administrative changés and are acceptable because they do
not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 6.1.C.2 states "At least one licensed operator shall be in the control room
when fuel is in the reactor.” CTS 6.1.C.3 states "At least two licensed operators
shall be present in the control room during cold startup, scheduled reactor
shutdown, and during recovery from reactor trips." CTS 6.1.C.5 states "All

- alterations of the reactor core shall be directly supervised by a licensed Senior

Reactor Operator or Senior Reactor Operator Limited to Fuel Handling who has no
other concurrent responsibilities during this operation.” The ITS does not include
these requirements. This changes the CTS by deleting these requirements.

The purpose of CTS 6.1.C.2, 6.1.C.3, and 6.1.C.5 is to provide additional
requirements as to the physical location at which the required licensed operators
must be. 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii) states "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 at the controls at all times."

10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iv) states "Each licensee shall have present, during
alteration of the core of a nuclear power unit (including fuel loading or transfer), a
person holding a senior operator license or a senior operator license limited to
fuel handling to directly supervise the activity and, during this time, the licensee
shall not assign other duties to this person.” This change is acceptable because
the requirements deleted from the Technical Specifications are already required
by 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii) and 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iv) and the Monticello
Operating License requires compliance with all NRC regulations. This change is
designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to
the CTS.

CTS 6.1.D provides, in part, qualification requirements for the Shift Technical
Advisor (STA), and requires the STA to have a bachelor's degree or equivalent in
a scientific or engineering discipline with specific training in plant design, and
response and analysis of the plant for transients and accidents. ITS 5.2.2.f
requires this individual to meet the qualification requirements of the Commission
Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift. This changes the CTS by
referencing the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift
for qualification requirements instead of listing the specific qualification
requirements. : '

The purpose of the CTS 6.1.D STA requirements is to specify the minimum
qualification requirements for the STA. This change is acceptable because the

Monticello Page 10of4 . '
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.2, ORGANIZATION

qualification requirements included in the Commission Policy Statement on
Engineering Expertise on Shift (Generic Letter 86-04, dated February 13, 1986)
encompass the current STA qualification requirements. This change is
designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to
the CTS. :

CTS Table 6.1.1 requires the total number of licensed and non-licensed
operators during MODES 4 and 5 (i.e., SHUTDOWN or REFUELING MODE and
< 212°F) to be 3 and requires the total number of licensed and unlicensed
operators during MODES 1, 2, and 3 (i.e., STARTUP or RUN MODE or > 212°F)
to be 6. ITS 5.2.2.a requires the total number of non-licensed operators to be 1
in MODES 4 and 5 and to be 2 in MODES 1, 2, and 3. This changes the CTS by
specifically stating the total number of non-hcensed operators required in
MODES 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5.

The purpose of CTS Table 6.1.1, in part, is to specify the non-licensed operator
requirements. CTS Table 6.1.1 requires the total number of licensed operators in
MODES 4 and 5 to be 2 and the total number of licensed operators in MODES 1,
2, and 3 to be 4. Thus, the total number of non-licensed operators required in
MODES 4 and Sis 1 and in MODES 1, 2, and 3is 2. Therefore, this change is
acceptable since the total number of required non-licensed operators is
unchanged. This change is designated as administrative because it does not
result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS Table 6.1.1 Note 5 states "One LSO position shall be filled by an individual
who meets the qualifications of a Shift Technical Advisor as defined in Section
6.1.D(2). If a qualified individual to staff the combined LSO/STA position is not
available, a dedicated Shift Technical Advisor shall be on duty, in addition to two
licensed senior operators.” ITS 5.2.2, in part, requires the STA to meet the
qualifications specified by the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering
Expertise on Shift; it does not include this specific information. This changes the
CTS by deleting this specific information.

The purpose of CTS Table 6.1.1 Note 5 is to provide allowances for the LSO to
meet the requirements of the STA, and if the LSO is not filling the STA role, then
to describe when the STA must be on duty (i.e., during operations in MODES 1,
2, and 3). These issues are adequately addressed in the "Commission Policy
Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift," published in Generic Letter 86-04,
dated February 13, 1986, and need not be retained in the ITS. The ITS already
requires this the STA to meet this policy statement (ITS 5.2.2.f). This change is
considered acceptable since it is removing redundant requirements. This change

-is designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to

the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

CTS 6.1.B.1, regarding documentation of the relationships between operating
organization positions, states that the documentation be in "corporate and plant
procedures,” or in the Updated Safety Analysis Report (USAR) or Operational
Quality Assurance Plan (OQAP). ITS 5.2.1.a states that the documentation shall

Monticello - Page2of4
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES .
ITS 5.2, ORGANIZATION

be in the USAR or OQAP. This changes the CTS by requmng that this specific
information be located only in the USAR or OQAP.

The purpose of CTS 6.1.B.1 is to list appropriate places to locate and maintain
this information. This change is acceptable because specifying this information
only in the USAR or OQAP continues to ensure that organizational positions and
associated responsibilities will be maintained. These locations are the two
locations specified in NUREG-1433, Revision 3. This change is designated as
more restrictive because it requires this information to be maintained only in the
USAR or OQAP.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

LA.1

(Type 3 — Removing Procedural Details for Meeting TS Requirements or
Reporting Requirements) CTS 6.1.C.1 and Table 6.1.1, including Notes 2, 3,
and 4, provide minimum shift crew composition requirements. ITS 5.2.2 only
includes the minimum shift crew composition requirements that are not already
included in 10 CFR 50.54. This changes the CTS by moving the minimum shift
crew composition requirements addressed by 10 CFR 50.54 to the Technical
Requirements Manual (TRM). .

The removal of these details, which are related to meeting Technical
Specification requirements, from the Technical Specifications is acceptable
because this type of information is not necessary to be included in the Technical
Specifications to provide adequate protection of public health and safety. The
minimum shift crew composition requirements for licensed operators and senior
operators are also contained in 10 CFR 50.54(k), (1), and (m) and do not need to
be repeated in the Technical Specifications. The minimum shift crew
composition requirements for non-licensed operators are transferred from CTS
Table 6.1.1 to ITS 5.2.2.a. The relocation of the details of the minimum shift
crew composition requirements to the TRM is acceptable considering the
controls provided by regulations and the remaining requirements in the Technical
Specifications. Also, this change is acceptable because these details will be
adequately controlled in the TRM. Any changes to the TRM are made under

10 CFR 50.59, which ensures changes are properly evaluated. This change is
designated as a less restrictive removal of detail change because details for
meeting Technical Specification and regulatory requirements are being removed
from the Technical Specifications.

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

(Category 1 - Relaxation of LCO Requirement) CTS 6.1.C.4 requires an
individual qualified in radiation protection procedures to be onsite when fuel is in
the reactor. ITS 5.2.2.c includes the same requirement, but allows the position to

Monticello ' Page 3 of 4
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.2, ORGANIZATION

be vacant for not more than 2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence,
provided immediate action is take to fill the required position. This changes the
CTS by allowing the radiation protection technician position to be vacant for a
short time due to unexpected circumstances.

The purpose of CTS 6.1.C.4 is to ensure an individual, trained in radiation
protection procedures, is onsite to provide expertise to the plant with regard to .
the radiation protection field. However, under unusual circumstances, such as
an unexpected and sudden iliness of the onsite individual, a radiation protection
technician may not be available. This change allows a short time, 2 hours, to not
meet the requirement, provided immediate action is taken to fill the position (e.g.,
call in a replacement radiation protection technician). This allowance is similar to
that allowed in CTS Table 6.1.1 Note 1 for an unexpected absence in the shift
operating crew requirements. Therefore, since the time allowed is short, and
immediate action to rectify the problem is required, this change is considered
acceptable. This change is designated as less restrictive because a 2 hour

allowance is provided to not meet the radiation protection technician position

requirement.

(Category 1 - Relaxation of LCO Requirement) CTS 6.1.F provides specific
details concerning working hour limits for unit staff who perform safety related
functions. These details include the normal working hours in a week, the number
of hours allowed to work in a continuous period, the number of hours allowed to
work in a 24 hour and 48 hour period, the number of hours for a work period
break, and that overtime should be evaluated on an individual basis, not an entire
staff basis, except during an extended shutdown. ITS 5.2.2.d requires
procedures to be developed and implemented to limit the number of working
hours for personnel who perform safety related functions, but does not include
these specific details. This changes the CTS by deleting these working hour-
related details.

The purpose of CTS 6.1.F is to provide guidance concerning working hour
limitations for personne! who perform safety related functions. The details
associated with the involved Specification are not required to be in the ITS to
provide adequate protection of the public health and safety because overtime
limitations are adequately addressed by Monticello commitments to NUREG-
0737, and by miscellaneous IE Circulars and Generic Letters. In addition,
specific controls for working hours of plant staff are described in plant
procedures, as required by the CTS and maintained in the ITS, and require a
deliberate decision making process to minimize the potential for impaired

.personnel performance. Established procedure control processes provide

sufficient control for changes to these procedures. This approach provides an
effective level of control and provides an appropriate change control process.
The level of safety of plant operation is unaffected by the change because there
is no change in the overall operational requirements. Therefore, this change is
acceptable. This change is designated as less restrictive because a working

. hour details that are currently included in the CTS are not included in the ITS;

they will be controlled in plant procedures.

Monticello Page 4 of 4
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Organization
5.2

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.1 5.2 Organization

618 5.2.1 Onsite and Offsite Orqanizétions

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 safety of the nuclear power plant.

6.1.B.1 a.

6.1.A b.

\_/ 6182 c.

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

these Technical Specifications shall be documented in the [ASA @

Operational
Quality
Assurance
Plan

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.

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.

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

61.Cc 522 Unit Staff '

The unit staff organization shall include the following:

Table 6.1.1 a.

A non-licensed operator shall be assigned to each reactor containing fuel -
and an additional non-licensed operator shall be assigned for each control
room from which a reactor is operating in MODES 1, 2, or 3.

< REVIEWER'S E <

Two unit sit ith both units shutdow
licens perators for the two upits” .

defueled require a total of three-rion- @

BWR/4 STS
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Organization
5.2
c1s
5.2 Organization
5.2.2 Unit Staff (continued)
Lab'e 6.1.1 b.  Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum requirement of
ote 1 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) and 5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.f for a period of time not to

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

6.1.C.4 c. A radiation protection technician shall be on site when fuel is in the reactor.
The position may be vacant for not more than 2 hours, in order to provide
for unexpected absence, provided immediate action is taken to fill the
required position.

6.1.F d. Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemenfed to limit the
working hours of personnel who perform safety related functions (e.g.,

icensed Senior[Rea€to] Operators [[SROs), licensed[Reattor] Operators
, health physicists, uxiflary|operators, and key maintenance

personne(]). [ rondicensed )

6.1.F.1 ’ The controls shall include guidelines on working hours that ensure
adequate shift coverage shall be maintained without routine heavy use of
overtime.

6.1.F.2 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, and with documentation of the basis
for granting the deviation. Routine deviation from the working hour
guidelines shall not be authorized.

6.1.F.2 ' Controls shall be included in the procedures to require a periodic
independent review be conducted to ensure that excessive hours have not

beer_‘ aSSIQned' __{ Senior Operator l

CS, . i
cs e. ylhe operations manager[or assistant gperafions manager shall hold &af @@

SROlicensd]. (o1 )

6.1.D f.  Anindividual shall provide advisory technical support to the unit operations
shift crew in the areas of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering, and plant
analysis with regard to the safe operation of the unit. This individual shall
meet the qualifications specified by the Commission Policy Statement on
Engineering Expertise on Shift.

oo
-

BWR/4 STS 5.2-2 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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@ms_em

or shall formerly have held a Senior Operator license. If the operations manager does
not hold a Senior Operator license, another member of plant management shall hold a
Senior Operator license and shall be assigned to the plant operations group on a long
term basis (approximately 2 years). This individual shall not be assigned to a rotating

shift. '

5.2

Insert Page 5.2-2
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.2, ORGANIZATION

1. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant.specific information/value has
been provided. . '

2. The ISTS Reviewer’s Note has been deleted since it is not intended to be included in
the ITS. The requirements for non-licensed operators for two unit sites addressed in
the ISTS Reviewer's Note are not adopted, since Monticello is a single unit site.

3. Typographical error co\rrected. The term in 10 CFR 55.4 and 10 CFR 50.54(m) is
"Senior Operator™ not "SRO" (i.e., Senior Reactor Operator).

4, ISTS 5.2.2.e provides a requirement for the operations manager or the assistant
operations manager to hold a Senior Operator license. This requirement is revised
in ITS 5.2.2.e to reflect the Monticello CTS 6.1.C.6 and 6.1.C.7 requirements.

CTS 6.1.C.6 requires the operations manager to hold either a Senior Operator
license or have formerly held a Senior Operator license. CTS 6.1.C.7 requires a
plant management individual in the plant operations group (i.e., the operations
department) to hold a Senior Operator license. This individual can either be the
operations manager or the assistant operations manager, which are the only two
individuals in the operations department who are considered members of plant
management. Thus, the operations manager, if the individual holds a Senior
Operator license, meets the requirements of CTS 6.1.C.6 and CTS 6.1.C.7.
However, if the operations manager is only a former Senior Operator license holder,
then the assistant operations manager must hold a Senior Operators license.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 29 of 143
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.2, ORGANIZATION

There are no specific NSHC discussions for this Specification.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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5.3.1

53.1

<+—{_5.3 Unit Staff Qualifications ]
C. Plant Staff

Each on duty shift shall be composed of at least the minimum shift crew composition shown in Table 6.1.1. _____{ See TS 52 }
At least one ficensed operator shall be in the contro! room when fuel is in the reactor.

At least two licensed operators shall be present in the control room during cold startup, scheduled reactor shutdown,
and during recovery from reactor trips.

An Individual qualified In radlation protection procedures shall be onsite when fuel is in the reactor,

5. Al alterations of the reactor core shall be directly supervised by a licensed Senior Reactor Operator or Senior Reactor
Operator Limited to Fuel Handling who has no other concurrent responsibilities during this operation.

6. The operations manager shall be formerly licensed as a Senior Reactor Operator or hold a current Senior Reactor
Operator License.

7. Atleast one member of plant management holding a current Senior Reactor Operator License shall be assigned to the

plant operations group on a fong term basis (approxxmately two years). This individual will not be assigned to a rotating
shift,

8. Licensed reactor operators and or reactor operators shall complete quahﬂcan s
Commission-approved tra) 8 ralni

that is acceptable to ommission.

z mmg in awordance with a

D.[ Each member of the site staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable
\ positions, except for (1) the radiation protection manager or designated health physicist who shall meet or exceed the
__gualifications of Reguiatory Guide 1.8, September 1975,[(2) the Shift Technical Advisor who shall have a bachelor s deg

‘or equivalent in a scienfific or engineering discipline with specific training in plant design, and response and analysi
lant for transients and accidents k:}) the operations manager who shall meet the requirement of ANSI N18.1-1971 except
nat era A 6 -

icense requtremen s are as specified In Specrf catlon 6 1. C 7, EEIIUIWW

A

. [ Add proposed Specification 5.3.2 }——— @
6.1 10/30/01

233
Amendment No. 16,3%-68-104-110;118, 124

Page 1 of 1
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.3, UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

A1

A2

A3

In the conversion of the Monticello Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made
to obtain consistency with NUREG-1433, Rev. 3, "Standard Technical
Specifications General Electric Plants, BWR/4" (ISTS).

These changes are administrative changes and are acceptable because they do
not result in technical changes to the CTS. -

CTS 6.1.C.8 states "Licensed reactor operators and senior operators shall
complete qualification training in accordance with a Commission-approved
training program that is based on a systems approach to training and uses a
simulation facility that is acceptable to the Commission." CTS 6.1.D, in part,
states "licensed reactor operators and senior reactor operators shall meet the
requirements of Specification 6.1.C.8." The ITS does not include these
requirements. This changes the CTS by deleting these requirements.

The purpose of CTS 6.1.C.8 and 6.1.D part (4) is to provide training requirements
for the licensed Senior Operators and Operators. 10 CFR 55 specifies these
training requirements. This change is acceptable because the requirements
deleted from the Technical Specifications are already required by 10 CFR 55 and

"the Monticello Operating License requires compliance with all NRC regulations.

This change is designated as administrative because it does not result in
technical changes to the CTS.

ITS 5.3.2 states "For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Operator
and a licensed Operator are those individuals who, in addition to meeting the
requirements of Specification 5.3.1, perform the functions described in

10 CFR 50.54(m)." The CTS does not include such a statement. This changes
the CTS by clarifying that these individuals must meet all of the qualification
requirements referenced in ITS 5.3.1 and be capable of performing the functions
described in 10 CFR 50.54(m).

This change is acceptable because it clarifies the existing relationship between
the Technical Specifications and regulations regarding licensed Senior Operator
and Operator qualification requirements. This change is designated as
administrative because it does not result in technical changes to the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Monticello Page 1 of 2
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.3, UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

LA.1

(Type 6 - Removal of LCO, SR, or other TS requirements to the TRM, UFSAR,
ODCM, QAPD, or IIP) CTS 6.1.C.8 states that the licensed Senior Operator and
Operator training program be accredited by the National Nuclear Accrediting Board.
CTS 6.1.D states that the training program be under the direction of a designated
member of Nuclear Management Company, LLC management. These
requirements are not retained in the ITS. This changes the CTS by moving the
requirements for the training program to the USAR.

The removal of these details from the Technical Specifications is acceptable
because this type of information is not necessary to provide adequate protection
of public health and safety. These training provisions are adequately addressed
by other proposed ITS Chapter 5.0 provisions and by regulations. ITS 5.3, "Unit
Staff Qualifications," provides requirements to ensure adequate, competent staff
in accordance with ANSI N18.1-1971 and Regulatory Guide 1.8, 1975. ITS 5.2
details organization requirements. ITS 5.2.2.3, 5.2.2.b, and 10 CFR 50.54 state
minimum shift crew requirements. Training and requalification of NRC licensed
positions is contained in 10 CFR 55. Placement of training requirements in the
USAR will ensure that training programs are properly maintained in accordance
with Monticello commitments and applicable regulations. Also, this change is
acceptable because the removed information will be adequately controlled in the
USAR. Any changes to the USAR are made under 10 CFR 50.59 or

10 CFR 50.71(e), which ensures changes are properly evaluated. This change is
designated as a less restrictive removal of detail change because a requirement
is being removed from the Technical Specifications.

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

Monticello Page 2 of 2
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Unit Staff Qualifications
5.3

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.3 Unit Staff Qualifications

Z

REVIEWER'S

Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of

5.3.1
[Regulatory Guide evision 2, 1987, or e recent revisions, or ANSI
Standard acceptable to the NRC sta e staff not covered by Regulatofy

-/' Guide 1.8Shall meet or exceed the'minimum qualifications of Regutations,

atory Guides, or ANStStandards acceptable to NRC staff].

532 For the purpose of 10 CFR §5.4, a licensed SeniorOperator and
a licensed[Reattor Operator (RO} are those individuals who, in addition to
meeting the requirements of Specification 5.3.1, perform the functions described
in 10 CFR 50.54(m).

BWR/4 STS 53-1 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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@ INSERT 1

ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable positions, except for the radiation protection manager.
The radiation protection manager shall meet or exceed the qualifications of Regulatory

Guide 1.8, September 1975. In addition, the operations manager shall be qualified as
required by Specification 5.2.2.e.

5.3

Insert Page 5.3-1
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.3, UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

1. The ISTS Reviewer's Note has been deleted since it is not intended to be included in
the ITS. :

2. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has
been provided.

3. Typographical error corrected. The terms in 10 CFR 55.4 and 10 CFR 50.54(m) are

"Senior Operator” and "Operator,” not "SRO" (i.e., Senior Reactor Operator) and
"RO" (i.e., Reactor Operator).

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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Specific No Significant Hazards Considerations (NSHCs)
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.3, UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS :

There are no specific NSHC discussions for this Specification.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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54
54.1
54.1.a

54.1b

54.1.¢c
54.1d

54.1.e

6.5 Procedures

A. Written procedures shall be established, Implemented, and maintained covering the following activities:

1.

2,

The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.33, Revision 2, Appendix A, February 1978;

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

Quality assurance for effluent and environmental monitoring;
Fire Protection Program implementation; and

All programs specified in Specification 6.8.

66 (Deleted)

8.5

NEXT PAGE IS 248 244 10/30/01
Amendment No. 16192538420, 124

ITS 5.4

Page 1 of 1
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.4, PROCEDURES

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

AA In the conversion of the Monticello Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made
to obtain consistency with NUREG-1433, Rev. 3, "Standard Technical
Specifications General Electric Plants, BWR/4" (ISTS).

These changes are administrative changes and are acceptable because they do
not result in technical changes to the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

None

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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6.5

6.5.A

6.5.A1

6.5.A2

6.5.A3

6.5.A.4

6.5.A5
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Procedures
5.4

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

54 Pnjocedures

5.4.1 Written procedures shall be established, lmplemented and maintained covering
the following activities: :
a. The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.33,
Revision 2, Appendix A, February 1978,11“\@ '
b. The emergency operating procedures required to implement the
requirements of NUREG-0737 and {8 NUREG-0737, Supplement 1, as @
stated in|Generic Letter 82- 3% @@
c. Quality assurance for effluent and enwronmental monitoringm'\m @
d. Fire Protection Program implementatior\n'ai%] @
e. All programs sbeciﬁed in Specification 5.5.
BWR/4 STS

5.4-1 - Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 48 of 143



Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 49 of 143

JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.4, PROCEDURES

1. These punctuation corrections have been made consistent with the Writer's Guide
for the Improved Standard Technical Specifications, NEI 01-03, Section 5.1.3.

2. Grammatical errors corrected.

3. The brackets are removed and the proper plant speciﬁc information/value is
provided.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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Specific No Significant Hazards Considerations (NSHCs)
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.4, PROCEDURES

There are no specific NSHC discussions for this Specification.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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ITS 55
I7s

6.8 Programs and Manuals
55.1 A. Offsita Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM)

55.1.a 1. The ODCM shall contaln the methodology and parameters used in the calculation of offsite doses resulting 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

55.1.b 2, 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 Spacification 6.7.C.1 and Specification 6.7.A.4.

55.1.c 3. Licensee initiated changes to the ODCM:
55.1.c.1 a. Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be retained. This documentation shall contain:

55.1.c.1.) 1) sufficient information to support the change(s) together wnh the appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the
. . : - changs(s), and - )

.55.1.c.1.b) 2) a determmatlon that the change(s) maintain the levels of radioactive effluent contro! required by 10 CFR 20.1302,
" 40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, and not adversely impact the accuracy or reliability of
effluent, dose, or setpoint calculations;

55.1.c2 b. Shall become effective after the approval of the plant manager; and

5.5.1.c.3 c. 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 paga that
was changed, and shall indicate the date (i.e., month and year) the change was implemented.

6.8 : . 253 07/24/01
Amendment No. 120

Page 1 of 15
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55.2

5.5.2

55.2.a

55.2b
55.2

6.8

ITS 5<;

B. n r {

This progrém provides controls to minimize leakage from those portions of systems outside containment that could contaln
highly radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to levels as low as practicable. The systems include Core Spray,
High Pressure Coolant Injection, Residual Heat Removal, Reactor Core Isolation Cooling, Combustible Gas Control, process

sampling, and Standby Gas Treatment. The program shall include the following:

2. Integrated leak test requirements for each system atjrefusling cycle intervals orfess]

1. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual ins;;ection requirements; and

The provisions of Specification '4.0.8 are applicable.

A program acce table to the Commission was descri in a letter dated December 31, 1979;from L O Mayer, NSP, to Director
of Nuclear ctor Regulation, "Lessons Leamed. ffplementation.”

C. (Deleted) i

254 06/17/03
Amendment No. 120, 136
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55.3

553.a

55.3b

553.c

55.3d

55.3.0

- 553f

55.349

5539.1

553492

6.8

D. Badioactive Effluent Controls Program

This program conforms to 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of radioactive effluents and for maintalning 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:

1.

Limitations on the functional capability of radioactive liquid and gaseous monitoring instrumentation including surveillance
{ests and setpoint dete_rmlnallon in accordance with the methodology in the ODCM;

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;

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 re!eased from the site to unrestricted areas, confonmng to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;

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 monthly;

Limitations on the functional capability and use of the liquid and gaseous effluent treatment systems 1o 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 {;

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:

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

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

255 07/24/01
Amendment No. 120

ITS5.5
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5.5.3.h 8. Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting from noble gases released in gaseous effluents from the site to
areas at or bayond the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix {.
5531 9. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of the public from lodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all

radionuclides in particulate form with haf lives > 8 days in gaseous effluents released from the site to areas beyond the site
boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix |;
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5.5.3] 10. Limitatlons on the annual dose or dose commitment to any member of the public, beyond the site boundary, due to refeases

of radioactivity and to radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources, conforming to 40 CFR 190; and
553k 11. Limitations on venting and purging of the containment through the Standby Gas Treatment System to maintain releases as

low as reasonably achievable.
553 The pravisions of Specifications 4.0.B, 4.0.D and 4.0.E are applicable to the Radioactive Effluent Controls Program surveiflance

frequency.
68.E and 6.8,F - RESERVED (Fodproposed 15554 |— 1

555 G. Inservice Testing Program
55.5 This program provides controls for inservice testing[of Quality Group A, B, and C pumps and v

rdance with the requirements|of

Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves[regpecijvely]

tA1

555.a 1. Testing frequencies specified in[Section Xl of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda are as [~

follows:

lefe

[ ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code |
and Applicable Addenda Terminology
for inservice Testing Activities

Weekly

Monthly

Biquarterly

Quarterly or every 3 months
Semiannually or every 6 months
Every 9 months

Yearly or annually

Biennially or every 2 years

Required Frequencies for Performing
Inservice Testing Activities

At least once per 7 days
Alleastonce per 31 days
Atleastonceper 46 days
Atleastonce per 92 days
At least once per 184 days
Atleast once per 276 days
At least once per 366 days
At least once per 731 days

08/01/01

6.8 256
Amendment No. 420, 122
Every 48 months At least once per 1461 days ]
Every 5 years At least once per 1827 days
Every 8 years At least once per 2922 days
Every 10 years At least once per 3653 days

Page 4 of 15
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555.b

55.5.c
55.5d

§5.7

557

557

5.5.7.a

-65.7b

55.7.c

557

6.8

|ng;

2. The provisions of Surveillance Requirement 4.0.B are applicable to the Frequencies for performing inservice testing
activities;

The provisions of Survelllance Requirement 4.0.D and 4.0.E are applicable to inservice testing activities; and
. 4. Nothing in thelASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Codejlﬁll be construed to supersede the requirements of any TS. *

This program provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures contained in the Offgas Treatment System, the quantity of
radioactivity contained in gas storage tanks or fed into the offgas treatment system, and the quantity of radioactivity contained in

unprotected outdoor liquid storage tanks. [The quantity of radioactiyity affer 12 hours holdup contained in each gas storage tank

shall be imted/to <22,000 curies of noble gases (considered as dose equivalent Xe-133). The quadtity of liquid radioactive @
material contalned in each outslde temporary tank shall be limited/to_< 10 curies, excluding tritium and dissolved or entrained

noble gases/

The program shall include:

1. The limits for concentrations of hydrogen and oxygen in the Oﬂg'as Treatment System and a surveillance program to ensure
the flimits 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);

2. Asurveillance program to ensure that the quantity of radioactivity contained in each gas storage tank and fed into the offgas
treatment system Is less than the amount that would result in a whole body exposure of =0.5 rem to any individual in an
unrestricted area, in the event of an uncontrofled release of the tanks’ contents; and :

3. Asurveillance program to ensure that the quantity of radioactivity contained in all outdoor fiquid radwaste tanks that are not
surrounded by liners, dikes, or wallg, capable of holding the tanks’ contents and that do not have tank overflows and
surrounding area drains connected to the Liquid Radwaste Treatment System is less than the amount that would result in
concentrations less than the limits of 10 CFR 20, Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2, at the nearest potable water supply and
the nearest surface water supply in an unrestricted area, in the event of an uncontroiled release of the tanks’ contents.

The provisions of Specifications 4.0.B, 4.0.D and 4.0.E are applicable to the Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity
Monitoring Program surveillance frequencies.

257 08/01/01
Amendment No. 420, 122
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ITS5.5
ITS

6.8 - RESEAVED

559 K. Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program

559 This program hrovides a means for processing changes to the Basas of these Technical Specifications.

5.59.a 1. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate administrative controls and reviews.

55.9.b 2, Changes to Bases may be made without prior NRC approval provided the changes do not involve either of the following:

a. achange in the TS incorporated in the license; or
b. achange to the USAR or Bases that requires NRC approval pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59.

559.¢ 3. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that thé Bases are maintained consistent with the USAR.
559d 4. Proposed changes to the Bases that involve changes as described In a. or b. of Specification 6.8.K.2 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).

. ; - __meposedl‘rs 5.5.10}— 4@

55.11.a 1. This program shall establish the leakage rate testing of the containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(o) and 10 CFR
Part 50, Appendix J, Option B, as modified by approved exemptions. This program shall be in accordance with the
guidelines contained In Regulatory Guide 1.163, “Performance-Based Containment Leak-Test Program,” dated September
1995, as modified by the following exception: NEI 94-01, Rev. 0, “Industry Guidefline for Implementing Performance-Based |
Option of 10 CFR 50, Appendix J.”. )

Section 9.2.3: The first Type A test after the March 1993 Type A test shall be performed no later than March 2008. 1

5.5.11.b 2. The calculated peak containment internal pressure for the design basis loss of coolant accident, Py, is 42 psig. The
containment design pressure is 56 psig.

6.8 ) ’ : 258 03/31/03
Amendment No. 320122132, 134

Page 6 of 15

Ev1 30 65 abed ‘0 "A9Y ‘L] SWN|OA ‘| JUSWYIEBRY



£1 40 09 3Bed ‘0 "ASY 'L} AWN|OA ‘| JuBWYIRNY

ITS

55.11.c 3. The maximum allowable containment leakage rate, L,, at Pg, shall be 1.2% of containment air weight per day.

55.11d - 4. Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

55.11.d.1 - a. Containment leakage rate acceptance criterion is <1.0 L,. During the first unit startup following testing in accordance
with this program, the leakage rate acceptance criteria are <0,60 L, for the Type B and Ctests and <0.75 L, for
Type A tests.

5.5.11.d.2 b. Alrlock testing acceptance criteria are:

5.5.11.d.2.a) 1) Overall air leakage rate is <0.05 Ly when tested at =P,.

5.5.11.d.2.b) 2) For each door, Iéakage rate is <0.007 L, when pressurized to =10 psig.

55111 5. The provisions of SRs 4.0.D and 4.0.E are applicable to the Primary Containment Leakage Rale'Testing Program. *

6. * Nothing in these Technical cifications shall be construed to modify the testi equencies required by 10 CFR 50,
Appendixd. ° T, ) : -

M

; - ) i i _—(mprcposedﬁss.s.j}i
6.8 . * 258a 02/04/03

Amendment No. 132-

4
® ©

€yl J0 09 abed ‘0 "A9Y ‘L] awn|oA ‘| Juswydoeny

~Page 7 of 15




Ev1 40 19 9Bed ‘g *A9Y ‘LI SWN|OA | JUsWIYOERY

556.a

55.6.b

556.c

ITS5.5
ITS
; " SeelTS 3643

3.0 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION / 4.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS ~ >
' b. If both standby gas treatment sysltem circuits g
are not operable, within 36 hours the reactor g.
shall be piaced in & condition for which the 3
standby gas treatment system Is not required in o
accordance with Specification 3.7.C.2.(a) 3
through (d). -
2. Performance Requirements |Add proposed ITS 5.5.6]‘ 2. Performance Requirement Tests <
program statement o
a. Periodic Requirements 556 a. {Atleast once per720 hoursofsystem | {24 months ) A5 §
operation: Jor/fonce per operaling cycle, but not] °
(1) The results of the in-place DOP tests at to ex B]monthg\whichever occurs first; or -
3500 cfm (+10%) on HEPA filters shall following painting, fire, or chemical release in m -

show < 1% DOP penetration. any ventilation zone communicating with the p
system while the system Is operating that could ‘:'P
‘ ntaminate the HEPA filters or charcoal <

(2) The resutts of in-place halogenated co _ .
hydrocarbon tests at 3500 cfm (= 10%) on adsorbers, perform the following: | o

charcoal banks shall shew <1% - ~
pe:etraﬁon. s T 556.a (1) In-place DOP test the HEPA filter banks. g
Q
(3) The results of laboratory carbon sample 55.6b (2) In-place test the charcoal adsorber banks [+
analysis shall show 5% methy! lodide with halogenated hydrocarbon tracer. oy
penetration when tested In accordance with o
ASTM D3803-1989 at 30°C, 85% relative 556.c (3) Remove one carbon test sample from the =
humidity. charcoal adsorber in accordance with -
‘ Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatory 3

3.7/4.7

Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978.
Subject this sampie to a laboratory analysis
to verify methyl lodide removal efficlency. |}

167 8/18/00

Amendment No. 60-77-84; 112
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3.0 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

4.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

b. The system shall be shown to be operable with:

556d (1) Combined filter pressure drop <6 inches
water.
55.6.e (2) Inline heater power output > 18kW.

¢.  The system shall be shown to be operable with
automatic initiation upon recelpt of the following
inputs:
(a) Low Low Reactor Water Level, or
(b) High drywell pressure, or

(c) Reactor bullding ventilation plenum high
radiation, or

(d) Refueling floor high radiation

3. Post Maintenance Requirements
556 —__ - a. [Afterany maintenance or testing that could
affect the HEPA filter or HEPA filter mounting
' frame feak tight integrity [the results of the
.556.a \__I-ig-place DOP tests at 3500 cfm (+10%) on
EPA filters shall show <1% DOP penetration.
556 \L{Aﬂer any maintenance or testing that could
affect the charcoal adsorber leak tight integrity,

556b the results of in-place halogenated hydrocarbon
tests at 3500 cfm(+10%) on charcoal adsorber
banks shall show <1% penetration.

3.7/47

(£10%) flow rate.

Operabiliity of infine hgater at nominal rated
power shall be verifigd.

c. Atleast once per operating cycle, automatic
Initiation of each standby gas treatment system
clrcult shall be demonstrated.

3. Post Maintenance Testing

a. { After any maintenance or testing that could
556 .. Laffect the leak tight integrity of the HEPA filters,

5.5.6.a ———{perform in-place DOP tests on the HEPA filters.

b. [ After any maintenance or testing that could
556 affect the leak tight integrity of the charcoal

adsorber banks, fperform halogenated
556b hydrocarbon tests on the charcoal
R absorbers.

ITS5.5

(FETR} (s

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are |
applicable to the VFTP test Frequencies )

168 10/2/95
Amendment No. 94

(»)

Page 9 of 15
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| ITS 5.5

s

INSERT A
556 b-J:OﬂCG per quarter/fie’amonstrate that the pressure
5'5'6 p drop across the combined filters of each standby

gas treatment system circuit shall be measured
Lat 3500 cfm (+ 10%) flow rate. -

- ~
556 <c.____{Once per[operating £ycld the[operability of inline

556.e heater at nominal rated power shall be verified
for each standby gas treatment system.

Insert Page 168
: Page 10 of 15
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ITS 5.5

3.0 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

4.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

3.7/A7

3. a. Theinerting and delnerting operations

4,

permitted by TS 3,7.A.5.b shall be via the
18-inch purge and vent valves (equipped with
40-degree limit stops) afigned to the Reactor
Building plenum and vent. All other purging
and venting, when primary containment integrity
Is required, shall be via the 2-inch purge and
vent valve hypass fine and the Stendby Gas
Treatment System.

In the event one or more penetration flow paths
with one or more containment purge and vent
valves not within purge and vent valve leakage
limits, reactor operation in the run mode may
continue provided that within the subsequent
24 hours, restore the valve(s) to within leakage
limits, or at least one valve in each line having a
purge and vent veive not within leakage fimits is
deactivated in the isolated position. This
requirement may be satisfied by use of one

. closed and deactivated automatic valve, closed
. manual valve, or biind flange, (Deactivated

means electrically or pneumatically disarm or
otherwise secure the valve.)

If Specification 3.7.D.1, 3.7.D.2 and 3.7.D.3 cannot
be met, initiate normal orderly shutdown and have
reactor in the Cold Shutdown condition within

24 hours,

3. Whenever containment purge and vent valves are

isolated to meet the requirements of TS 3.7.D.3.b,
the position of the deactivated and isolated valves
outside primary containment shall be recorded
monthly,*

55.11.e

J See 7S 3.6.1.3

The seat seals of the drywell and suppression

chamber 18-inch purge and vent valves shall be I )
replaced at least once every[six operating cycles
periodic Type C leakage testing of the valves

identifies a common mode test failure atiributable to

seal seal degradation, then the seat seals of all
drywell and suppresslon chamber 18-inch purge
and vent valves shall be replaced.

* |solated valves in high radiation areas may be verified by use
of administration means.

——{ See (TS 3.6.1.3 }

Amendment No, 330, 141

171a 01/28/05
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Add proposed ITS 5.5.11
generic program statement

ITS 6.5

3.0 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

4.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

3.9/4.9

b.

1

2)

3)

For the diesel generators to be considered
operable, there shall be a minimum of
38,300 gallons of diesel fuel (7 days supply
for 1 diesel generator at full load @ 2500
KW) in the diesel oil storage tank.

When a diesel generator Is required to be
operable, maintain air pressure for both
associated alr starting receivers

= 165 psig.

With one diesel generator starting air
recelver pressure <165 psig, restore both

_ starting air receivers pressure to

=165 psig within 7 days, or declare the
associated diesel generator inoperable.

“With both diesel generator starting air

receivers pressure <165 psig but

= 125 pslg, restore one starting air recelver
to = 165 psig and enter TS LCO
3.9.B.3.c.1, or restore both starting air
recelvers pressure to = 165 psig within

48 hours. !f nelther action can be
accomplished within 48 hours, deciare the
associated diesel generator inoperable.

With both diesel generator starting air
receivers pressure < 125 psig, immediately
declare the assoclated dlesel generator
inoperabls. .

See ITS 3.8.1 }

L2

] b. 1) Once a month the quantity of diesel fuel
available shall be logged.
2) During the monthly generator test, the
diesel fuel oil transfer pump and diesel oil
‘ service pump shall be operated.

55.8.a, 3) [Once a month a sample of diesel fusTshall

5.5.8b, be taken and checked for quality.

5.58.c

[ Verify each required operable diesel

generator air start receiver pressure Is
=165 psig once per month.

“/{See TS 3.8.3

7

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the
Diesel Fue! Oil Testing Program test Frequencies.

202 08/27/02

Amendment No. 375,80, 128
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ITSg

TS ITs
Add proposed ITS 5.5.6)
program statement | Ad
7 .
3.0 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION / 4.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
1 ] / 2. Performance Requirement Test
2. Performance Requirements The In-place performance testing of HEPA filter banks
: . 55.6.a, and charcoal adsorber banks shall be conducted in
a. Acceptance Criteria - Perlodic Requirements 556b ~| accordance with Sections 10 and 11 of ASME :

556.a (1) The results of the in-place DOP tests at 1000 N510-1989. | The carbon sample test for methyl lodide
cfm (= 10%) shall show < 1% DOP penetration shall be conducted in accordance with ASTM
on each Individual HEPA filter and shall show 556c— O 3803-1989, Sample removal shall be in accordance
=<0.05% DOP penetration on the combined with Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatory Guide 1.52,
HEPA filters, Revision 2, March 1978,

2) The results of in-place halogenated At least r[operafi but

5.5.6.b ( a. once perjoperaring cycle, notio exceed|
hydrocarbon tests at 1000 cfm (10%) shall 55.6 [ Blmbnthd; o7 following painting, fire, or chernical m
show =1% penetration on each individual release while the system is operating that could

. charcoal adsorber and shall show <0.05% contaminate the HEPA filters or charcoal adsorbers,
penetration on the combined charcoal banks. perform the following:
. A9

55.6.c (3) The resuits of laboratory carbon sample 5. 1) In-place DOP test the HEPA filter banks.

p analysis shall show =0.6% methy! lodide 5582 (1) In-place DOP tes Herben
penetration when tested at 30°C and 95% 556b (2) In-place test the charcoal adsorber banks with
relative humidity. halogenated hydrocarbon tracer.

55.6.¢ (3) Remove one carbon test sample from each
charcoal adsorber bank. Subject this sample to
a laboratory analysis to verify methyl iodide
removal efficiency.

5.5.6.2, (4) [Initiafe from the control.foom|1000 cfm ( + 10%)

556.b flow through both trains of the emergency
filtration treatment system.

3.17/4.17 : 229w 8/18/00

Amendment No. 66-101,-108; 112
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C

TS s
3.0 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS i
b. Acceptance Criteria - System Operation 556 \bﬂ least once per 720 hours of system operation,
Requirements remove one carbon test sample from each charcoal
556.c adsorber bank. Subject this sample to a laboratory
556.c The resutts of laboratory carbon sample analysis anelysis to verify methyl lodide removal efficdiency.
1 shall show <0.5% methyl lodide penetration when .

tested at 30°C and 95% relative humidity.

3.17/4.17

229ww 8/18/00
Amendment No. 408; 112

ITS5.5
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ITS 6.5

s ITS
3.0 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS e
c. The system shall be shown to be operable with: c. Atleast once perloperating cyde, biit not To|exceed
556 ) fTH mgnths, The following conditions shall be
556d _ (1) Combined filter pressura drop =8 inches water. demonstrated for each emergency filtration system Q
) train: A9
556.e (2) Inlet heater power output Skw= 10%. 556.d (1) Pressure drop across the combined fiters of
each train shall be measured at 1000 cfm
(3) Automatic Initiation upon recelpt of a high (2 10%) flow rate.
radiation signal.
556.0 (2) Operability of inlet heater at nominal rated

power shall be verified,

{(3) Verify that on a simulated high radiation signal,
the train switches to the pressurization mode of
Ses ITS 3.7.4 } operation and the control room is maintained at | Seo TS 3.7.4 }
a positive pressure with respect to adjacent o
areas at the design flow rate of 1000 cfm
(=10%).

3. Post Malntenancg Requirements 3. Post Malntenance Testing

558 a. ::‘f;e'l; E?’VA rg:::lz:ang;}\or ﬁltt::t::g l::ta,:‘ tg:ould zf;::!k_ | 556 \_a./{'Aﬂer any maintenance or testing that could affect
* - |tight integrity, the results of the in-place DOP tests he leek tiaht Inteqrity of the HEPA fiters/perform

: P 5.5.6.a —in-place DOP tests on the HEPA filters,
at 1000 cfm (= 10%) shell show < 1% DOP

:5.568—————__lpenetration on each individual HEPA filter and shall b. [After any maintenance or testing that could affect
| ss8 ——{

| show <0.05% DOP penetration on the combined the leak tight integrity of the charcoal adsorber
|HEPA filters. . _Wedorm halogenated hydrocarbon tests on
556 b, | After any maintenance or testing that could affect .| 5586b the charcoal adsorbers.
the charcoal adsorber leak tight integrity[the results
5.5.6.b———— | of in-place halogenated hydrocarbon tests at 1000
cfm (= 10%) shall show < 1% penetration on each

individual charcoal adsorber and shall show The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are
<0.05% penetration on the combined charcoal applicable to the VFTP test Frequencies

| adsorber banks,

3.17/4.17 229x% 8/18/00
Amendment No. 65-101,~108; 112
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' DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.5, PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

AA

A2

A3

A4

In the conversion of the Monticello Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made
to obtain consistency with NUREG-1433, Rev. 3, "Standard Technical
Specifications General Electric Plants, BWR/4" (ISTS).

These changes are administrative changes and are acceptable because they do
not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 6.8.B includes the program requirements for the Primary Coolant Sources
Outside Containment Program and includes a statement that a program
acceptable to the Commission was described in a letter dated December 31,
1979, from L.O. Mayer, NSP, to Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation,
"Lessons Learned Implementation.” ITS 5.5.2 contains the requirements for the
Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment, however the statement /
concerning a type of NRC-acceptable program is not included. This changes the
CTS by deleting this additional statement.

The purpose of CTS 6.8.B is to define the requirements for the Primary Coolant
Sources Outside Containment Program. The purpose of the letter is to describe
acceptable methods in which the utility is meeting requirements in CTS 6.8.B.
The requirements in CTS 6.8.B, CTS 6.8.B.1, and CTS 6.8.B.2 provide adequate
information for the details of the program. These requirements are incorporated
into ITS 5.5.2,ITS 5.5.2.a, and ITS 5.5.2.b. These requirements are consistent
with NUREG-1433, Revision 3. This change is designated as administrative
because it does not result in technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 6.8.M includes the program requirements for the Primary Containment
Leakage Rate Testing Program. CTS 6.8.M.1 includes an exception from the
requirements of Regulatory Guide 1.1.63, "Performance-Based Containment
Leak-Test Program," dated September 1995. CTS 6.8.M.6 states that "Nothing
in these Technical Specifications shall be construed to modify the testing
Frequencies required by 10 CFR 50, Appendix J." This statement is not included
in the ITS. This changes the CTS by deleting the CTS 6.8.M.6 statement.

The statement CTS 6.8.M.6 that "Nothing in these Technical Specifications shall
be construed to modify the testing Frequencies required by 10 CFR 50,
Appendix J" has been deleted because the phrase is not consistent with the
allowances in CTS 6.8.M.1, which states that the 10 CFR 50, Appendix J,

Option B requirements may be modified by the approved exception. This change
is acceptable because the statement is inconsistent with the allowances in

CTS 6.8.M.1. This change is designated as administrative because |t does not
result in technical changes to the CTS.

" The Performance Requirements (CTS 3.7.B.2.a and CTS 3.7.B.2.b), Post

Maintenance Requirements (CTS 3.7.B.3.a and CTS 3.7.B.3.b), Performance
Requirement Tests (4.7.B.2.a, 4.7.B.2.b, and 4.7.B.2.c), and Post Maintenance
Testing (4.7.B.3.a and 4.7.B.3.b) requirements associated with the ventilation
filter testing for the Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) System and the Performance
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Requirements (CTS 3.17.B.2.a, CTS 3.17.B.2.b, CTS 3.17.B.2.c.(1), and

CTS 3.17.B.2.c.(2)), Post Maintenance Requirements (CTS 3.17.B.3.a and
CTS 3.17.B.3.b), Performance Requirement Tests (CTS 4.17.B.2.a,

CTS 4.17.B.2.b, CTS 4.17.B.2.c.(1), and CTS 4.17.B.2.c.(2)), and Post
Maintenance Testing (CTS 4.17.B.3.a and CTS 4.17.B.3.b) requirements
associated with the ventilation filter testing for the Control Room Emergency
Filtration (CREF) System have been placed in a program in the proposed
Administrative Controls Chapter 5.0 (ITS 5.5.6). As such, a general program
statement has been added as ITS 5.5.6. Also, a statement of the applicability of
ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 is needed to clarify that the allowances for
Surveillance Frequency extension apply. This changes the CTS by moving the
ventilation filter testing Surveillances associated with the SGT and CREF
Systems to a program in ITS 5.5 and specifically stating the applicability of ITS
SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 in the program.

The addition of the program statement is acceptable because it is describing the

- intent of the CTS requirements. The addition of the ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3
_ statement is a clarification needed to maintain provisions that are currently

allowed in the LCO and SR sections of the CTS, therefore it is considered
acceptable. This change is designated as administrative because it does not
result in technical changes to the CTS.

' CTS 4.7.B.2.a requires the performance of an in-place DOP test of the SGT

System HEPA filter banks, an in-place test of the SGT charcoal adsorber banks
with halogenated hydrocarbon tracer, and a laboratory analysis of a carbon test
sample from the SGT charcoal adsorber once per "operating cycle.”

- . CTS 4.7.B.2.c requires the performance of the SGT System heater test once per

A6

"operating cycle.” CTS 4.17.B.2.a requires thé performance of an in-place DOP
test of the CREF System HEPA filter banks, an in-place test of the CREF
charcoal adsorber banks with halogenated hydrocarbon tracer, and a laboratory
analysis of a carbon test sample from the CREF charcoal adsorber once per
"operating cycle." CTS 4.17.B.2.c requires the performance of the CREF System
heater test and combined filter pressure drop test once per "operating cycle.”

ITS 5.5.6 requires the same tests, however the Surveillances are required to be
performed every "24 months.” This changes the CTS by changing the
Frequency from "operating cycle" to "24 months."

This change is acceptable because the current "operating cycle” is "24 months.” .
In letter L-MT-04-036, from Thomas J. Palmisano (NMC) to the USNRC, dated
June 30, 2004, NMC has proposed to extend the fuel cycle from 18 months to

24 months and the same time has performed an evaluation in accordance with
Generic Letter 91-04 to extend the unit Surveillance Requirements from

18 months to 24 months. CTS 4.7.B.2.a, CTS 4.7.B.2.c, CTS 4.17.B.2.3, and
CTS 4.17.B.2.c were included in this evaluation. This change is designated as
administrative because it does not result in any technical changes to the CTS.

CTS 4.7.D.4 requires the replacement of the seat seal of the drywell and
suppression chamber 18 inch purge supply and vent valves once per "six -
operating cycles." ITS 5.5.11.e requires the same replacement, however the
replacement is required every "9 years." In addition, a statement of the
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applicability of ITS SR 3.0.2 has been added. This changes the CTS by
changing the Frequency from "six operating cycles to"9 years and specifically
statmg the applicability of ITS SR 3.0.2. .

This change is acceptable because the current "operating cycle” is "18 months”"
and CTS 4.0.B (ITS SR 3.0.2) is applicable to CTS 4.7.D.4. This change is
designated as admlnlstratlve because it does not result in any technical changes
to the CTS.

The Surveillance associated with diesel fuel oil testing (CTS 4.9.B.3.b.3)) has
been placed in a program in the proposed Administrative Controls Chapter 5.0
(ITS 5.5.8). As such, a general program statement has been added as ITS 5.5.8.
Also, a statement of the applicability of ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 is needed to
clarify that the allowances for Surveillance Frequency extension apply. This
changes the CTS by moving the diesel fuel oil testing Surveillance to a program
in ITS 5.5 and specifically stating the applicability of ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 in
the program. Other changes to the Surveillance are discussed in DOCs M.2 and
DOC L.2.

The addition of the program statement is acceptable because it is describing the
intent of the CTS Surveillance. The addition of the ITS SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3
statement is a clarification needed to maintain provisions that are currently
allowed in the LCO and SR sections of the CTS, therefore it is considered
acceptable. This change is designated as administrative because it does not
result in technical changes to the CTS. : ’

CTS 6.8.G requires pump and valve testing per the requnrements of Section X! of

~ the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code. ITS 5.5.6 requires pump and valve

testing per the requirements of the ASME Operation and Maintenance (OM)
Code. This changes the CTS by referring to the ASME OM Code instead of
ASME Boiler and Pressure Code, Section XI.

In the 1987 Addenda to the 1986 edition of ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel
Code, Section X, the requirements for Inservice Testing were removed and
relocated to the ASME/ANSI OM Code. This change was endorsed in

10 CFR 50.55a. 10 CFR 50.55a(f) now addresses the requirements for inservice
testing using the ASME/ANSI OM Code and 10 CFR 50.55a(g) addresses the
requirements for inservice inspection using ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel
Code, Section XI. The CTS has been revised to incorporate the current Code
requirements. In addition, the terms 48 months, 5 years, 8 years, and 10 years
are used in the applicable ASME/ANSI OM Code. Therefore, these Frequencies
have been added. The Monticello Inservice Testing Program for pumps and
valves complies with the 1995 Edition, 1996 Addenda of ASME Operations and
Maintenance (OM) Code. This change was submitted to the NRC in a NMC
letter from Jeffrey S. Forbes (NMC) to USNRC, dated November 22, 2002. This
change is designated as administrative because it does not result in technical
changes to the CTS. .

These changes to CTS 4.7.B.2.a, CTS 4.7.B.2.b, CTS 4.17.B.2.3, and
CTS 4.17.B.2.c are provided in the Monticello ITS consistent with the Technical
Specifications Change Request submitted to the USNRC for approval in NMC
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letter L-MT-04-036, from Thomas J. Palmisano (NMC) to USNRC, dated
June 30, 2004. As such, these changes are administrative.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

M.2

The CTS does not include program requirements for a Component Cycle or
Transient Limit Program, Safety Function Determination Program, or Battery
Monitoring and Maintenance Program. The ITS includes programs for these
activities. This changes the CTS be adding the following programs:

ITS 5.5.4, "Cdmponent Cyclic or Transient Limit";
ITS 6.5.10, "Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)"; and
ITS 5.5.12, "Battery Monitoring and Maintenance Program.”

The Cdmponent Cyclic or Transient Limit Program is included to ensure controls

are in place to track the requirements of USAR Table 4.2-1. The Safety Function
Determination Program is included to support implementation of the support -
system OPERABILITY characteristics of the Technical Specifications. The
Battery Monitoring and Maintenance Program is included to provide for battery
restoration and maintenance. The specific wording associated with these |
programs may be found in ITS 5.5.4, ITS 5.5.10, and ITS 5.5.12. The changes
are acceptable because they support implementation of the requirements of the
ITS and the USAR. This change is designated as more restrictive because it
imposes additional programmatic requirements in the Technical Specifications.

CTS 4.9.B.3.b.3) includes a requirement to sample and check for quality of the
diesel fuel every month. Currently, this is met by performing a viscosity check
and a water and sediment check of the stored fuel oil in the common storage
tank. In addition, no testing is currently required on new fuel oil prior to addition
to the common storage tank. ITS 5.5.8.a restricts the acceptability of new fuel oil
for use prior to addition to storage tanks by requiring the determination that the
fuel oil has an API gravity within limit, a flash point and saybolt viscosity within
limits, and a water and sediment content within limits. ITS 5.5.8.b requires all
other properties of new fuel to be verified within 31 days following addition of the
new fuel oil to the storage tank. ITS 5.5.8.c requires the total particulate
concentration of the stored fuel oil to be < 10 mg/l when tested every 31 days.
This changes the CTS by providing restrictions on the acceptability of new fuel oil
prior to addition to the common storage tank and providing a requirement that the
total particulate concentration of the stored fuel oil be < 10 mg/l when tested -
every 31 days.

The purpose of ITS 5.5.8.a and ITS 5.5.8.b are to ensure that only high quality

fuel oil is added to the storage tank. The purpose of ITS 5.5.8.c is to ensure that
the quality of the stored fuel oil is satisfactory for long term operation of the
EDGs. The change is acceptable because the proposed Surveillances are
sufficient to ensure high quality fuel oil is placed and maintained in the storage
tank. This change is designated as more restrictive because it imposes
additional programmatic requirements in the Technical Specifications.
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RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

LA.1

(Type 3 — Removing Procedural Details for Meeting TS Requirements or
Reporting Requirements) CTS 6.8.G states that the Inservice Testing Program
provides controls for inservice testing of Quality Group A, B, and C pumps and
valves which shall be performed in accordance with the requirements of ASME .
Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves, respectively. ITS 5.5.5 only states
that the Inservice Testing Program provides controls for inservice testing of
ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves. This changes the CTS by
moving these procedural details that the "Quality Group A, B, and C pumps and
valves" corresponds to the ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves,
respectively, from the Technical Specifications to the Inservice Testing Program.

The removal of these details for meeting Technical Specification requirements
from the Technical Specifications is acceptable because this type of information
is not necessary to be included in the Technical Specifications to provide
adequate protection of public health and safety. The ITS still retains
requirements for the control for inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3
pumps and valves. Also, this change is acceptable because these types of
details will be adequately controlled in the plant controlled Inservice Testing
Program. Changes to the Inservice Testing Program will be controlled by the
provisions of 10 CFR 50.55a. This change is designated as a less restrictive
removal of detail change because the details for meeting Technical Specification
requirements are being removed from the Technical Specifications.

(Type 1 — Removing Procedural Details for Meeting TS Requirements or
Reporting Requirements) CTS 6.8.1 includes limits for the liquid holdup tank and
the explosive gas mixture. The specific limits are not included in the ITS. The
ITS only includes a requirement to maintain a program for these requirements.
This changes the CTS by moving specific limits, from the Technical
Specifications to the Technical Requirements Manual (TRM).

The removal of these details, which are related to system design, from the
Technical Specifications is acceptable because this type of information is not
necessary to be included in the Technical Specifications to provide adequate
protection of public health and safety. ITS 5.5.7 still retains the requirement to

-include a program, which provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures

contained in the Offgas Treatment System and the quantity of radioactivity
contained in unprotected outdoor liquid storage tanks. Also, this change is
acceptable because the limits will be adequately controlled in the TRM. Any
changes to the TRM are made under 10 CFR 50.59, which ensures changes are
properly evaluated. This change is designated as a less restrictive removal of
detail change because procedural details for meeting Technical Specification
requirements are being removed from the Technical Specifications.
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LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

L.2

(Category 7 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Frequency, Non-24 Month Type
Change) CTS 4.7.B.2.a, in part, requires the performance of an in-place DOP
test of the SGT System HEPA filter banks, an in-place test of the SGT charcoal
adsorber banks, and a laboratory analysis of a carbon test sample from the SGT
charcoal adsorber at least once per 720 hours of system operation. ITS 5.5.6
does not require the in-place DOP test of the HEPA filter banks or an in-place
test of the charcoal adsorber bank at least once per 720 hours of system
operation. This changes the CTS by deleting the test requirements to perform an

" in-place DOP test of the HEPA filter banks and an in-place test of the charcoal
-adsorber banks every 720 hours of system operation.

The purpose of CTS 4.7.B.2.a is to prescribe testing requirements for the
Standby Gas Treatment System consistent with Regulatory Guide 1.52, "Design,
Testing, and Maintenance Criteria for Post Accident Engineered-Safety-Feature
Atmosphere Cleanup System Air Filtration and Adsorption Units of Light-Water-
Cooled Nuclear Power Plants." This Regulatory Guide only requires a laboratory
analysis of a carbon test sample from the charcoal adsorber to be performed
after every 720 hours of system operation. The other tests (in-place DOP test of
the HEPA filter banks and in-place test of the charcoal adsorber banks) are not
required to be performed at this Frequency. This change acceptable and
consistent with the current requirements for filter testing of the CREF System in
CTS 4.17.B.2.a. This change is designated as less restrictive because
Surveillances will be performed less frequently under the ITS than under the
CTS.

(Category 7 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Frequency, Non-24 Month Type
Change) CTS 4.9.B.3.b.3) requires a sample and check for quality of the diesel
fuel every month. Currently, this is met by performing a viscosity check and a
water and sediment check. ITS 5.5.8.c only requires total particulate
concentration of the fuel oil to be tested every 31 days. This changes the CTS
by deleting the monthly viscosity and water and sediment checks of stored fuel
oil. : ) : :

The purpose of CTS 4.9.B.3.b.3) is to ensure that the quality of the diesel fuel oil

- is acceptable so that the emergency diesel generators can perform their safety

function. This change is acceptable because the new Surveillance Frequency
has been evaluated to ensure that it provides an acceptable level of equipment
reliability. ITS 5.5.8.a restricts the acceptance of new fuel oil for use prior to
addition to storage tanks until the determination that the fuel oil has an API
gravity within limit, a flash point and saybolt viscosity within limits, and a water
and sediment content within limits. ITS 5.5.8.b requires all other properties of
new fuel to be verified within 31 days following addition of the new fuel oil to the
storage tank. ITS 5.5.8.a and ITS 5.5.8.b will ensure that the new fuel oil is of
high quality. Fuel oil degradation during long term storage shows up as an
increase in particulate, mostly due to oxidation. Therefore, total particulate
concentration of the fuel oil is determined and compared to an acceptable limit
every 31 days as required by ITS 5.5.8.c. The presence of particulate does not
mean that the fuel oil will not burn properly in a diesel engine but the particulate
can cause fouling of filters and fuel oil injection equipment, however, which can
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cause engine failure. This test is required to be performed every 31 days since

fuel oil degradation trends that indicate that particulate concentration is_unlikely

to change significantly between the 31 day Frequency interval. In addition,

SR 3.8.3.4 has been added (see Discussion of Changes for ITS 3.8.3) to ensure

that microbiological fouling does not occur. Microbiological fouling is also a

major cause of fuel oil degradation. There are numerous bacteria that can grow

in fuel oil and cause fouling, but all must have a water environment in order to

survive. The new Surveillance has been added to ensure the removal of water

from the fuel storage tank once every 31 days to eliminate the necessary

environment for bacterial survival. This change is designated as less restrictive

because Surveillances will be performed less frequently under the ITS than :
under the CTS. ' i

(Category 6 — Relaxation Of Surveillance Requirement Acceptance Criteria)
CTS 4.17.B.2.a.(4) requires the CREF System to be initiated "from the control
room" with a flow of 1000 cfm (+ 10%). ITS SR 5.5.6.a and 5.5.6.b do not
specify how to initiate the system. This changes the CTS by deleting the
requirement to start the system from the control room.

The purpose of CTS 4.17.B.2.a.(4), in part, is to ensure each CREF System can
be started from the control room periodically (i.e., every 24 months) or following
certain conditions (i.e., following painting, fire, or chemical release). This change
is acceptable because it has been determined that the relaxed Surveillance
Requirement acceptance criteria are not necessary for verification that the
equipment used to meet the LCO can perform its required functions. This
specific requirement to start the CREF System from the control room has been
deleted, however the ability to start the system from the control room is also
currently required by another Surveillance Requirement. CTS 4.17.B.1 states to
"initiate from the control room" flow through CREF subsystem and operate for at
least 10 hours. The Surveillance is required to be performed every 31 days. ITS
SR 3.7.4.1 includes the same requirement, however, the statement to "initiate
from the control room” is not included but has been relocated to the Bases in
accordance with the Discussion of Changes for ITS 3.7.4. (DOC LA.1).
Therefore, the CREF System will still be required to be started from the control
room. This change is acceptable because ITS SR 3.7.4.1 will continue to
periodically start the CREF System from the control room. This change is
designed as less restrictive because less stringent Surveillance Requirements
are being applied in the ITS than were applied in the CTS.

CTS 6.8.B includes the Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment program
requirements. The Combustible Gas Control System is included in this program.
ITS 56.5.2 includes the same program requirements for the Primary Coolant
Sources Outside Containment Program, except the Combustible Gas Control
System is not included in the program. This changes the CTS by deleting the
program requirement for the Combustible Gas Control System in the Primary
Coolant Sources Qutside Containment Program.

The purpose of CTS 6.8.B is to ensure controls are in place 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
practical. The Technical Specification requirements governing the
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OPERABILITY of the Combustible Gas Control System have previously been
removed from the Monticello Technical Specifications as documented in License
Amendment 138, dated May 21, 2004. However the License Amendment did not
remove the Combustible Gas Control System from the program requirements of
CTS 6.8.B since the Residual Heat Removal System cooling water supply was
still available to the Combustible Gas Control System (i.e., the potential for
coolant leakage that could be highly radioactive during a transient or accident still
existed). A plant modification has been completed that removes all
communication between the Combustible Gas Control System and the
containment and eliminated the Residual Heat Removal System cooling water
supply lines to the Combustible Gas Control System. Thus, the potential for the
Combustible Gas Control System to contain highly radioactive fiuids no longer -
exists. Therefore, the program controls for this system in CTS 6.8.B are no
longer necessary. This change is considered less restrictive because the
program requirement for the Combustible Gas Control System in the Primary
Coolant Sources Outside Containment Program has been deleted.

CTS 6.8.B.2 specifies that the integrated leak test requirements for each system
outside containment that could contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious
transient or accident must be performed at a refueling cycle interval or less.

CTS 6.8.B also states that CTS 4.0.B is applicable (i.e., a 25% grace period is
allowed). ITS 5.5.2.b specifies that the same test must be performed at least
once per 24 months and ITS 5.5.2 states that the provisions of ITS SR 3.0.2 are
applicable. This changes the CTS by extending the Frequency of the
Surveillance from 18 months (i.e., the current Monticello frequency for this test,
based on the previous refueling outage interval) to 24 months (i.e., a maximum of
30 months accounting for the allowable grace period specified in ITS SR 3.0.2).

The purpose of CTS 6.8.B.2 is to ensure the leakage from systems outside
containment that would or could contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious
transient or accident is reduced to as low as practicable levels. This change was
evaluated in accordance with the guidance provided in NRC Generic Letter

No. 81-04, "Changes in Technical Specification Surveillance Intervals to
Accommodate a 24-Month Fuel Cycle,"” dated April 2, 1991. Reviews of historical
surveillance data and maintenance data sufficient to determine failure modes
have shown that these tests normally pass their Surveillances at the current
Frequency. An evaluation has been performed using this data, and it has been
determined that the effect on safety due to the extended Surveillance Frequency
will be minimal. Extending the Surveillance test interval for the System Integrity
integrated leak test verification SR is acceptable because most portions of the
subject systems included in this program are visually walked down, while the
plant is operating, during plant testing, and/or operator/system engineer
walkdowns. In addition, housekeeping/safety walkdowns also serve to detect
any gross leakage. If leakage is observed from these systems, corrective actions
will be taken to repair the leakage. Finally, the plant radiological surveys will also
identify any potential sources of leakage. These visual walkdowns and surveys
provide monitoring of the systems at a greater frequency than once per refueling
cycle, and support the conclusion that the impact, if any, on safety is minimal as

“aresult of the proposed changes. Based on the inherent system and component

reliability and the testing performed during the operating cycle, the impact, if any,
from this change on system availability is minimal. The review of historical
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surveillance data also demonstrated that there are no failures that would
invalidate this conclusion. In addition, the proposed 24 month Surveillance
Frequency, if performed at the maximum interval allowed by ITS SR 3.0.2 (30
months) does not invalidate any assumptions in the plant licensing basis. This
change is designated as less restrictive because Surveillances will be performed
less frequently under the ITS than under the CTS.
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5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.5 Programs and Manuals

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

5.5.1

Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM)

a.

g
~g

The ODCM shall contain the methodology and parameters used in the
calculation of offsite doses resulting 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 progranm

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

O,

required by Specification [ﬂSGE] and SEeciﬁcation m5.6.§|k @

;Licensee initiated changes to the ODCM:

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

11]  Sufficient information to support the change(s) together with the
appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the change(s) and

2] 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 not adversely
impact the accuracy or reliability of effluent, dose, or setpoint

calculationsgy

©E

©

LS

Shall become effective after the approval of the plant managerg and @

R
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. :

5

BWR/4 STS

5.5-1 _ Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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5.5 Programs and Manuals

6.8.8 5.5.2

6.8.B.1

6.8.8.2

6.8.8B

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

[the LowPressure] Core Spray, High Pressure Coolant Injection, Residual Heat @
Removal, Reactor Core Isolation Cooling,[hydrogenrecombiner) process

sampling, and Standby Gas Treatmentﬂ The program shall include the foIIowmg @

a. Preventive malntenance and periodic visual inspection requirements @@@

b. Integrated leak test requirements for each system at least once per

months.
ad) @

The prdvisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable.

[5.5.3

Post Accident Samplin

REVIEWER'S NOTE /

his program may be elimingted based on the implementdtion of NEDO-32991,
evision 0, “Regulatory Relgxation For BWR Post Accident Sampling Stations @
(PASS),” and the associated NRC Safety Evaluation dated June 12, 2001.

This program provides controls that ensure the capabili‘é to obtain and analyze
reactor coolant, radioactive gases, and particulates in plant gaseous effluents

and containment atmosphere samples under accident/conditions. The program
shall include the following:

a. Training of personnpel,

pling and analysis, and

b. Procedures for sz

6.8.D 5.5[f

6.8.D

6.8.D.1

c.  Provisions for maintenance of s'ampling and ahalysis equipment. ]

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 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,,\/E;_']_@

BWR/4 STS

5.5-2 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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6.8.D0.4

6.8.D.5

6.8.D.6

6.8.D.7

6.8.D.7.a

6.8.A7b

6.8.A.8

6.8.A9
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5.5 Programs and Manuals 4 : <

5.5&\!&%dioactive Effluent Controls Program (continued)'

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

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 ODCMy, __ (=7}

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 |

©)

28

Determination of cumulative 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.
Determination of projected dose contributions from radioactive effluents in

accordance with the methodology in the ODCM at least every 31 day

i

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 |

J

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. Fornoble gases: a dose rate < 500 mrem/yr to the whole body and a .

dose rate < 3000 mrem/yr to the skin@a'

©

2. Foriodine-131, iodine-133, triti(;m, and all radionuclides in particulate
form with half-lives greater than 8 days: a dose rate < 1500 mrem/yr

toany organg, (77}

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 ke () @

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 |
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5.55}.\Réiioactive Effluent Controls Program (continued)

6.8.D.10 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 19%—@

68D 11 k. Limitations on venting and purging of the[Mark Iljcontainment through the @
Standby Gas Treatment System to maintain releases as low as reasonably
achievable [(in BWR/4s with MarK 1l containments).

68D The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Radioactive

Effluent Controls Program surveillance frequency.

DOCM.1 5.5 Component Cyclic or Transient Limit
(4]

This program provides controls to track the |
occurrences to ensure that components are maintained within the design limits.

55.6 [ I-Jre-Stressed Concrete ContJinment Tendon Surveillance/{:’roqram

his program provides contrgls for monitoring any tendon fdegradation in pre-

tressed concrete containmegnts, including effectiveness ¢f its corrosion

u protection medium, to ensufe containment structural integrity. The program shall @
include baseline measurements prior to initial operations. The Tendon

Surveillance Program, inspection frequencies, and accgéptance criteria shall be in

accordance with [Regulafory Guide 1.35, Revision 3, 1990].

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Tendon
Surveillance Program inspection frequencies. ]

68.G 5.5@.\@ Inservice Testing Program

68.G - This program provides controls for inserviée testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2,
and 3[compenents. {The program shallincitde the followingi—

{ pumpsandvalves }

© ,é@
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5.5|ﬂ~\lnC:]ervice Testing Program (continued) @
. "
6.8.G.1 a.  Testing frequencies specified inthe ASME @
[Sgﬁ:fe‘;‘;'; o My Codo ]-’[ Pressure Vessel Codd and applicable Addenda as follows:
ASME/Bbiler and Pressyfre h .
M Coce VesselCodeland applicable Required Frequencies for :
Addenda terminology for performing inservice testing
inservice testing activities activities
Weekly At least once per 7 days
Monthly ‘ At least once per 31 days :
Bi iy Atleast once
uarterly or every 3 months. At least once per 92 da @
Semiannually or every 6 months - At least once per 184 days
Every 9 months At least once per 276 days
(Feven Zmonts. | Yearly¥or annually At least once per 366 days
(. every 24 montrs, |” Biennially¥or every 2 years At least once per 731 days ' Q
h INSERT 1
6.8.G6.2 b.  The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the above required —(SeRT)
Frequencies for performing inservice testing activitiesm__E] @
6.8.G3 c. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to inservice testing activitie::’.ﬂD @
68.G.4 d.  Nothing in the ASME Boller and Pressure Vessel Code shall be construed

DOCA4 558

DOCAA4

to supersede the requirements of any TS.

Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP) . : ' @
A program shal[be]establishied to jraplement the([following] required testing of[;—-] } @
Engineered Safety Feature (ESF) filter ventilation systemss requencies

specified in [Regulatory Guide ], and in accordance with [Regulatory Guide 1.52
Revisign 2, ASME N510-1989, and AG-1].

3.7.8.2.a(1),4.7.B2.a(1),
37.83a,47B3a,
3.17.82.a(1),4.17.8.2,
4.17.82.a.(1),4.17.8.2.a.(4)
317.8.3.a,4.17.83.a

INSERT 18 from
page 5.5-7

INSERT 1A 10

Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test of the [hjgh o
Efficiency_particulate air {HEPA] filters shows a penetration and system
bypass < [065]7 when tested in accordance with [Regutatory Guide 1.52, @
Revision 2, and[ASME N510-1989] at the system flowrate specified below

%Z?L’li" ESF Ventilation System Flowrate
[ 1] [ 1]

BWR/4 STS
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 INSERT 1

5.5

Every 48 months At least once per 1461 days
Every 5 years : At least once per 1827 days
Every 8 years - At least once per 2922 days

Every 10 years At least once per 3653 days

INSERT 1A

Tests described in Specifications 5.5.6.a and 5.5.6.b shall be performed once per
24 months and following painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone
communicating with the subsystem while it is in operation that could adversely affect the

. high efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filters or charcoal adsorber capability.”

3.7.B3.a,4.7.B3.a,
3.17B3a, -
4.17B3a

3.7.B.3b,4.7B3.b,
3.17.B3b,
4.17.B3b

47B.2b,
4.17B2.c

47B2c¢,
4.17.B.2.¢

The test described in Specification 5.5.6.a shall be performed after any maintenance or
testing that could affect the leak tight integrity of the HEPA filters.

The test described in Specification 5.5.6.b shall be performed after any maintenance or
testing that could affect the leak tight integrity of the charcoal adsorber banks.

Tests described in Specification 5.5.6.c shall be performed once per 24 months; at ieast

- once per 720 hours of system operation; following painting, fire, or chemical release in

any ventilation zone communicating with the subsystem while it is in operation that could
adversely affect the charcoal adsorber capability.

The tests described in Specification 5.5.6.d shall be pérformed once per 92 days for the
Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) System and once per 24 months for the Control Room
Emergency Filtration (CREF) System.

The test described in Specification 5.5.6.e shall be performed once per 24 months.

INSERT 2

ESF Ventilation Penetratidn (%) Flowrate (cfm)
- System .
SGT System <1.0 | > 3,150 and < 3,850
CREF System < 1.0 for each individual >900and < 1,100
HEPA filter and < 0.05 for
each pair of HEPA filters

Insert Page 5.5-5

Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 84 of 143



Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 85 of 143

Programs and Manuals
5.5

c1s 5.5 Programs and Manuals

€

5.5@\\/5rilation Filter Testing Program (continued) -
6 : . specified o

b.

.3.7.B2.a(2),4.7.82.a.(2),
37.8.3b,4.7.83b,
317B.2.a(2),4.1782,
447822.(2),4.17.82.a.(4),
317.8.3b,4.17.8.3b

3.7.8.2.a.3),47.8.2.a.(3),
3.17.8.2.a.(3),4.17.8.2,
4.17B.2.a(3),3.17.8.2b,
4.17.82b

C.

Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test of thg, (__below
charcoal adsorber shows a penetration and system bypass [< [Q45]% when
tested in accordance with[JRegulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, and

ME| N510-1989] at the system flowrate specified below|[z J0%]}

©

ANSI At |
ESF//entllatlon 7étem / Flowrate .
[ ] [ ] (S

Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that a laboratory test of a sample

. of the charcoal adsorber, when obtained as descrlbed i ulato
Guide 1.52, Revision 2], shows the methy! iodide penetratlorfml

specified below when tested in accordance with ASTM D3803-1989
at a temperature of 30°C (86°F) and the relative humidity specified below.

ESF Ventilation System  Penejration ace Velocity (fps) Q
[See Reviewer's [See [See Reviewer's
Note] "~ Reviewef's Note]
Notg INSERT 4
/ IEWER S NOTE

improve repeatablllty of the test.

Allgwable Penetration = [(100p% - Methyl lodide Efficiently * for Charcoal Credited
in Llicensee's Accident Analysis) / Safety Factor]

When ASTM D3803-1989 isjused with 30°C (86°F) and/95% RH (or 70% RH
wijth humidity control) is used, the staff will accept the following:

Safety factor > 2 for systems with or without hunjidity control.
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INSERT 3

5.5

ESF Ventilation Penetration (%) Flowrate (cfm)
System )
SGT System <1.0 - >3,150 and < 3,850
CREF System < 1.0 for each individual >900and <1,100

charcoal adsorber section
and < 0.05% for each pair of
charcoal adsorber sections

INSERT 4

ESF Ventilation Penetration (%) _ RH (%)
System '
SGT System <50 . 95
CREF System <05 ’ 95

Insert Page 5.5-6
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DOCA4 55 Ventilation Filter Testing Program (continued) -
@'\LG_J a Program ( ) ®

Humidity gontrol can be provided by/heaters or an NRC-approved analysis that
demonstrates that the air entering thie charcoal will be maintainfed less than or

3.7.8.2b.(1), 47.8.2b, .d. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that the pressure drop across[“"ersj @
317.8.2¢(1), 41782.0(1) the comblnedl HEPA fliters, the prefilters, and the charcoal adsorbers Is [& 1

el specified below when tested in accordance with |]Regulatory @
Gunde 1 52 Revnsuon 2, and|ASKE|N510- 1989]] at the system flowrate @

specified below |z 10%] (Axs!

ESF Venflilation System Delta P - Flowrate
‘ “

3.7.8.2b.(2), 4.7.B2c, Demonstrate that the heaters for each of the ESF systems dissipate the

3.17.8.2.c(2), 417.82..(2) value specified below[[x ¥0%] when tested in accordance with

gt

=
®

-1989f AN

Sl
ESF Ventilation System ' Wattage ]
{ move to }\
page 5.5-5 as
DOC A4

INSERT 18
The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are appllcable to the VFTP test
frequencies.

i@

7

681 5.5@]/6 Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program

Offqas Treatment System }

LU

6.8 : El'h&program provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures contained
in thel [Waste Gas-Hoidup System], [ithe quantity of radioactivity contained in gas @
storage tanks or fed into the offgas treatment system, and the quantity of
radioactivity contained in unprotected outdoor liquid storage tanksﬂ} The gaseous
radioac quantities shall be detgrmined following the methodology in [Branch
Technigal Position (BTP) ETSB 1145, "Postulated Radioactive Release due to .
. |[Waste/Gas System Leak or Failuge"). The liquid radwaste quantities shall be
determined in accordance with [Standard Review Plan, Sectign 15.7.3, /
"Postulated Radioactive Releasg due to Tank Failures"]‘

BWR/4 STS 5.5-7 ) Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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' INSERT 5

5.5

ESF Ventilation Delta P (inches water Flowrate (cfrri)
System gauge)
SGT System <6 > 3,150 and < 3,850
CREF System <8 >900 and < 1,100

INSERT 6

ESF Ventilation 4 Nominal Wattage (kW)

System _
SGT System >18
CREF System >45and<55

Insert Page 5.5-7
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5.5@ Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program (continued)
7 % 7
The program shall include: : O
. ) ——{ Offgas Treatment System} @
6.811 , R‘i The limits for concentrafions of hydrogen and oxygen in the [Waste"Gas|
Holdup-System]land a ,survelllance 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"
explosnonw @
6812 b. Aﬁurvelllance program to ensure that the quantity of radioactivity contamed@
in [ﬂeach gas storage tank and fed into the offgas treatment systemj] is less
than the amount that would result in a whole body exposure of > 0.5 rem to
any individual in an unrestricted area, in the event of Jan uncontrolled ‘ @
release of the tanks' contentd]smd O
6.8.1.3 c. Agurveillance program to ensure that the quantity of radioactivity contalned
in all outdoor liquid radwaste tanks that are not surrounded by liners, dikes,
or walls, capable of holding the tanks' contents and that do not have tank
overflows and surrounding area drains connected to the [[qumd Radwaste @
Treatment Systemy is less than the amount that would result in
concentrations less than the limits of 10 CFR 20, Appendix B, Table 2,
Column 2, at the nearest potable water supply and the nearest surface
water supply in an unrestricted area, in the event of an uncontrolled release
of the tanks' contents.
6.8 The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Explosive Gas and
Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program ﬁurveillance/?requencies.
DOCA6 5.5. Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program |
8 7
DOCASG A diesel fuel oil testing program to implement required testing of both new fuel oil
) and stored fuel oil shall be established. The program shall include sampling and
testing requirements, and acceptance criteria, all in accordance with applicable
ASTM Standards. The purpose of the program is to establish the following:
49.83b3) a. Acceptability of new fuel oil for use prior to addition to'storage tankig by @

determining that the fuel oil has:

1. An AP gravity[or ap absolute spécnf ic gravity within limitg, a 0
2. Aflash paint and [kinerfatid VISCOSIty within limits{for ASTM-ZD fuel oif

| saybolt l and
3. Alclear ard bright appesatance with gtep’er color or g water and

sediment content within llmltS'\

O
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DOC M.1 5.5. Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)
19]

5.5
AN, o |
5.5 Programs and Manuals _
5510l _ Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program (continued) @
5) the |
498303 b.  Within 31 days following addition of the new fuel oil to¥storage tank; verlfy e
that the properties of the new fuel oil, other than those addressed in EA ()
above, are within limits[for ASTMZD fuel oi I% = 58 :
- - : 1
49.83b.3) c.  Total particulate concentration of the fuel oil is < 10 mg/l when tested every
31 days. _
DOCA.6 The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are apphcable to the Diesel Fuel Oil
Testing Program testirequencies. @
68K 5.5.@v\@ Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program @
68X This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases of these
Technical Specifications. . .
6.8.K.1 a. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate
administrative controls and reviews.
6.8K.2 b. Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC approval
provided the changes do not require either of the following:
6.8K2a 1. ‘ A change in the TS incorporated in the license1or ) @
6.8.K2b 2.  Achange to the updated[ESAR or Bases tEat requires NRC approval w
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.58. :
68K3 c. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that the U] e
Bases are maintained consistent with the fSAR.
: Q)
6.8.K4 d. Proposed changes that meet the criteria of Specification 5.5. above .

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

®

This program ensures loss of safety function is detected and appropnate actions
taken. Upon entry into LCO 3.0.6, an evaluation shall be made to determine if
loss of safety function exists. Additionally, other appropriate actions may be
taken as a result of the support system inoperability and corresponding exception
to entering supported system Condition and Required Actions. This program
implements the requirements of LCO 3.0.6. ,C' he SFDP shall contain the

following: ) @
BWR/4 STS 5.5-9 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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5.5.1/2x_ Safety Function Determination Program (continued)

o

%
5

"

5.5%

(19]
I-E[} Provisions to ensure that an inoperable supported system's Completion
4]
.
(]

b o/ ol ]

0

Provisions for cross train checks to ensure a loss of the capability to
perform the safety function assumed in the accident analysis does not go

undetecteqzv\/@

Provisions for ensuring the plant is maintained in a safe condition if a loss @
of function condition existq{} '

©

©

Time is not inappropriately extended as a result of multiple support system
inoperabilitiesﬂ,@d A

)
Other appropriate limitations and remedial or compensatory actions. @

©

A loss of safety function exists when, assuming no concurrent single failure, no @
concurrent loss of offsite power, or no concurrent loss of onsit
generator(s), a safety function assumed in the accident analysis cannot be

performed. For the purpose of this program, a loss of safety function may exist

when a support system is inoperable, and:

A required system redundant to the system(s) supported by the inoperable
support system is also inoperabl , 3

A required system redundant to the system(s) in turn supported by the @
inoperable supported system is also inoperablg, or

A required system redundant to the support system(s) for the supported @
systemsi(a) fd (b) iboYe is also inoper. a?'e- [ge;:rab:g in Spedifications 5.5.10.0.1 and l .

The SFDP identifies where a loss of safety function exists. If a loss of safety
function is determined to exist by this program, the appropriate Conditions and
Required Actions of the LCO in which the loss of safety function exists are
required to be entered. When a loss of safety function is caused by the
inoperability of a single Technical Specification support system, the appropriate
Conditions and Bequired Actions to enter are those of the support system.

, @

Primary Containfnent Leakage Rate Testing Program

[OPTION

a. A pfogram shall establish the leakage rate testing 6f the containment as @

BWR/4 STS
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5.5.@.\5rimaw Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program (continued) ' @

tP,. shall be [ 1%

The maximum allowable containment leakage rate, L,,
of containment air weight per gay. -

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:
Containment leakage rate acceptance criterion is < 1.0 L,. During

the first unit startup follpwing testing in accordarjce with this program,
the leakage rate acceptance criteria are < 0.60 L, for the Type B and
C tests and < 0.75 L, for Type A tests.
Air lock testing éccep ance criteria are:

a) Overall air lock Jeakage rate is <{0.05 L] when tested at 2 Pa.

b) For each door,[leakage rate is <[0.01 L}] when pressurized to

A program shall establish the leakage rate testing of the containment as
required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B, as

modified by approved exemptions. This program shall be in accordance
with the guidelines contained in Regulatory Guide 1.163, "Performance-

Based Containment Leak-Test Program," dated September, 1995[,as @
modified by the following exceptior%: '
1 / ] INSERT 7 @

The calculated peak containment internal pressure for the design basis loss
of coolant accident, P,, is[[45|psigd]. The containment design pressure is @

@

The maximum allowable containment leakage rate, L, at P, shall be[[]% @
of containment air weight per day.

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

BWR/4 STS
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(D)) s

The Type A testing Frequency specified in NEI 94-01, Revision 0, Paragraph 9.2.3, as
"at least once per 10 years based on acceptable performance history” is modified to be
"at least once per 15 years based on acceptable performance history.” This change
applies only to the interval following the Type A test performed in March 1993.

5.5

Insert Page 5.5-11
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5.5. @V\E:]’nmarv Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program (continued) @
6.8.M4.2 1. Containment leakage rate acceptance criterion is < 1.0 L,. During the
first unit startup following testing in accordance with this program, the
leakage rate acceptance criteria are < 0.60 L, for the Type B and C
tests and < 0.75 L, for Type A tests.
6.8.M.4.b 2.  Air lock testing acceptance criteria are:
6.8.M.4.b.1) a) Overall air lock leakage rate is s[ﬂo 05 La[]]when gtgos}ed at 2 Pa. @
6.8M4b.2) b)  For each door, leakage rate is <[10H1 L when pressurized to ®
10 psi
A m> ﬂ “ INSERT 8 Il 7 @
6.8.M.5 The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are apphcable to the Primary Contamment @

Leakage Rate Testing Program.

f.  Nothig in these Technical Sgecifications shall be cgnétrued to modify the __,@
testing Frequencies requiréd by 10 CFR 50, Apperidix J.

[OPTION A/B Combined]

a. A program shall establish the leakage rate testing of the¢ containment as
: required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix J. [Type Al[Type B
and @] test requirements are jn accordance with 10 CHR 50, Appendix J,
Optign A, as modified by appfoved exemptions. [Typq B and C][Type A]
~ test requirements are in accardance with 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B,
as mjodified by approved exgmptions. The 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option
B tept requirements shall be fin accordance with the g idelines contained in
Re ulatory Guide 1.163, "Performance-Based Contajnment Leak-Test
Program,” dated Septembey, 1995 [,as modlf' ed by the following @
exgeptions:

(30 psig]
c. he maximum allowable containment leakage rate, L,, at P,, shall be [ 1%
f containment air weigh{ per day
d. eakage rate acceptance criteria are:

BWR/4 STS
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@ INSERT 8

The resilient seals of each 18 inch primary containment purge and vent valve
shall be replaced at least once every 9 years. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are
applicable to this requirement. If a common mode failure attributable to the
resilient seals is identified based on the results of SR 3.6.1.3.11, the resilient
seals of all 18 inch primary containment purge and vent valves shall be replaced.

5.5

Insert Page 5.5-12
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5.5.%ﬁmaw Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program (continued)

Overall air lock legkage rate is < [0.05 L,] when tésted at > P,.

a)

b) Foreach door, leakage rate is <10.01 L,] when pressurized to
2 [10] psig.

e. Th provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Prinjary Containment
Leakage Rate Testing Program.

f. Nothing in these Technical Specifications shall be construed to modify the
testing Frequencies required by 10 CFR 50, Appendix J.

DOC M.1 5.5.@.@ - Battery Moniforinq and Maintenance Program

This Program provides for battery restoration and maintenance, based on [ﬂthe
recommendations of IEEE Standard 450-1995, "IEEE Recommended Practice
for Maintenance, Testing, and Replacement of Vented Lead-Acid Batteries for
Stationary Applications,” or of the battery manufacturerﬂ] of the following:

a.  Actions to restore battery cells with float voltage <[[2.13] V4 and @

b.  Actions to equalize and test battery‘celis that had been discovered with
electrolyte level below the minimum established design limit.

BWR/4 STS 5.5-13 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.5, PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

1. These punctuation corrections have been made consistent with the Writer's Guide
for the Improved Standard Technical Specifications, NEI 01-03, Section 5.1.3.

2. The brackets are removed and the proper plant specific information/value is
provided. '

3. This Specification has been renumbered to be consistent with the ITS format and for
clarity.

4. The bracketed ISTS '5.5.3, Post Accident Sampling, is not included in the CNP Units
1 and 2 ITS. The requirements for Post Accident Sampling have been deleted from
the CTS in License Amendments 136 dated June 17, 2003. This deletion was based
on the Monticello implementation of NEDO-32991, Revision 0. Subsequent
programs have been renumbered, as necessary. '

5. The Monticello design does not include a Mark Il containment, however it does
require this limit. Therefore, ISTS 5.5.4.k (ITS 5.5.3.j) has been modified to reflect
the current licensing requirements.

6. Changes are made (additions, deletions, and/or changes) tb the ISTS which reflect
the plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis, or
licensing basis description.

7. ISTS 5.5.6 provides requirements for the Pre-Stressed Concrete Containment
Tendon Surveillance Program. Monticello does not have a pre-stressed concrete
containment tendons in the primary containment. Therefore, this ISTS program is
not included in the Monticello ITS. Subsequent programs have been renumbered, as
necessary.

8. The Inservice Testing (IST) Program (ISTS 5.5.7) has been modified to state that the
IST Program provides control for ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 "pumps and valves"
in place of the current "components.” 10 CFR 50.55a(f) provides the regulatory
requirements for an IST Program. It specifies that ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3
pumps and valves are the only components covered by an IST Program.

10 CFR 50.55a(g) provides regulatory requirements for an Inservice Inspection (ISI)
Program. It specifies that ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 components are covered by
the 1SI Program, and that pumps and valves are covered by the IST Program in

10 CFR 50.55a(f). The ISTS does not include IS] Program requirements as these
requirements have been relocated to a plant specific document. Therefore, the
components to which the IST Program applies (i.e., pumps and valves) have been
added for clarity. In addition, the statement "The program shall include the
following:" has been deleted because not all of the statements that follow are really
part of the program requirements. Also, in the 1987 Addenda to the 1986 edition of
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section Xl, the requirements for Inservice
Testing were removed and relocated to the ASME/ANSI OM Code. This change was
endorsed in 10 CFR 50.55a. 10 CFR 50.55a(f) now addresses the requirements for
inservice testing using the ASME/ANSI| OM Code and 10 CFR 50.55a(g) addresses
the requirements for inservice inspection using ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel
Code, Section XI. The ITS has been revised to incorporate the current ASME/ANSI
OM Code requirements. In addition, the terms every 12 months, 24 months,

Monticello Page 1 0of 3
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.5, PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

48 months, 5 years, 8 years, and 10 years are used in the ASME/ANSI OM Code
and have been added.

Editorial changes made for enhanced clarity or to be consistent with the Writer's
Guide.

ISTS 5.5.8 (ITS 5.5.6) provides requirements for the Ventilation Filter Testing
Program. ITS 5.5.6 is revised to reflect the Monticello licensing bases. In addition,
for clarity, the ISTS discussion concerning the provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3
have been moved from the end of this Specification to just after the drscussnon of the
Frequencies, since it applies only to the Frequencres

. The Reviewer’s Note has been deleted since’it is not intended to be included in the

ITS.

The Standby Gas Treatment System at Monticello does not include a prefilter.
Therefore, the phrase "combined HEPA filters, the prefilters, and the charcoal
adsorbers™ has been changed to "combined filters” to be consistent with the current
licensing basis. While the Control Room Emergency Filtration System does have
prefilters, the term "combined filters" adequately covers prefilters.

Typographical/grammatical error corrected.
The following changes have been made to ISTS 5.5.10 (ITS 5.5.8):

a. The allowance to determine absolute specific gravity instead of API gravity has
been deleted, consistent with current practice;

b. Saybolt viscosity has replaced kinematic viscosity, consistent with current
practice;

¢. The type of fuel oil, Type 2D, has been deleted, conS|stent with current licensing
basis; and

d. The clear and bright appearance test with proper color has been deleted,
consistent with current practice.

ISTS 5.5.13 (ITS 5.5.11) provides requirements for the Primary Containment
Leakage Rate Testing Program. The requirements of the ISTS are revised to reflect
the Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program requirements in CTS 6.8.M
and the replacement requirements for the primary containment purge and vent
valves in CTS 4.7.D.4. The statement in ISTS 5.5.13.f that "Nothing in these
Technical Specifications shall be construed to modify the testing Frequencies
required by 10 CFR 50, Appendix J" has been deleted because the phrase is not

. consistent with the allowance in ISTS 5.5.13.a (ITS 5.5.11.a), which states that the

16.

10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B requirements may be modified by approved
exemptions and exceptions.

The program details of the Explosive Gas and Storége Tank Radioactivity Monitoring

Program are described in ISTS 5.5.9 (ITS 5.5.7) parts a, b, and c. Therefore, the

Monticello ) Page20of 3
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.5, PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

sentence in the introductory paragraph that specifies a method to determine the
explosive gas and storage tank radioactivity is not necessary.

Monticello Page 30f 3
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARISS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.5, PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGE L.4

Nuclear Management Company, LLC (NMC) is converting the Monticello Current
Technical Specifications (CTS) to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1433, "Standard Technical Specifications, General Electric Plants,
BWR/4." The proposed change involves making the Current Technical Specifications
(CTS) less restrictive. Below is the description of this less restrictive change and the
determination of No Significant Hazards Considerations for conversion to NUREG-1433.

CTS 6.8.B includes the Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment program
requirements. The Combustible Gas Control System is included in this program. ITS
5.5.2 includes the same program requirements for the Primary Coolant Sources Outside
Containment Program, except the Combustible Gas Control System is not included in
the program. This changes the CTS by deleting the program requirement for the
Combustible Gas Control System in the Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment
Program.

The purpose of CTS 6.8.B is to ensure controls are in place 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 practical. The Technical
Specification requirements governing the OPERABILITY of the Combustible Gas Control
System have previously been removed from the Monticello Technical Specifications as
documented in License Amendment 138, dated May 21, 2004, However the License
Amendment did not remove the Combustible Gas Control System from the program
requirements of CTS 6.8.B since the Residual Heat Removal System cooling water
supply was still available to the Combustible Gas Control System (i.e., the potential for
coolant leakage that could be highly radioactive during a transient or accident still
- existed.). A plant modification has been completed that removes all communication
between the Combustible Gas Control System and the containment and eliminated the
Residual Heat Removal System cooling water supply lines to the Combustible Gas
Control System. Thus, the potential for the Combustible Gas Control System to contain
highly radioactive fluids no longer exists. Therefore, the program controls for this system
in CTS 6.8.B are no longer necessary. This change is considered less restrictive
because the program requirement for the Combustible Gas Control System in the
Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment Program has been deleted.

NMC has evaluated whether or not a significant hazards consideration is involved with
these proposed Technical Specification changes by focusing on the three standards set
forth in 10 CFR 50.92, "Issuance of amendment," as discussed below:

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

Response: No.
The proposed change deletes the program fequirement for the Combustible Gas
. Control System in the Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment Program.

This change will not affect the probability of an accident since the program is not
considered to be an initiator of any accident previously analyzed. The

Monticello . Page 1 of 5
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 6.5, PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

consequences of an accident are not affected by this change since the potential
for the Combustible Gas Control System to contain highly radioactive fluids no
longer exists. Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the proposed change create the possibility of a new or dlfferent kind
of accident from any accident previously evaluated?

Response: No.

The proposed change deletes the program requirement for the Combustible Gas
Control System in the Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment program.
While the plant has already been altered (a plant modification has been
completed that removes all communication between the Combustible Gas
Control System and the containment and eliminated the Residual Heat Removal
System cooling water supply lines to the Combustible Gas Contro! System), this
specific Technical Specification change will not physically result in an alteration
to the plant (no new or different type of equipment will be installed as a result of
this Technical Specificaion change). The changes in methods governing normal
plant operation are consistent with current safety analysis assumptions.
Therefore, the proposed change does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any previously evaluated.

3. Does the proposed change mvolve a significant reduction in a margln of
safety?

Response: No.

The proposed change deletes the program requirement for the Combustible Gas
Control System in the Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment Program.
The margin of safety is not affected by this change because the potential for the
Combustible Gas Control System to contain highly radioactive fluids no longer
exists. Therefore, the program controls for this system is no longer necessary.
Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety.

Based on the above, NMC concludes that the proposed change presents no significant

hazards consideration under the standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c), and,
accordingly, a finding of "no significant hazards consideration” is justified.

Monticello Page 2 of §
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGE L.5

Nuclear Management Company, LLC (NMC) is converting the Monticello Current
Technical Specifications (CTS) to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as
outlined in NUREG-1433, "Standard Technical Specifications, General Electric Plants,
BWR/4." The proposed change involves making the Current Technical Specifications
(CTS) less restrictive. Below is the description of this less restrictive change and the
determination of No Significant Hazards Considerations for conversion to NUREG-1433.

CTS 6.8.B.2 specifies that the integrated leak test requirements for each system outside
containment that could contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious transient or-
accident must be performed at a refueling cycle interval or less. CTS 6.8.B also states
that CTS 4.0.B is applicable (i.e., a 25% grace period is allowed). 1TS 5.5.2.b specifies
that the same test must be performed at least once per 24 months and ITS 5.5.2 states
that the provisions of ITS SR 3.0.2 are applicable. This changes the CTS by extending
the Frequency of the Surveillance from 18 months (i.e., the current Monticello frequency
for this test, based on the previous refueling outage interval) to 24 months (i.e., a
maximum of 30 months accounting for the allowable grace period specified in ITS

SR 3.0.2). '

The purpose of CTS 6.8.B.2 is to ensure the leakage from systems outside containment
that would or could contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident
is reduced to as low as practicable levels. This change was evaluated in accordance
with the guidance provided in NRC Generic Letter No. 91-04, "Changes in Technical
Specification Surveillance Intervals to Accommodate a 24-Month Fuel Cycle," dated
April 2, 1991. Reviews of historical surveillance data and maintenance data sufficient to
determine failure modes have shown that these tests normally pass their Surveillances
at the current Frequency. An evaluation has been performed using this data, and it has
been determined that the effect on safety due to the extended Surveillance Frequency
'will be minimal. Extending the Surveillance test interval for the System Integrity
integrated leak test verification SR is acceptable because most portions of the subject
systems included in this program are visually walked down, while the plant is operating,
during plant testing, and/or operator/system engineer walkdowns. In addition,
housekeeping/safety walkdowns also serve to detect any gross leakage. If leakage is
observed from these systems, corrective actions will be taken to repair the leakage.
Finally, the plant radiological surveys will also identify any potential sources of leakage.
These visual walkdowns and surveys provide monitoring of the systems at a greater
frequency than once per refueling cycle, and support the conclusion that the impact, if -
any, on safety is minimal as a result of the proposed changes. Based on the inherent
system and component reliability and the testing performed during the operating cycle,
the impact, if any, from this change on system availability is minimal. The review of
historical surveillance data also demonstrated that there are no failures that would
invalidate this conclusion. In addition, the proposed 24 month Surveillance Frequency, if
performed at the maximum interval allowed by ITS SR 3.0.2 (30 months) does not
invalidate any assumptions in the plant licensing basis. This change is designated as
less restrictive because Surveillances will be performed less frequently under the ITS
than under the CTS. '

Monticello Page 3 of 5
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.5, PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

NMC has evaluated whether or not a significant hazards ‘consideration is involved with
these proposed Technical Specification changes by focusing on the three standards set
forth in 10 CFR 50.92, "Issuance of amendment,” as discussed below:

1.

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

Response: No.

The proposed change involves a change in the Surveillance Frequency from

18 months to 24 months. The proposed change does not physically impact the
plant, and does not impact any design or functional requirements of the
associated systems. That is, the proposed change does not degrade the
performance or increase the challenges of any safety systems assumed to
function in the accident analyses. The proposed change does not impact the
Surveillance Requirement itself, and does not change the methods used for
performing the Surveillance. Additionally, the proposed change does not
introduce any new accident initiators, because no accidents previously evaluated
have as their initiators anything related to the Frequency of Surveillance testing. .
The proposed change does not affect the availability of equipment or systems
required to mitigate the consequences of an accident, because of the availability
of redundant systems or equipment and because other tests performed more
frequently will identify potential equipment problems. Furthermore, an historical
review of Surveillance test results indicates that all failures identified were
unique, non-repetitive, and not related to any time-based failure modes, and
indicated no evidence of any failures that would invalidate the above conclusions.
Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

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

Response: No.

The proposed change involves a change in the Surveillance Frequency from

18 months to 24 months. The proposed change does not introduce any failure
mechanisms of a different type than those previously evaluated since there are
no physical changes being made to the facility. In addition, the Surveillance
Requirement itself and the way Surveillance is performed will remain unchanged.
Furthermore, an historical review of Surveillance test results indicates no

.evidence of any failures that would invalidate the above conclusions. Therefore,

the proposed change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated. '

Does the proposed change involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety? -

Response: No.

Although the proposed changeA will result in an increase in the interval between
Surveillance tests, the impact on system availability is minimal based on other,

Monticello Page 4 of 5
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more frequent testing or redundant systems or equipment, and there is no
evidence of any failures that would impact the availability of the systems.
Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. ‘

Based on the above, NMC concludes that the proposed change presents no significant

hazards consideration under the standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c), and,
accordingly, a finding of "no significant hazards consideration” is justified.

Monticello ' | Page 5 of 6
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56
586

ITS 5.6

\_ﬁn accordance with 10 CFR 50.4 }—

A summary report of plant startup and power escalation testing xhall ba submitted following (1) receipt of an operating
license, (2) amendment to the license involving a planned in¢réase in power level, (3) instaftation cf fuc that has a differont
design or has pfen manufactured by a different fuel suppliof, and (4) modifications that may have sigrificantly altere'the
nuclear, theprfial, or hydrautic performance of the plant. repon shall address each of the tests identified in the FSAR
and shall j general include a description of the measyfed values of the cperating conditions or characteristics ptained
during 1@ test program and a comparison of these yAlues with design predictions and specifications, Any coptective actions
that wére required to obtain satisfactory operation/Shall alsa be described. Any additional specific details lred In license
copditions based on other commitments shall b4 included In this report,

tartup reports shall be submitted within (1)/90 days following completion of the startup test program,A2) 90 days following
resumption or commencemént of commer€ial power operation, or (3) 8 months following initial eritipdlity, whichever is
earliest. If the Startup Report does noytover all three events (i.e., initial criticafity, completion of, up test program, and
resumption or commencement of comimercial power operation), supplementary repons shall bef submitted at least every
three months until all three eventshave been completed. :

6.7

248 2/16/89
Amendment No. 59

()
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56.2

G.7

{Deleted)
{Deleted)

adioactive > o
Tha Radioactive Effiuent Release Report coilerlng the operation of the unit during the previous year shall be submitted pri:
to May 15 of each year In accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a. The report shall include a summary of the quantities of
radioactiva fiquid and gaseous effluents and solid waste released from the unit. The material provided shall be consistent
with tha objectives outlined in the ODCM and in conformance with 10 CFR 50.36a and 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I,
Section IV.0.1.

(Deleted)
{Deleted)

249 02/01/05
Amendment No, 21550120, 142

ITS 5.6
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ITS 5.6

s

56.3 7. Core Operating Limits Report

58.3.a a. Core operating limits shall be established and documented in the Core Operating Limits Report before each reload
‘cycle or any remaining part of a reload cycie for the following: )

56304 [Rod Block Monitor Operability Requirements (Specification 3.2.C.2a)

T LBod Block Monitor Upscale Trip Settings (Table 3.2.3, ltem 4.a)

56.3.a5 }_ecirculatlon System Power to Flow Map Stability Reglons (Specification 3.5.F)

5.6.3.a.1 {Maximum Average Planar Linear Heat Generation Rate Limits {Specification 3.11.A)

563a3 {Linear Heat Generation Rate Limits (Specification 3.11.B)

56.3.a.2 [Minimum Critical Power Ratio Limits (Specification 3.11.C)

Power to Flow-Map (Bases 3.1) | I A3

56.3.b 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:

5.6.3.b.1 'NEDE-24011-P-A, “General Electric Standard Application for Reactor Fue!”[the_approved versioaat the time thete
|anatfses arg performed)]— '

5.8.3b.2 NSPNAD-8608-A, *Reload Safety Evaluation Methods for Application to the Monticetio Nuclear Generating Plant{(t}fe|
[approved-version at the time-theTeload analyses pre-performed)]

56.3b.3 . " NSPNAD-8609-A, “Qualification of Reactor Physics Methods for Application to Monticello” proyed-version

, [time-theTeload anelyses are pedormod)]
56.3b4 NEDO-31960, “BWR Owners® Group Long-Term Stability Solutions Licensing Methodology,” [.J,une‘l@w approvad
_ [version-atthe ime the-refoad analyses ara performaaj}

563b4 NEDO-31960,[Supplement 1, “BWR Owners' Group Long-Term Stability Solutions Licensing Methodolog
[the_approved version al the fime-theTsload analyses ate performed) |-

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

thermal-hydraulic limits, ECCS limits, nuclear limits such as shutdown margin, transient analysis limits and accident
analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met.

56.3d d. The Core Operating Limits Repon, Including
for eaoh reload cycle, to the NRC|Documen

250 06/11/02
Amendment No. 4646104110120, 128
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56.1

B. (Deleted)

ITS5.6

C. Environmental Reports k

1. Annual Radiological Environmental Operaling 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 Calcufation 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
environmantal 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 repon, 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.

251 10/30/01
Amendment No. 15384658120, 124
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8.7

2. (Deleted)

3.

Environmental even}s that indicate or could result in a signifiéant environmental impact causally related to plant
operation. The folléwing are examples: excessive bird impaction; onsite plant or animal disease outbreaks; up@sual
mortality of any species protected by Endangered Spegifis Act of 1973; increase in nuisance organisms or génditions;
or excessive gfivironmental impact caused by herbicjds application to transmission corridors associated with the plant.
This report ghall be submitted within 30 days of thg/event and shall (a) describe, analyza, and evaluatethe event,
including€xtent and magnitude of the impact and’plant operating characteristics, (b) describe the probable cause of the
event, {c) indicate the action taken to comrect the reported event, (d) indicate the corrective action §gken to preclude
repetition of the event and to prevent similag/occurrences involving similar components or systepss, and (e) indicate the
agéncles notified and their preliminary resgonses. -

b/ Proposed changes, tests or experimehts which may result in a significant increase in any/adverse environmental impact
which was not previously reviewed/or evaluated in the Final Environmental Statement dr supplements thereto. This
report shall include an evaluationf of the environmental impact of the proposed activjy and shall be submitted 30 days
prior to implementing the propdsed change, test or experiment.

. D. Speclal Reports

Unless otherwise indicated, Special reports requiy

sp

d for each report.

252 07/24/01
Amendment No, $65-171-38,46-50, 120

ITS 5.6

y the Technical Specification shall be submittedwithin the time period

Page 5 of 6

Ev1 40 2L} 9Bed ‘0 "A3Y ‘L] SWN|OA ‘| JuaWYoERY



€p1 30 €11 abed ‘0 "AdY ‘Z} SWN|OA ‘L JusWyOERY

564

the moperabiiity, and the plans and schedule for restoring the system to operable stats:

3.14/4.14

Amendment No. 2-37,63-104, 138

ITS
Table 3.14.1
lnstrumentation for Accidont Monitordng
Function Total No. of Minimum No. of Required
Instrumont Channels | Oporablo Channels | Conditions*
Reactor Vessel Fuel Zone Water Level 2 1 : A B
Safety/Reliof Valve Position 2 1 AC
(One Channe! Pressura Switch and One Channel
Thermocoupte Position indication per Valve)
Drywell Wide Range Pressure 2 1 AB
Suppression Pool Wide Range Level 2 1 AB
Suppression Pool Tomperaturo 2 1 AD
Drywell High Range Radiation 2 1 A, D
Ofigas Stack Wide Range Radiation 2 1 AD
Reactor Bidg Vent Wide Range Radiation 2 1. AD
* Required Conditions
A. [ Whon the number of channels made or found to be inoperable is such that the number of operable channets is fess than the total
number of channels, efther restore the inoperable channels to operable status within seven of prepare and submit a special
report to the Commission pursuant to Technical Spedification 6.7.00 within the next

ITS 5.6

See ITS 3.3.3.1 }

@'ﬁ:ys\ou{l_n"_n\lng the action {aken, the cause of
14 e

229 05/21/04

©
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.6, REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

A1

A2

A3

A4

In the conversion of the Monticello Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made
to obtain consistency with NUREG-1433, Rev. 3, "Standard Technical
Specifications General Electric Plants, BWR/4" (ISTS).

These changes are administrative changes and are acceptable because they do
not result in technical changes to the CTS. = -

CTS 6.7 requires, in addition to the requirements of 10 CFR, reports be
submitted to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Attn: Document Control

- Desk, Washington DC 20555, unless otherwise noted. CTS 6.7.A.7.d requires

the COLR to be submitted to the NRC Document Control Desk with copies to the
Regional Administrator and Resident Inspector. ITS 5.6 requires that the reports
be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4. This changes the CTS by
removing the specifics regarding distribution of the reports to the NRC.

10 CFR 50.4 provides distribution requirements for written communications to the
NRC. This change is acceptable because the requirements deleted from the
Technical Specifications are already required by 10 CFR 50.4. This change is
designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to
the CTS.

CTS 6.7.A.7.a states, in part, that core operating limits shall be established and
documented in the Core Operating Limits Report (COLR) before each reload
cycle or any remaining part of a reload cycle for the "Power to Flow Map
(Bases 3.1)." ITS 5.6.3.a does not include reference to the "Power to Flow Map
(Bases 3.1)." This changes the CTS by removing the specific reference to
"Power to Flow Map (Bases 3.1)." ‘

The purpose of this CTS 6.7.A.7.a statement is to specify the power to flow map
discussed in the CTS 3.1 Bases is located in the COLR. The power to flow map
is not currently discussed in the Bases of CTS 3.1. The power to flow map is
referenced in ITS 3.4.1 and therefore ITS 5.6.3.a.4 cross references ITS 3.4.1.
This change is acceptable because ITS 5.6.3.a references all Specifications
associated with the power to flow map in the ITS (i.e., ITS 3.4.1). This change is
designated as administrative because it does not result in technical changes to
the CTS.

CTS 6.7.D requires special reports be submitted within the time period specified by

.each report. CTS Table 3.14.1 Required Condition A requires the preparation and

submittal of a special report to the Commission pursuantto CTS 6.7.D. This is the
only Technical Specification that currently references CTS 6.7.D. The ITS does not
include a Special Report requirement; all reports have there own individual titles.
This changes the CTS by deleting the reference to Special Reports. The special
report requirement in CTS Table 3.14.1 is required by ITS 5.6.4, as modified by
DOC M.1.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.6, REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

The purpose of CTS 6.7.D is to identify that special reports are required to be
submitted. This change is acceptable because this specific CTS requirement is
redundant to the actual report requirement. CTS 6.7.D simply states to follow
whatever the special report in TS requires. CTS Table 3.14.1 is the only
Technical Specification requirement that requires a special report to be prepared
and submitted to the Commission and it is required by ITS 5.6.4, as modified by
DOC M.1. This change is designated as administrative because it does not
result in technical changes to the CTS.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

M.1

CTS Table 3.14.1 Required Condition A requires a report to be prepared and
submitted within the next 30 days outlining the action taken, the cause of the
inoperability, and the plans and schedule for restoring the inoperable Post
Accident Monitoring Instrumentation to OPERABLE status. ITS 5.6.4 requires
the same report to be prepared and submitted within 14 days. This changes the
CTS by reducing the time required to prepare and submit a Post Accident
Monitoring Report from 30 days to 14 days.

"The purpose of the Post Accident Monitoring Report is to inform the NRC of

inoperabilities associated with Post Accident Monitoring Instrumentation. This
report can be prepared and submitted to the NRC within the proposed 14 day
time period. This change is acceptable because the report can be prepared and
submitted within the 14 day time period. This change is designated more
restrictive because it decreases the time allowed to prepare the Post Accident
Monitoring Report.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

LA.1

(Type 3 — Removing Procedural Details for Meeting TS Requirements or
Reporting Requirements) CTS 6.7.A.7.b specifies the revision/supplement
numbers and dates (e.g., latest approved version at the time the reload analyses
are performed) of the referenced methodologies used for the development of the
COLR. ITS 5.6.3.b does not contain this level of detail. This changes the CTS
by moving the specific methodology references for revisions/supplements and
dates to the COLR. : ~

The removal of these details, which are related to meeting Technical
Specifications requirements, from the Technical Specifications is acceptable:
because this type of information is not necessary to be included in Technical
Specifications to provide adequate protection of public health and safety. The
ITS still retains the references for the COLR and only NRC-approved
methodologies may be used. The methodologies used to develop the
parameters in the COLR have obtained prior approval by the NRC in accordance
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.6, REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

with Generic Letter 88-16. Also, this change is acceptable because the removed
information will be adequately controlled in the COLR under the requirements
provided in ITS 5.6.3, "CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT." ITS 5.6.3
ensures that the applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core
thermal hydraulic limits, Emergency Core Cooling Systems limits, and nuclear
limits such as SDM, transient analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the
safety analyses are met and that only NRC-approved methodologies are used.
This change is designated as a less restrictive removal of detail change because
information relating to the methodology used to develop cycle-specific parameter
limits is being removed from the Technical Specifications.

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

L.1

L2

(Category 8 — Deletion of Reporting Requirements) CTS 6.7.A.1 contains
requirements for submitting a report of plant startup and power escalation testing
following: a) receipt of an operating license; b) amendment to the license involving
planned increase in power level; c) installation of fuel that has a different design or
has been manufactured by a different fuel supplier; and d) modifications that may

- have significantly altered the nuclear, thermal, or hydraulic performance of the

plant. The ITS does not contain such reporting requurements This changes the
CTS by deleting the requirements of CTS 6.7.A.1.

The purpose of CTS 6.7.A.1 is to provide a summary of plant startup and power
escalation testing following the four specified conditions as verification that the plant
operated as expected. This change is acceptable because the regulations
provide adequate reporting requirements. If there were any plant conditions
outside the expected parameters during plant startup, they would be reported to
the NRC if they met the reporting requirements in the regulations. Otherwise, the
reports would document that the plant operated as expected and already
approved by the NRC, as required by regulations. This change is designated as

‘less restrictive because reports that would be submitted under the CTS will not

be required under the ITS.

(Category 8 — Deletion of Reporting Requirements) CTS 6.7.C.2 specifies
requirements for other Environment Reports (non-radiological, non-aquatic).
ITS 5.6 does not include this reporting requirement. This changes the CTS by
deleting the requirement of other Environmental Reports (non-radiological, non-
aquatic).

The purpose of the other Environmental Reports (non-radiological, non aquatic)
is to ensure the NRC is informed of environmental events that indicate or could
result in a significant environmental impact casually related to plant operation. In
addition, the purpose of the report is to ensure that the NRC is notified of any
proposed changes, tests or experiments that may result in a significant increase
in any adverse environmental impact which was not previously reviewed or
evaluated in the Final Environmental Statement or supplements thereto. This
change is acceptable because the regulations provide adequate controls
associated with reports associated with "environmental events" and "proposed
changes, test, or experiments” which have a significant environmental impact.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.6, REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

This change is designated as less restrictive because reports that would be
submitted under the CTS will not be required under the ITS.

Monticello . Page 4 of 4
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.6 Reporting Requirements

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

5.6.1 O¢cupational Radiation Exposlre Report
i ‘ NOTE

[/A single submittal may be njade for a multiple unit statior). The submittal should
ombine sections common tg all units at the station. ]

-,

A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station,/utility, and other
personnel (including contragtors), for whom monitoring was performed, receiving
an annual deep dose equivalent > 100 mrems and the gssociated collective deep
dose equivalent (reported jn person - rem) according tojwork and job functions
(e.g., reactor operations and surveillance, inservice inspection, routine
maintenance, special maintenance [describe maintenahce], waste processing,
and refueling). This tabulation supplements the requirements of

10 CFR 20.2206. The dgse assignments to various dyty functions may be
estimated based on pocket ionization chamber, thermpluminescence dosimeter
(TLD), electronic dosimeter, or film badge measurements.. Small exposures
totaling < 20 percent of é e individual total dose need|/not be accounted for. In

the aggregate, at least 80 percent of the total deep dbse equivalent received
from external sources should be assigned to specifig major work functions. The
report covering the preyious calendar year shall be gsubmitted by April 30 of each
year. [The initial report shall be submltted by April 30 of the year followmg the
initial criticality.]

5.6. Annual Radiological Environmental Operatinq Report
1

L /NOTE

Z
[ A single s(ibmittal may be made fgr a multiple unit station. /The submittal should
combine Sections common to all 4nits at the station. ]

" 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

BWR/4 STS 5.6-1 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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6.7.A7.a
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.@v\l\gual Radiological Environmental Operating Report (continued)
1

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 measurementsin 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.

Radiological Effluent Release Report

A [ NOTE L

[ A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. /The submittal shall
combine gections common to all ynits at the station; however, for units with
separate radwaste systems, the Submittal shall specify th¢ releases of
radioagtive material from each ynit. ] ' '

L L L

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report covering the operation of the unit
during the previous year shall be submitted prior to May|f[of each yearin —(15)
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 Process Control Program and in conformance with

10 CFR 50.36a and 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix |, Section IV.B.1.

5.6.4

Routine reports of operajing statistics and shutdown gxperience shall be
submitted on a monthly/basis no later than the 15th/f each month following the
calendar month covergd by the report.

®

TSTF

@‘/@
5.6

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:

[ The i;igidual speciﬂcatior?ba’t address core oyﬂng limits must be
referencéd here. ]

BWR/4 STS
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@- INSERT 1

The APLHGR for Specification 3.2.1;

5.6

The MCPR for Specification 3.2.2;
The LHGR for Specification 3.2.3;

Cbntrol Rod Block Instrumentation Allowable Value for the Table 3.3.2.1-1 Rod Block
Monitor Functions 1.a, 1.b, and 1.c and associated Applicability RTP levels; and

The Normal Region, the Stability Exclusion Region, and the Stability Buffer Region of
the power to flow map, and the power distribution controls for Specification 3.4.1.

Insert Page 5.6-2
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6@\C‘):\ORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (continued)
3

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: ’

[ Identify the Topical Report(s) by/number and title or idehtify the staff 7
Safety Evaluation Report for a pfant specific methodology by NRC letter,
and The COLR will contain the complete identification for each of the
Technical Specification referenced topical reports used to prepare the

COLR (i.e., report number, title, revision, date, and any supplements)ﬂ

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
SDM, transient analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety
analysis are met.

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

Rdactor Coolant System (RCS) PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE LIMITS

~7) REPORT (PTLR)

RCS pressure and temperature limits for heat up, cgoldown, low
temperature operation,/criticality, and hydrostatic testing as well as heatup
and cooldown rates shall be established and documented in the PTLR for
the following: ‘ ‘

[ The individual specifications that address RCS pfessure and temperature
limits must be refererjced here. ]

The analytical methgds used to determine the RGS pressure and

Safety Evaluation for a plant specific methodolggy by NRC letter and date.
The PTLR will contain the complete identification for each of the TS

referenced Topicgl Reports used to prepare the PTLR (i.e., report number,
title, revision, date, and any supplements). ]

The PTLR shall be provided to the NRC uponyissuance for each reactor

vessel fluence period and for any revision or supplement thereto.

BWR/4 STS
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1.
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@m&m

NEDE-24011-P-A,"General Electric Standard Application for Reactor Fuel”;

4

NSPNAD- 8608-A "Reload Safety Evaluation Methods for Application to the
Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant™;

NSPNAD-8609-A,"Qualification of Reactor Physics Methods for Application to
Monticello™; and

NEDQ-31960,"BWR Owners' Group Long-Term Stability Solutions Licensing
Methodology.”

Insert Page 5.6-3
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Table 3.14.1 5.6[F
Note A
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Reporting Requirements

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6

RCS PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE LIMITS REPORT (coTtinued)

,REVIEWER'S NOTE

The methodology for the calchation of the P-T limits for NRC approval should

include the following provisions:

The methodology shall describe how the neutron flugnce is calculated
(reference new Regulafory Guide when issued).

The Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance Program ghall comply with
Appendix H to 10 CFR 50. The reactor vessel matérial irradiation

the specimen examinations shall be used to update the PTLR curves.
for the Power Operated Relief Valves (PORVs), developed using NRC-
approved methodologies may be included in the
with Regulatory Guide 1.99, Revision 2.

Review Plan 5.3.2, [Pressure-Temperature Limits.

The minimum temperature requirements of Appgndix G to 10 CFR Part
shall be incorporated into the pressure and temperature limit curves.

surveillance specimen/removal schedule shall be pfovided, along with how

Low Temperature Overpressure Protection (LTOP) System lift setting limits

The limiting ART shall be incorporated info the calculation of the pressure
and temperature limit curves in accordance with NUREG-0800 Standard

Licensees who have removed two or more capgules should compare for

The adjusted reference temperature (ART) for each reactor beltline ma_teriél @
shall be calculated, accounting for radiation embrjttlement, in accordance

50

each surveillance material the measured increase in reference temperature
(RTnor) to the prefdicted increase in RTnpr; where the predicted increase in
RTyor is based on the mean shift in RTypr plug the two standard deviation
value (2c,) specified in Regulatory Guide 1.99, Revision 2. If the measured

value exceeds the predicted value (increase RTyot + 26,), the licensee

should provide a/supplement to the PTLR to demonstrate how the results

affect the approved methodology.

Post Accident Monitoring Report

0

When a report is required by Condition B or F of LCO 3.3{33.1, "Post Accident @ '

Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation,” a report shall be submitted within the

following 14 days. The report shall outline the preplanned alternate method of

monitoring, the cause of the inoperability, and the plans and schedule for
restoring the instrumentation channels of the Function to OPERABLE status.

BWR/4 STS
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

56 |Reporting Requirements (&) — : . @

La?le A3.14.1 5.6.@ Post Accident Monitoring Report (continued)
ole .
/

Thése reports may be requir

VIEWER'S NOTE VA
covering inspection, test,

BWR/4 STS 5.6-5 ‘ Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.6, REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

1. The bracketed Note has been deleted because Monticello is not a multiple unit
- station. '

2. The brackets are removed and the proper plant specific information/value has been
- provided.

3. ISTS 5.6.3 requires submittal of the Radioactive Effluent Release Report prior to
May 1 of each year in accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a. The existing Monticello CTS
submittal date for this report is not May 1 of each year. Therefore, the submittal date
for this report is revised in ISTS 5.6.3 (ITS 5.6.2) to reflect the CNP CTS requirement
(i.e., prior to May 15).

4, ISTS 5.6.6, "Reactor Coolant System (RCS) PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE
LIMITS REPORT (PTLR)," is not adopted in the ITS. CTS Figures 3.6.1, 3.6.2,
3.6.3, and 3.6.4, which provide Reactor Coolant System heatup and cooldown
limitations, respectively, were adopted in ITS 3.4.3, "RCS Pressure and Temperature
(P/T) Limits." Subsequent Specifications are renumbered accordingly.

5. The ISTS Reviewer's Note has been deleted since they it not intended to be included
in the ITS.

CNP Units 1 and 2 Page 1 of 1
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Specific No Significant Hazards Considerations (NSHCs)
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.6, REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

There are no specific NSHC discussions for tﬁis Specification.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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ATTACHMENT 7

ITS 5.7, High Radiation Area
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Current Technical Specification (CTS) Markup
and Discussion of Changes (DOCs)
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57

57

571
5.7.1.a

57.1b

57.1.c

57.1d

5.7.1.d.1

57.1.d2

57.1.d3

6.9

6.9

High Radistion Area

' ITS 6.7

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:

1. 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.

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

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

4, Each lnduvldual or grOUp entering such an area shall possess:
a. Aradiation monitoring dsvice that' continuously displays radiation dose rates in the area, or

b. 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

¢. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and cumulative dose Information to a remote

receiver monitored by radiation pfotectlon personnel responsible for controlling personnel radiation exposure within the
area, or

’,

259 07/24/01
Amendment No. 120
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5.7.1.d4

5.7.1.d.4.()

5.7.1.d.4.(i)

571e

67.2

57.2a

5.7.2.a1

57.2.a2

57.2b

6.9

5.

. ITS 5.7

d. 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

2) Be under the survelllance as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in the area, by means of closed circuit
telavision, of personnel qualified in radiation protection procedures, responsible for controlling personnel radiation

expuosure 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 personnet 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.

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 unaut_horized entry, and, in addition:

a. All such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the administrative control of the shift supervisor, radiation
protection manager, or his or her designee.

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

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.

260 07/24/01
Amendment No. 120
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5§7.2c

57.2d

5.7.2d.1

57.2d.2

57243

5.7.2.4.3.())
5.7.2.d.3.(H)
57.2.d.4

67.2e

6.9

3.

. - Each Individual or group entering such an area shall possess:

ITS 5.7

Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures may be exempled from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent
while performing radlation surveys in such areas provided that they are otherwise following plant-radiation protection
procedures for entry 1o, exit from, and work in such areas.

a. A radiation monitoring device that céntlnuously 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

b. 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

c. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pockét lonization chamber or electronic dosimeter) and,

1) Be under 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 controlfing personnel exposure within the area, or

2) Beunder thé surveillance as specified in the RWP or equh)alent. while in the area, by means of closed i:ircuit
- television, of personnel qualified in radiation protection procedures, responsible for controliing personnel radiation
exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with and control every individual In the area.

d. Inthose cases where options b. and c. above are impractical or determined to ba inconsistent with the “As Low As is
Reasonably Achlevable® 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 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.

261 07/24/01
Amendment No. 120
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57.2f

6.9

ITS5.7

6. Such individual areas that are within a larger area where no enclosure exists for the purpose of locking and where no
enclosure can reasonably by 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 waming device.

262 07/24/01
Amendment No. 120
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.7, HIGH RADIATION AREA

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

A.1 - Inthe conversion of the Monticello Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the
plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain changes (wording
preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised numbering, etc.) are made
to obtain consistency with NUREG-1433, Rev. 3, "Standard Technical
Specifications General Electric Plants, BWR/4" (ISTS).

These changes are administrative changes and are acceptable because they do
not result in technical changes to the CTS. .

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES

None

LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

None

Monticello Page 1 of 1
Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 135 of 143



Attachment 1, Volume 17, Rev. 0, Page 136 of 143

Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS) Markup
and Justification for Deviations (JFDs)
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High Radiation Area
57
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

69 57 High Radiation Area

69  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:

69A 5741 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

6.9.A1 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.

6.9.A2 b.  Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means of
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. .

68A3 : 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.

6.9.A4 d.  Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess; @
{_one of the following J——*

69Ad4a 1. Aradiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation @

dose rates in the are@,@

69.A4b 2. A radiation monitoring devicé tha‘t continuously integrates the
radiation dose rates in the area and alarms when the device's dose
alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoin@,{] @

69.A4.c 3. _ Aradiation 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 areaﬂ]gL_E] @

6.9.A44d 4. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronlc
dosimeter) and,

6.9.A.4.d.1) " (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 doES«{se) @
rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling personnel
exposure within the area, or

BWR/4 STS 5.7-1 ‘ Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7 High Radiation Area

- 5741

6.9.A4.d.2)

6.9.A5

698 5§72

6.9.B.1

6.9.B.1.a

6.9.8B.1.b

6.9.B.2

"6.9.8B3

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

(continued)

(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.

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.

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 shift supervisor, 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.

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

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. . .

BWR/4 STS

5.7-2 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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High Radiation Area
57

c1s
5.7 High Radiation Area

57.2 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 (continued)

6.9.84 d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess one of the
following:
69.B4.a . 1.  Aradiation monitoring device that"continuously integrates the
radiation rates in the area and alarms when the device's dose alarm
setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoin,_E] @
69840 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@,@ @

6.9.84.c 3. Aself-reading dosimeter (e g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic
- dosimeter) and,

6.9.8.4.c.1) (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 )

6.9.84.c.2) (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 areﬂ]‘ @
6.9B4d ' 4. 'Inthose cases where [option {27and (3] above, are impractical or s
determined to be inconsistent with the "As Low As is Reasonably 57243

Achievable" principle, a radiation monitoring device that continuously
displays radiation dose rates in the area.

6.9.85 - 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 personne! 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.

BWR/4 STS 5.7-3 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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High Radiation Area_
5.7
Cc1s
5.7 High Radiation Area
57.2 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 (continued)
6.9.8.6 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. '

BWR/4 STS 5.7-4 Rev. 3.0, 03/31/04
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS 5.7, HIGH RADIATION AREA

k/ 1. These punctuation corrections have been made consistent with the Writer's Guide
for the Improved Standard Technical Specifications, NEI 01-03, Section 5.1.3.

2. The proper Specification numbers have been provided.
3. Change made to be consistent with another similar Specification (i.e., ITS 5.7.2.d).

-4. Typographical error corrected.

_Monticello Page 1 of 1
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Specific No Significant Hazards Considerations (NSHCs)
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS 5.7, HIGH RADIATION AREA

There are no specific NSHC discussions for this Specification.

Monticello Page 1 of 1
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