Attachment 2 to SERIAL: HNP-06-067

SHEARON HARRIS NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, UNIT NO. 1
DOCKET NO. 50-400/LICENSE NO. NPF-63
FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS (FAQS), REQUESTING ADDITIONAL
GUIDANCE OR CLARIFICATION REGARDING TRANSITION TO NFPA-805
“PERFORMANCE BASED STANDARD FOR FIRE PROTECTION FOR LIGHT
WATER REACTOR ELECTRIC GENERATING PLANTS”
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NFPA-805 Transition Pilot Plant
Frequently Agsked Questions
‘(Template)

Plant: Harris Nuclear Plant (HN FAQ#106-0002
‘Submittal Date: 042508 -
Licensee Conitact:  JeffBrman Tele/email, ;919-‘546-3681
NKC Contact: I Tele/emmail_

Subject
Intetpretive Guidanice?  Yes/No

Proposed New Griidasce not currently in NE104-02?  Yes/No

Details

NEI 04-02 Guidance needing mterpretatmn {include section, pamgm;ﬂl number, and line tumber
as: apphcable)

NEI'04:02, Section 5.3 and Appendix I

Retovimend making audcuan gumiaasﬁminscmmmgrevim in order to deterpine necessity for
Chapters featitres anid systems.: Refam!tézf'ﬂg #06-8003.

Detail contentious points if Heensee and NRC have not reached agreement:

N4 |

Potentially selevant existing FAQ numbers:

Related to FAQ #06-0003.

Response Section

Proposed Resolution.of FAQ-and basis for thie proposal:
NEI.Mz-Mns.s;mMpm&&Im refiect the revised grder of questions.

If appropriste, provide proposed tewording of guidance for inclusion in next revision.

As follows;
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63.3 Preliminary Risk Scresning

Onoethﬁdeﬁniﬁonof&eebangeisestabhsheitscmnmgxsmpcrfonnedmndmnfyaud
molvemmorchang@tomeﬁrepmtmpmgrm This screening is congistent with fire:
protection regultory review processes in place et suclear plants under traditional licensing
bases. ‘This screening process is modeled after the NEF 02-03 process, This procsss will address
mostadmm;s)u-aﬁvechanga(e.g , chariges to the combustible contirol progtanm, organizational
changes, £i¢:

. 3 ‘process that meets the “assessment ofthe
awcpmbﬁnyﬂfﬁsk” xeqtﬁwment of Section 244 of NFPA 805 are:

» Thequality of thescreer is sufﬁcaenitocnsu:ethax greater than miriimal risk inereases.
‘receive detatted ik assessmerits approptiate 1o the level of risk..

s memmmgpmwsmwbcdmﬁdmdbemlablcﬁrmpecﬂonbymmc
s “Thé streeniing process does not pose undue evatuation or wiaintenarice: burden.,
"I any of the:above s notmet, proceed-to Section 5:3.4 Risk Evalyation.

éfamnmgpmwﬂ The ¥eregning procéss is divided into:
3. }nnapezfommgamkmenin Se;ﬁon

byt!mchguge b); agthude 6f xpésted fires, £ detection D

,-'mejmpact of the-plant d:angeon each of these factors canbe wﬂw (gmquafmvdy oF
; vely) mdﬁfegonzed- as:: Wmm%fﬁmm ;

iz oneof&enbmﬁcwrSQmmMmuﬁm wmménw:se:mpactmmweﬂmoneaﬁhe

' ahowfam Freqiren e ick ffe by the ¢l ) magnitude

J*'M‘x' yith «; A.u..t E‘ b-n“u it it of e
porisideration ghoulid be glvento mLL ni the rigk model fo-sccount for the decreas

\
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Appendix | ~ Pjant Change Evaluation Form

I.  Plant Change Evaluation Form

|:1 mmngekeﬁﬂmbrmhmm 10 mmngmmmumgﬂmmmm
(Screcah wsmu,unru) A smm(s‘mgq
X Yes Ko

O ne.mxtvummmamma
COF/LERF sre acceptablé and

‘margin ave sisiotained, mwwu

dcceptable.

3 Fhe RISK EVALUATION dmanmm rihed

vl
BNOT scceptabie.

and ietnava!.

wwummmm $ processes: ‘Pt example it may be siccessary for: -ﬁrcpmmon
enginter, Mmm,mw‘emmwwmd@mmgmmmmmﬂmﬁm
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Appendxx ! Piant Change Evaiuataon Form

Considmng (he proyosed changc, -Bnswer e followmg qucsums, mcindmg & fefmncc tothe appheuble
regulatory, floensing basis, or NEPA docunrent(s}, and s bricf description bf why the proposed change
does ot doesnot Satisfy the refereticed dogument(s).

i __Doqdzepmposedchangegtwlveiﬁntim&fety(:o wpliance Strategy requirementas. _,,{ne!mz 1}
deﬁmdmmsmappmpmuammcntnfemq? Pronsavrm sma——y
s O Yes-hmeedtonsnonJ.& e —r N "’{mz vwi
« O No-Docummtbasxsmdmedtanesﬁmz @mg '_7
'y kmebngecﬁwﬁdmmmmnam? (SceAaadxmenﬂ)

o O Y&e Dncnmcntbmsmdstop - :
b, Docs the dhanige ekt the detérministicfequiferents o;fchapzmefmuosv
o 1 Yes mmm%&asﬁmdmmpmmmgmm ot o
o [ No ProcecdtoQuestionb, .. .. i Deletedsd )
B s
incmdcdandmeetsﬁm'. 02 fequi documcntatxon, R i Qdeﬁed Ses Atctisientd) 3

e [0 Ye Dotument basis and gomplete reiviaining sections.
o [] No PefomaBRikEvaluation.

Revision 21 2
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Appendix! - Plant’ change Evaluation Form

Considamg the proposed ehangc. engwer thc &ﬂlowmg questms, lncludmga reférence to the app!mb!e
segulatory, licensing basis, or NFPA document(s), and-# brief description of why the proposed change
does or dogs ot satiafy the referenced dotument(s).

somer{ Deleted: 3

ANnAe i Sopysc et PR

| ... Does the proposed chiange involve  Radinattive Release requirement s defined in [Insert

ap| ropriate document reference]?

[ o [ Yes—ProcesdtoQuestion . . .. e o T
D No-Domxmentbasxsmdpmwdwmkmuﬁng

& Isibe change: edimrialorﬁmlmnatme? (’Sec Aﬁadnnem 1)

oD m‘bammﬂmp o
. et '{MM ¥

] o 0 Mo
W Domhc Wmmmmm‘nfmcmbmmemmv
o [0 Yes Documentionslusio gnd proceed to risk screening. . e
| o O Mo FrocclW@Usma, s R
(3 , i ‘;kcxeasmmpximmmmgmmmdmmsm
it tiop for determination of equivalency is: e
1 &xdudadmdmcasm'ﬁmmuwemmsfmamwmon.. , o] Deleted: (Ser Atatioent)
° (j Yes  Document conclustons eod proceed to risk screcning P
o O Mo  FeformaRiskEvalustion,
Revision 2 3
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Appendix 1 - Plant Change Evaluation Form

LE ion pi
iy feremens, snsure

A end 20 espectvery,
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Conmdmgthcpmposcd cbangganswcrﬂmfcnuwlngquw&m ‘Ihcnamtcofﬁ:echange should
ensble yoy tochoose among the thes cateporiés. Refertothe IPEEE, & plant-specific fire PRA, or other
| documents to.determine whether the change could have *no”, *minitmal® or “potentially greater thari .
niinimal” jmpact. Documént the basis for the conclusion: - The potential for conunon cause effects of i
given plant ehisinge on the above factors should be-corisidered, For example, an increase in combustible
loading in & grea can impact all 6f the Factors: Se¢ Attackment 3 Rir examples.
4.0 Cmmemmgauwdmdmg;}:tlmmﬁskm?
2. Doss the proposed change impact the FIRE FREQUENCY of any fire scenarios affected by
the ¢hange?
6 [0 FNolpact

° D Minimal Jmpact
o [ paentially Greaterthen minimal

b, ‘nmmcmmtnang*-ﬁumpmmmmmmzmmfmmy
Hire scenztios affected by the dhange?
o O Nolmpoct

&, Dmﬂwrmmmnnpaammsswhl CAP&B’ILHY foreany fire.scenarios
affected by the change?
s [0  Nolmpact
o [ MisimaImpact

RevisionZi . 3
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Appendix I - Plant Change EvaluationForm
e. Does the proposed change impact the POST-FIRE CAPABILITY OF PLANT SYSTEMS,
1O PREVENT CORE DAMAGE (including fire affected human ections) during eny mode of
opération for any fire scenatios affected by the changé?
o [ Nolmpac
o [0  Minimal Impact
o [0  Potentially Greater than minimal

o [0  No: TheFirs Protection Pr s meets the fikinformed

scceptance eriteria of NF Section 2.4
6 [0  Yes,sdemiled quintitative risk evaluation s required.

Rovision 2 : ' : 6
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