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Application (Docket No. 52-006). The information included in this response is generic and is expected to
apply to all COL applications referencing the AP1000 Design Certification and the AP1000 Design
Certification Amendment Application.

Enclosure 1 provides the response for the following RAI(s):
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Very truly yours,

Py

Robert Sisk, Manager
Licensing and Customer Interface
Regulatory Affairs and Standardization

/Enclosure

1.  Response to Request for Additional Information on SRP Section 9

e

01671jb.doc MZ’D



CC:

D. Jaffe

E. McKenna
P. Buckberg
T. Spink

P. Hastings
R. Kitchen
A. Monroe
P. Jacobs

C. Pierce

E. Schmiech
G. Zinke

R. Grumbir
P. Loza

0167ljb.doc

U.S.NRC
U.S.NRC
U.S.NRC

TVA

Duke Power
Progress Energy
SCANA

Florida Power & Light
Southern Company
Westinghouse
NuStart/Entergy
NuStart
Westinghouse

1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E
1E

DCP/NRC2511

May 29, 2009
Page 2 of 2



DCP/NRC2511
May 29, 2009

ENCLOSURE 1

Response to Request for Additional Information on SRP Section 9

01671jb.doc



AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAI)

RAl Response Number: RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
Revision: 0

Question:

DCD Section 9.1.6.4 “Criticality Analysis for Spent Fuel Racks” references TR-65 .
(APP-GW-GLR-029), which utilizes the methodology described in WCAP 14416-NP-A. A 2001
NRC letter (ML012080337) states that WCAP 14416-NP-A can no longer be relied upon as
“approved methodology.” The staff has found that the AP1000 methodology does not
accurately calculate a spent fuel pool criticality analysis that meets 10 CFR 50.68.

Additionally, TR-65 relies on the same overall methodology used for multiple, recently submitted
operating fleet spent fuel pool criticality analyses which were not accepted by the NRC. One
example; a May 17, 2007 letter (MLO71230037) issued an RAl against the June 14, 2006
Beaver Valley Power Station (BVPS) license amendment request. This BVPS RAI, and the
process that followed, resulted in licensee commitments to work towards a license amendment
that meets the requirements of 10 CFR 50.68. The NRC feels that Westinghouse is familiar
with this spent fuel pool criticality analysis issue as it relates to BVPS and other utilities. The
NRC requests Westinghouse re-submit the AP1000 spent fuel pool criticality analysis with a
new methodology that meets 10 CFR 50.68.

Westinghouse Response:

Westinghouse has completely revised the AP1000 Spent Fuel Pool (SFP) criticality analysis in
APP-GW-GLR-029, Revision 0 “Spent Fuel Storage Racks Ciriticality Analysis” (formerly
Technical Report TR-65) with a new methodology that meets 10 CFR 50.68 requirements. The
new analysis is APP-GW-GLR-029, Revision 1, entitled “AP1000 Spent Fuel Storage Racks
Criticality Analysis” (Reference 1) which is a complete rewrite to supersede Revision 0. The
revised analysis includes a detailed calculation package from a certified subcontractor
(Reference 2) that was reviewed and approved through the Westinghouse quality program.

Key supporting documents (i.e. drawings, computer input decks) for this analysis will be
submitted to the NRC under separate transmittals. The new methods and models replace
specific shortcomings that the NRC identified as being no longer reliable as “approved
methodology.” These new efforts include evaluation of soluble boron, fuel assembly burn-up,
and various design and operational parameters to properly credit reactivity for the Region 2
spent fuel racks. Finally, the revision to the analysis presents a new and thorough methodology
focused on the AP1000 design that fully incorporates current and emerging industry and
regulatory guidance that is specifically designed to meet NRC and industry objectives to comply
with 10 CFR 50.68 requirements.
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAI)

Specific to the requested new methodology, Westinghouse and our certified subcontractor
(Holtec International) have interacted with industry professionals from the Nuclear Energy
Institute (NEI) and NRC through several meetings, workshops, and phone calls since August
2008. The discussions focused in part on developing robust and bounding SFP criticality
analysis inputs and variables that fully encompass the operational, safety, and regulatory
compliance demands of the AP1000 technology.

Finally, the new methodology outlined above presents a plant-specific criticality calculation for
spent fuel pool configurations that includes technically supported margins and a new soluble
boron credit methodology. Such calculations were required and requested by NRC letter
(ML012080337). The revised AP1000 DCD and new criticality analysis outlined above neither
use nor reference the old analysis or the NRC acceptance letter (formerly DCD Section 4.3.5,
References, Reference 63) that described use and applicability of Topical Report WCAP-14416-
P, “Westinghouse Spent Fuel Rack Criticality Analysis Methodology,” June 1995 of the old
analysis. These references have been removed from the AP1000 DCD and new criticality
analysis.

This response is expected to serve as the response to RAI-SRP4.3-SRSB-03. In addition,
Westinghouse requests that this RAI response be accepted to close the similarly worded draft
Ol from the Chapter 4 SER, numbered as OI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-01.

The required changes to DCD Rev. 17 sections that support the new SFP criticality analysis are
summarized below and attached to this RAI.

Reference(s):
1) APP-GW-GLR-029, “AP1000 Spent Fuel Storage Racks Criticality Analysis”, Revision 1
2) Holtec International Calculation Package No. HI-2094327, Revision 0

Design Control Document (DCD) Revision:

The following summary list of DCD changes is required to support the results of the revised SFP
criticality analysis. The actual changes to each section are attached below.

DCD Section Title ' DCD Page
4.3.2.6.1 Criticality Design Method Outside the Reactor pg. 4.3-29
43.26.2 Soluble Boron Credit Methodology pg. 4.3-30
4.3.5 References ' pg. 4.3-39
9.1.21 Design Bases pg. 9.1-5

9.1.23 . Safety Evaluation pg. 9.1-11

9.1.7 References pg. 9.1-50
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16 Tech Spec LCO/SR 3.7.12, Spent Fuel Pool Storage pg. 3.7.12-1
16 Tech Spec Des. Features 4.3, Fuel Storage pg. 4.0-2

16 Tech Spec SL Bases B 3.7.11, Fuel Storage Pool Boron Concentration pg. B 3.7.11-1
16 Tech Spec Sl. Bases B 3.7.12, Spent Fuel Pool Storage pg. B 3.7.12-1
PRA Revision:

None.

Technical Report (TR) Revision:

Westinghouse document APP-GW-GLR-029, Revision 0 (previously submitted to the NRC as
Technical Report TR-65) is completely revised in its entirety and replaced by Westinghouse
document APP-GW-GLR-029, Revision 1. This is completed and available for review and
confirmatory audit. It will be provided as a separate docketed transmittal to the NRC along with
necessary supporting documents.

The following changes are made to Section 4.3 of DCD (Rev. 17):

4.3.2.6.1 Criticality Design Method Outside the Reactor

Criticality of fuel assemblies outside the reactor is precluded by adequate design of fuel transfer,
shipping, and storage facilities and by administrative control procedures. The two principal
methods of preventing criticality are limiting the fuel assembly array size and limiting assembly
interaction by fixing the minimum separation between assemblies and/or inserting neutron
poisons between assemblies.

The design criteria are consistent with General Design Criterion (GDC) 62, Reference 19, and
NRC guidance given in Reference 20. The applicable 10 CFR Part 50.68 requirements are as
follows: '

1. The maximum K-effective value, including all biases and uncertainties, must be
less than 0.95 with soluble boron credit and less than 1.0 with full density
unborated water. Note this design criterion is provided in 10 CFR Part 50.68,
Item 4 of Paragraph b. Note that the specific terminology is:

“If no credit for soluble boron is taken, the k-effective of the spent fuel storage
racks loaded with fuel of the maximum fuel assembly reactivity must not exceed
0.95, at a 95 percent probability, 95 percent confidence level, if flooded with .
unborated water. If credit is taken for soluble boron, the k-effective of the spent
fuel storage racks loaded with fuel of the maximum fuel assembly reactivity must
riot exceed 0.95, at a 95 percent probability, 95 percent confidence level, if
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flooded with borated water, and the k-effective must remain below 1.0
(subcritical), at a 95 percent probability, 95 percent confidence level, if flooded
with unborated water.”

2. The maximum enrichment of fresh fuel assemblies must be less than or equal to
5.0 weight-percent U-235. Note this design criterion is provided in 10 CFR Part
50.68, Item 7 of Paragraph b. Note that the specific terminology is:

“The maximum nominal U-235 enrichment of the fresh fuel assemblies is limited
to five (5.0) percent by weight.”

The following conditions are assumed in meeting this design bases:
e The fuel assembly contains the highest enrichment authorized without any
control rods or non-integral burnable absorber(s) and is at its most reactive point

in life.

e For flooded conditions, the moderator is pure water at the temperature within the
design limits which yields the largest reactivity.

e The array is either infinite in lateral extent or is surrounded by a conservatively
chosen reflector, whichever is appropriate for the design.

o Mechanlcal uncertalntles are treated enhepby—uemg—wer-st—ease—eendmens-er—by

comblnlnq both the worst—case boundlnq value and sensmwtv study approaches

e Credit is taken for the neutron absorption in structural materials and in solid
materials added specifically for neutron absorption.

Fuel depletion analyses during core operation were performed with CASMO-4 (using the 70-
group cross-section library), a two-dimensional multigroup transport theory code based on
capture probabilities {(Reference 53). CASMO-4 is used to determine the isotopic composition of
the spent fuel. In addition, the CASMO-4 calculations are restarted in the storage rack :
geometry, vielding the two-dimensional infinite multiplication factor (ki) for the storage rack to
determine the reactivity effect of fuel and rack tolerances, temperature variation, and to perform
various studies.

The design method which determines the criticality safety of fuel assemblies outside the reactor
uses the SGAI:EMa—eystem MCNP4a code (Reference 21) whieh—metudes—the-BONAMl-and

dete;minahen— W|th contmuous enerqv Cross- sectlons based on ENDF/B-V and ENDF/B VI,
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| A set of 30 62 critical experiments has been analyzed using the above method to demonstrate
its applicability to criticality analysis and to establish the method bias and uncertainty.
The benchmark experiments cover a wide range of geometries, materials, and
enrichments, all of them adequate for qualifying methods to analyze light water reactor lattices
| (References 22 to 25 28, and 27.65 to 68).

The analysis of the 38 62 critical experiments results in an average Keff of 8:8969 0.9991.
Comparison with the measured values results in a method bias 0f-9-:0634 0.0009. The standard
deviation of the set of reactivities is-8-60288 0.0011. The 95/95 tolerance factor is-222
conservatively set to 2.0.

The analytical methods employed herein conform with ANSI N18.2 (Reference 3), Section 5.7,
Fuel Handling System; ANSI N16.9 (Reference 29), NRC Standard Review Plan,

subsection 9.1.2, the NRC guidance, “OT Position for Review and Acceptance of Spent Fuel
Storage and Handling Applications” (Reference 30).

4.3.2.6.2 Soluble Boron Credit Methodology

The minimum soluble boron requirement under normal and accident conditions must be
determined to show that the reactivity of the spent fuel racks remains below 0.95. This is
achieved by crediting a discrete amount of soluble boron and then determining by linear
interpolation the appropriate amount of soluble boron necessary to reduce the maximum Keff to
0.95 with all uncertainties and biases included.

RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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4.3.5 References

1.

10.

11.

12.

Bordelon, F. M, et al., “Westinghouse Reload Safety Evaluation Methodology,”
WCAP-9272-P-A (Proprietary) and WCAP-9273-NP-A (Nonproprietary), July
1985.

[Davidson, S. L. (Ed.), “Fuel Criteria Evaluation Process,” WCAP-12488-P-A
(Proprietary) and WCAP-14204-A - (Nonproprietary), October 1994.]*

ANS| N18.2-1973, “Nuclear Safety Criteria for the Design of Stationary
Pressurized Water Reactor Plants.”

Beard, C. L. and Morita, T., “BEACON: Core Monitoring and Operations Support
System,” WCAP-12472-P-A (Proprietary) and WCAP-12473-A (Nonproprietary),
August 1994; Addendum 1, May 1996; and Addendum 2, March 2001.

Gangloff, W. C. and Loftus, W. D., “Westinghouse Anticipated Transients
Without Reactor Trip Analysis,” WCAP-8330, August 1974.

Not used.

Spier, E. M., “Evaluation of Nuclear Hot Channel Factor Uncertainties,”
WCAP-7308-L-P-A (Proprietary) and WCAP-7308-L-A, (Nonproprietary), June
1988.

Hellman, J. M., ed. “Fuel Densification Experimental Results and Model for
Reactor Application,” WCAP-8218-P-A (Proprietary) and WCAP-8219-A
(Nonproprietary), March 1975.

Meyer, R. O., “The Analysis of Fuel Densification,” Division of Systems Safety,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, NUREG-0085, July 1976.

Hellman, J. M., Olson, C. A,, and Yang, J. W., “Effects of Fuel Densification
Power Spikes on Clad Thermal Transients,” WCAP-8359; July 1974.

Moore, J. S., “Power Distribution Control of Westinghouse Pressurized Water
Reactors,” WCAP-7811, December 1971.

Morita, T., et al., “Power Distribution Control and Load Following Procedures,”
WCAP-8385 (Proprietary) and WCAP-8403 (Nonproprietary), September 1974.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Miller, R. W., et al, “Relaxation of Constant Axial Offset Control, FQ

Surveillance Technical Specification,” WCAP-10216-P-A, (Proprietary) and
WCAP-10217-A, (Nonproprietary) Revision 1A, February 1994.

McFarlane, A. F., “Power Peaking Factors,” WCAP-7912-P-A (Proprietary) and
WCAP-7912-A (Nonproprietary), January 1975.

Meyer, C. E., and Stover, R. L., “Incore Power Distribution Determination in
Westinghouse Pressurized Water Reactors,” WCAP-8498, July 1975.

Warren, H. D., “Rhodium In-Core Detector Sensitivity Depletion, Cycles 2-6,”
EPRI-NP-3814, December 1984.

Henderson, W. B., “Results of the Control Rod Worth Program,” WCAP-9217
(Proprietary) and WCAP-9218 (Nonproprietary), October 1977.

Cermak, J. O., et al., “Pressurized Water Reactor pH - Reactivity Effect Final
Report,” WCAP-3696-8 (EURAEC-2074), October 1968.

USNRC Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10, Part 50, Appendix A,
Criterion 62, “Prevention of Criticality in Fuel Storage and Handling.”

Kopp, L. (NRC), “Guidance on the Regulatory Requirements for Criticality
Analysis of Fuel Storage at Light-Water Reactor Power Plants,” February 1998.

Eabe#atew—@ak—thge—Iemaessee—%OOO-J F. Bnesmelster Edltor “MCNP A

General Monte Carlo N-Particle Transport Code, Version 4A,” LA-12625, Los

Alamos National Laboratory (1993).

Neﬁhwest—-habe;atew— MN Baldwm et aI Crltlcal Experlments Supportlnq

Close Proximity Water Storage of Power Reactor Fuel, BAW01484-7, Babcock

& Wilcox Company, July 1979.

Bateﬂe—Paeme—NeFthwest—babeFater—Ma-yA—W& G S. Hoower et al Crltlcal

Experiments Supporting Underwater Storage of Tightly packed Configurations of

Spent Fuel Pins, BAW-1645-4, Babcock & Wilcox Company, November 1991.
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L.W. Newman et. al.,

”

Urania Gaddlinia-: Nuclea'll’ Model Development and Critical Experiment
Benchmark, BAW-1810, Babcock & Wolcox Company, April 1984.

éDeeembeMQ&O)— JC Manaranche et al., DISSOlUtIOﬂ and Storaqe

Experimental Program with 4.75 w/o Enriched Uranium-Oxide Rods,” Trnas.
Am. Nucl. Soc. 33:362-364 (1979).

Blerman and E.D. CIavton Crltlcalltv Experlments W|th Subcrltlcal Clusters of

2.35 w/o and 4.31 w/o 235U Enriched UO2 Rods in Water with Steel Reflecting
Walls, PNL-3602, Batelle Pacific Northwest Laboratory, April 1981.

S.R. Bierman, et.al., Criticality

Experiments with Subcntlcal Clusters of 2.35 w/o and 4.31 w/o 235U Enriched
UO2 Rods in Water with Uranium or Lead Reflecting Walls, PNL-3926, Batelle
Pacific Nor’thwest Laboratory, December 1981.

Crltlcalltv Experlments wnth Subcrmcal Clusters of 2 35 w./o and 4.31 w/o 235U

Enriched UO2 Rods in Water with Fixed Neutron Poisons, PNL-2615, Batelle
Pacific Northwest Laboratory, October 1977.

29. ANSI N16.9-1975, “Validation of Calculational Methods for Nuclear Criticality
Safety.”

30. NRC Letter “OT Position for Review and Acceptance of Spent Fuel Storage and
Handling Applications,” from Grimes, B. K., to all power reactor licenses, April
14, 1978.

31. Poncelet, C. G., and Christie, A. M., “Xenon-Induced Spatial Instabilities in
Large Pressurized Water Reactors,” WCAP-3680-20 (EURAEC-1974), March
1968.

32. Skogen, F. B., and McFarlane, A. F., “Control Procedures for Xenon-Induced X-

Y Instabilities in Large Pressurized Water Reactors,” WCAP-3680-21 (EURAEC-
2111), February 1969.
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36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.
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Skogen, F. B., and McFarlane, A. F., “Xenon-Induced Spatial Instabilities in
Three Dimensions,” WCAP-3680-22 (EURAEC-2116), September 1969.

Lee, J. C,, et al., “Axial Xenon Transient Tests at the Rochester Gas and Electric
Reactor,” WCAP-7964, June 1971.

Barry, R. F., and Minton, G., “The PANDA Code,” WCAP-7048-P-A (Proprietary)
and WCAP-7757-A (Nonproprietary), February 1975.

Barry, R. F., and Altomare, S., “The TURTLE 24.0 Diffusion Depletion Code,”
WCAP-7213-A (Proprietary) and WCAP-7758-A (Non-Proprietary), February
1975.

Eggleston, F. T., “Safety-Related Research and Development for Westinghouse
Pressurized Water Reactors, Program Summaries - Winter 1977 - Summer
1978,” WCAP-8768, Revision 2, October 1978.

Poncelet, C. G., “LASER - A Depletion Program for Lattice Calculations Based
on MUFT and THERMOS,” WCAP-6073, April 1966.

Olhoeft, J. E., “The Doppler Effect for a Non-Uniform Temperature Distribution in
Reactor Fuel Elements,” WCAP-2048, July 1962.

Nguyen, T. Q., et al., “Qualification of the PHOENIX-P/ANC Nuclear Design
System for Pressurized Water Reactor Cores,” WCAP-11596-P-A (Proprietary)
and WCAP-11597-A (Nonproprietary), June 1988.

Mildrum, C. M., Mayhue, L. T., Baker, M. M., and Isaac, P. G., “Qualification of
the PHOENIX/POLCA Nuclear Design and Analysis Program for Boiling Water
Reactors,” WCAP-10841 (Proprietary), and WCAP-10842 (Nonproprietary),
June 1985.

Barry, R. F., “Nuclear Design of Westinghouse Pressurized Water Reactors with
Burnable Poison Rods,” WCAP-7806, December 1971.

Strawbridge, L. E., and Barry, R. F., “Criticality Calculation for Uniform Water-
Moderated Lattices,” Nuclear Science and Engineering 23, p. 58, 1965.

Persson, R., Blomsjo, E., and Edenius, M., “High Temperature Critical
Experiments with H20 Moderated Fuel Assemblies in KRITZ,” Technical
Meeting No. 2/11, NUCLEX 72, 1972.

Baldwin, M. N., and Stern, M. E., “Physics Verification Program Part lll, Task 4:
Summary Report,” BAW-3647-20, March 1971.
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46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

Baidwin, M. N., “Physics Verification Program Part Ill, Task 11: Quarterly
Technical Report January-March 1974,” BAW-3647-30, July 1974.

Baldwin, M. N., “Physics Verification Program Part Ill, Task 11: Quarterly
Technical Report July-September 1974,” BAW-3647-31, February 1975.

Nodvik, R. J., “Saxton Core Il Fuel Performance Evaluation Part Il: Evaluation
of Mass Spectrometric and Radiochemical Analyses of lIrradiated Saxton
Plutonium Fuel,” WCAP-3385-56 Part Il, July 1970.

Smalley, W. R,,v “Saxton Core Il - Fuel Performance Evaluation Part I:
Materials,” WCAP-3386-56 Part |, September 1971.

Goodspeed, R. C., “Saxton Plutonium Project - Quarterly Progress Report for
the Period Ending June 20, 1973,” WCAP-3385-36, July 1973.

Crain, H. H., “Saxton Plutonium Project - Quarterly Progress Report for the
Period Ending September 30, 1973,” WCAP-3385-37, December 1973.

Melehan, J. B., “Yankee Core Evaluation Program Final Report,” WCAP-3017-
6094, January 1971.

Motused-M. Edenius, K. Ekberg, B.H. Forssén, and D. Knott, “"CASMO-4 A Fuel
Assembly Burnup Program User's Manual,” Studsvik/SOA-95/1, Studsvik of
America, Inc. and Studsvik Core Analysis AB (Proprietary).

Not used.
Not used.
Not used.

Davidson, S. L., (Ed.), et al,, “ANC: A Westinghouse Advanced Nodal Computer
Code,” WCAP-10965-P-A (Proprietary) and WCAP-10966-A (Nonproprietary),
September 1986.

Leamer, R. D., et al., “PuO2-U O2 Fueled Critical Experiments,” WCAP-3726-1,
July 1967.

Davidson, S. L., et al., “Assessment of Clad Flattening and Densification Power
Spike Factor Elimination in Westinghouse Nuclear Fuel,” WCAP-13589-A
(Proprietary) and WCAP-14297-A (Nonproprietary), March 1995.
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60. Yarbrough, M. B,, Liu, Y. S., Paterline, D. L., Hone, M. J., “APOLLO - A One
Dimensional Neutron Theory Program,” WCAP-13524, Revision 1 (Proprietary),
August 1994 and WCAP-14952-NP-A, Revision 1A (Nonproprietary), September
1977.

61. Letter, Peralta, J. D. (NRC) to Maurer, B. F. (Westinghouse), “Approval for
Increase in Licensing Burnup Limit to 62,000 MWD/MTU (TAC No. MD1486),”
May 25, 2006.

64. APP-GW-GLR-059/WCAP-16652-NP, “AP1000 Core & Fuel Design Technical
Report,” Revision 0.

65. S.R. Bierman, Criticality Experiments with neutron Flux Traps Containing Voids,
PNL-7167, Battelle Pacific Northwest Laboratory, April 1990.

66. B.M. Durst, et. al., Critical Experiments with 4.32 wt% 235U Enriched UOs Rods
in Highly Borated Water Lattices, PNL-4267, Battelle Pacific Northwest
Laboratory, Auqust 1982.

67. S.R. Bierman, Criticality Experiments_with Fast Test Reactor Fuel Pins in
Organic Moderator, PNL-5803, Battelle Pacific Northwest Laboratory, December
1981.

68. E.G. Taylor, et.al. Saxton Plutonium_Program Critical Experiments for the
Saxton partial Plutonium Core, WCAP-3385-54, Westinghouse_Electric Corp.,
Atomic Power Division, December 1965.

The following changes are made to Section 9.1 of DCD (Rev. 17):

Make the following change to Section 9.1.2.1, Desig/ n Bases, (second paragraph):
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The design of the spent fuel racks is such that a fuel assembly cannot be inserted into a location
(i.e. between racks) other than a location designed to receive an assembly. Insertion of a fuel
assembly into a fuel pool (vs. rack) location not designed to receive it (i.e. tool storage area,
adjacent to the defective fuel cells and wall) is prevented administratively and addressed in

Section 9.1.2.3.Anr-assembly-cannotbe-insered-into-a-ful-Hoscation-

Make the following change to Section 9.1.2.3, Safety Evaluation, (second paragraph):

The design of the racks is such that Keff remains less than or equal to 0.95 under design basis
conditions, including fuel handling accidents. Inadvertent insertion of a fuel assembly between
the rack periphery and the pool wall or placement of a fuel assembly across the top of a fuel
rack is considered a postulated accident, and as such, realistic initial conditions such as boron
in the pool water are assumed. These accident conditions have an acceptable Keff of less than
0.95. The criticality evaluation, which meets the requirements of 10 CFR 50.68, Paragraph b
(Reference 21), considers the inherent neutron absorbing effect of the materials of construction,
mcludnng fixed neutron absorblng ponson " material. Soluble boron in the spent fuel pool

r and assembly burnup are used as

reactlwty credlts

Make the following change to Section 9.1.7, References, (Ref. #20)

| 20. APP-GW-GLR-029, Revision 1, “AP1000 Spent Fuel Storage Racks Criticality Analysis,”
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC.

The following changes are made to Tech Spec LCO 3.7.12 of DCD (Rev. 17):

3.7.12 Spent Fuel Pool Storage

LCO 3.7.12 The combination of initial enrichment and burnup of each fuel assembly
stored in Region 2 shall be within the limits specified in Figure 3.7.12-1, e

RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAl)

APPLICABILITY: Whenever any fuel assembly is stored in Region 2 of the spent fuel
storage pool.

ACTIONS
- NOTE -
LCOs 3.0.3 and 3.0.8 are not applicable.
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION : - COMPLETION TIME
A. Requirements of the A1 Initiate action to move the | Immediately
LCO not met. noncomplying fuel
assembly to Region 1.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.7.121 Verify by administrative means the initial enrichment; | Prior to storing the
and burnup;-and-decay-time of the fuel assembly is in | fuel assembly in
accordance with Figures 3.7.12-1-er-3-+42-2as Region 2
. onc.

RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAI)
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional iInformation (RAI)
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAI)

The following changes are made to Tech Spec Design Features 4.3 of DCD (Rev. 17):

4.3 Fuel Storage

4.3.1 Criticality

4.3.1.1 The spent fuel storage racks are designed and shall be maintained with:

a.

Fuel assemblies having a maximum U-235 enrichment of 5.0 weight
percent. :

ket <0.95 if fully flooded with unborated water which includes an
allowance for uncertainties as described in Section 9.1, “Fuel Storage
and Handling.”

A nominal 10.90 inch center-to-center distance between fuel
assemblies placed in Region 1, a nominal 9.028 inch center-to-center
distance between fuel assemblies placed in Region 2 of the spent fuel
storage racks, and a nominal 11.62 inch center-to-center distance
between fuel assemblies placed in the Defective Fuel Cells.

New or partially spent fuel assemblies with any discharge burnup may
be allowed unrestricted storage in Region 1 and the Defective Fuel
Cells of Figure 4.3-1;

Partially spent fuel assemblies meeting the initial enrichment and
burnup requirements of LCO 3.7.12, “Spent Fuel Pool Storage,” may -
be stored in Region 2 of Figure 4.3-1.

RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAI)

4.3.1.2 The new fuel storage racks are designed and shall be maintained with:

a. Fuel assemblies having a maximum U-235 enrichment of 5.0 weight
percent.

b. ker <0.95 if fully flooded with unborated water which includes an
allowance for uncertainties as described in Section 9.1, “Fuel Storage
and Handling.”

Cc. ker <0.98 if moderated by aqueous foam which includes an allowance
for uncertainties as described in Section 9.1, “Fuel Storage and
Handling.”

d. Anominal 10.90 inch center-to-center distance between fuel
assemblies placed in the new fuel storage racks.

4.3.2 Drainage

The spent fuel pool is designed and shall be maintained to prevent inadvertent
draining of the pool below a minimum water depth of >23 ft above the surface of the
fuel storage racks.

4.3.3 Capacity

The spent fuel pool is designed and shall be maintained with a storage capacity
limited to no more than 889 fuel assemblies. ‘

RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAI)

ALL GAPS ARE NOMINAL AND
MEASURED AT THE TOP OF THE RACKS
FROM THE EXTERIOR CELL WALL.
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Region 1 (A1, A2, A3) — 243 locations

Region 2 (B1, B2, B3, B4, C1) — 641 locations
Defective Fuel Cells (DFCs) — 5 locations
Total Storage Locations — 889 Lecations

Figure 4.3-1

Discrete Two Region Spent Fuel Pool Rack Layout
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The following changes are made to Tech Spec Bases 3.7.11 of DCD (Rev. 17):

B 3.7.11 Fuel Storage Pool Boron Concentration

BASES

BACKGROUND The water in the spent fuel storage pool normally contains soluble boron,
which would result in large subcriticality margins under actual operating
conditions. For storage of fuel in the spent fuel racks, the design basis for
preventing criticality outside the reactor is that there is a 95 percent
probability at a 95 percent confidence level, without soluble boron, that
the effective multiplication factor (keft) of the fuel assembly array will be
less than 0.995, including uncertainties and tolerances. The NRC
guidelines specify a limiting kerf of 1.0 for normal storage in the absence of
soluble boron. HeneeTherefore, the design is based on the use of
unborated water, which maintains a subcritical condition ferthe-allowed
loading-patterns-(Ref. 1). The double contingency principle discussed in
ANSI N-16.1-1975 and the April 1978 NRC letter (Ref. 2) allows credit for
soluble boron under other abnormal or accident conditions, since only a
single independent accident need be considered at one time. For

. ‘ RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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AP1000 TECHNICAL REPORT REVIEW

Response to Request For Additional Information (RAl)

example, the only accident scenario that has a potential for more than
negligible positive reactivity effect is an inadvertent misplacement of a
new fuel assembly. This accident has the potential for exceeding the
limiting reactivity, should there be a concurrent and independent accident
condition resulting in the loss of all soluble poison. To mitigate these
postulated criticality related accidents, boron is dissolved in the pool
water. Safe operation with unborated water and no movement of
assemblies may, therefore, be achieved by controlling the location of
each assembly in accordance with LCO 3.7.12, “Spent Fuel Pool
Storage.” Prior to movement of an assembly, it is necessary to perform
SR 3.7.12.1.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY
ANALYSES

BASES

Although credit for the soluble boron normally present in the spent fuel
pool water is permitted under abnormal or accident conditions, most
abnormal or accident conditions will not result in exceeding the limiting
reactivity even in the absence of soluble boron. The effects on reactivity
of credible abnormal and accident conditions due to temperature
increase, beiling--assembly dropped on top of a rack, lateral-rack-module
movement-and misplacement/misloading of a fuel assembly have been
analyzed. The reactivity effects of bulk spent fuel pool temperature
increase (>140°F) and steaming from the pool water surface or
intramodule water gap reductions between the firmly interconnected cell
and module arrays due to a seismic event are bounded by the fuel
mishandling/misloading reactivity increases and therefore assessed as
negligible. The spent fuel pool keff storage limit of 0.95 is maintained
during these events by a minimum boron concentration of #68-greater
than or equal to 750 ppm established by eritically-criticality analysis (Ref.
3). Compliance with the LCO minimum boron concentration limit of 2300
ppm ensures that the credited concentration is always available.

The concentration of dissolved boron in the fuel storage pool satisfies
Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO

The fuel storage pool boron concentration is required to be =2300 ppm.
The specified concentration of dissolved boron in the fuel storage pool
preserves the assumptions used in the analyses of the potential critical
accident scenarios as described in References 1 and 3. This
concentration of dissolved boron is the minimum required concentration
for fuel assembly storage and movement within the fuel storage pool.

APPLICABILITY

This LCO applies whenever fuel assemblies are stored in the spent fuel
storage pool and a fuel storage pool verification has not been performed
since the last movement of fuel assemblies in the fuel storage pool.

. RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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Response to Request For Additional Information (RAI)

ACTIONS LCO 3.0.3 is applicable while in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4. Since spent fuel pool
cooling requirements apply in all MODES when fuel is stored in the spent
fuel storage pool, the ACTIONS have been modified by the Note stating
that LCO 3.0.3 is not applicable. Spent fuel pool boron concentration
requirements are independent of reactor operations. Entering LCO 3.0.3
while in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4 would require the unit to be shutdown
unnecessarily.

LCO 3.0.8 is applicable while in MODE 5 or 6. Since spent fuel pool
cooling requirements apply in all MODES when fuel is stored in the spent
fuel storage pool, the ACTIONS have been modified by a Note stating
that LCO 3.0.8.is not applicable. Spent fuel pool boron concentration
requirements are independent of shutdown reactor operations. Entering
LCO 3.0.8 while in MODE 5 or 6 would require the optimization of plant
safety, unnecessarily.

A1, A21,andA.2.2

When the concentration of boron in the fuel storage pool is less than
required, immediate action must be taken to preclude the occurrence of
an accident or to mitigate the consequences of an accident in progress.
This is most efficiently achieved by immediately suspending the :
movement of fuel assemblies. The concentration of boron is restored
simultaneously with suspending movement of fuel assemblies. An
acceptable alternative is to verify by administrative means that the fuel
storage pool verification has been performed since the last movement of
fuel assemblies in the fuel storage pool. However, prior to resuming
movement of fuel assemblies, the concentration of boron must be
restored. This does not preclude movement of a fuel assembly to a safe
position.

SURVEILLANCE SR3.7.111

REQUIREMENTS  This SR verifies that the concentration of boron in the fuel storage pool is
within the required limit. As long as this SR is met, the analyzed
accidents are fully addressed. The 7 day Frequency is appropriate
because no major replenishment of pool water is expected to take place
over such a short period of time.

| REFERENCES 1. AP1000 Design Control Document, Revw—18 Section 9.1.2, “Spent
' Fuel Storage” and 15.7.4, “Fuel Handling Accident.”

2. Double contingenby principle of ANSI N16.1-1975, as specified in the
April 14, 1978 NRC letter (Section 1.2) and implied in the proposed

| o RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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revision to Regulatory Guide 1.13 (Section 1.4, Appendix A).

3. APP-GW-GLR-029, Revision 1, “AP1000 Spent Fuel Storage Racks
Critically Analysis;"June-2006.

The following changes are made to Tech Spec Bases 3.7.12 of DCD (Rev. 17):

B 3.7.12 Spent Fuel Pool Storage

BASES

BACKGROUND

The high density spent fuel storage racks are divided into two separate
and distinct regions and include locations for storage of defective fuel as
shown in Figure 4.3-1. Region 1, with a maximum of 243 storage
locations and the Defective Fuel Cells, with 5 storage locations are
designed to accommodate new fuel assemblies with a maximum
enrichment of 6.0 weight percent U-235, or spent fuel assemblies
regardless of the combination of initial enrichment-_and burnup—ard
decay-time. Region 2, with a maximum of 641 storage locations is
designed to accommodate spent fuel assemblies in all locations which
comply with the combination of initial enrichment;- and burnup-and-decay
timeimits specified in LCO Figure 3.7.12-1, Minimum Fuel Assembly
Burnup Requirements for the-Region 2 Spent fuel Cells..—~AHl-Geli

Storage-Gonfiguration—_Use of the IFE fuel rod storage canister is subject

to the same storage reqwrements as the fuel assemblles

The water in the spent fuel storage pool normally contains soluble boron,
which would result in large subcriticality margins under actual operating

. RAI-SRP9.1.1-SRSB-05
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conditions. For storage of fuel in the spent fuel racks, the design basis for
preventing criticality outside the reactor is that there is a 95 percent
probability at a 95 percent confidence level, without soluble boron, that
the effective multiplication faction (ke of the fuel assembly array will be
less than 0.995, including uncertainties and tolerances. The NRC
guidelines specify a limiting ket of 1.0 for normal storage in the absence of
soluble boron. Hence, the design is based on the use of unborated

water, which maintains a subcritical condition for the allowed loading
pattern.

The double contingency principle discussed in ANSI N-16.1-1975 and the
April 1978 NRC letter (Ref. 1) allows credit for soluble boron under other
abnormal and accident conditions, since only a single independent
accident need be considered at one time. For example, the only accident
scenario that has an inadvertent misplacement of a new fuel assembly.
This accident has the potential for more than negligible positive reactivity
effect is a potential for exceeding the limiting reactivity, should there be a
concurrent and independent accident condition resuiting in the loss of all
soluble poison. To mitigate these postulated criticality related accidents,
boron is dissolved in the pool water. Safe operation with unborated water
and no movement of assemblies may, therefore, be achieved by
controlling the combination of initial enrichment;- and burnup and-decay
time-of-the-stored-fuelin accordance with the accompanying LCO. Prior
to movement of an assembily, it is necessary to perform SR 3.7.12.1.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY
ANALYSES

The hypothetical accidents can only take place during or as a result of the
movement of an assembly (Refs. 2 and 3). For these accident
occurrences, the presence of soluble boron in the spent fuel storage pool
(controlled by LCO 3.7.15, “Fuel Storage Pool Boron Concentration”)
prevents criticality. By closely controlling the movement of each
assembly and by checking the location of each assembly after movement,
the time period for potential accidents may be limited to a small fraction of
the total operating time. During the remaining time period with no
potential for accidents, the operation may be under the auspices of the
accompanying LCO.

The configuration of fuel assembilies in the fuel storage pool satisfies
Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)2)ii).

LCO

The restrictions on the placement of fuel assemblies within Region 2 of
the spent fuel pool in the accompanying LCO, ensure the ker of the spent
fuel storage pool will always remain < 0.995, assuming the pool to be
flooded with unborated water and < 0.95, with a boron concentration of
greater than 7Z58- or equal to 750 ppm.
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The—All-Cellstorage-configuration-Region 2 permits storage in-all-Region

2locations-of spent fuel assemblies in any cell location provided the

assembly which-meets the combination of initial enrichment;-_and burnup

and-decay-timerequirements-shown in LCO Figure 3.7.12-1, Fuel -
Assembly Burnup Reqwrements for the Reglon 2 Spent Fuel CeIIs —Ad

APPLICABILITY This LCO applies whenever any fuel assembly is stored in Region 2 of
this fuel storage pool.

ACTIONS LCO 3.0.3 is applicable while in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4. Since spent fuel pool
storage requirements apply in all MODES when fuel is stored in Region 2
or 3, the ACTIONS have been modified by a Note stating the LCO 3.0.3is
not applicable. Spent fuel pool storage requirements are independent of
reactor operations. Entering LCO 3.0.3 while in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4 would
require the unit to be shutdown unnecessarily.

LCO 3.0.8 is applicable while in MODE 5 or 6. Since spent fuel pool
storage requirements apply in all MODES when fuel is stored in Region 2
or 3, the ACTIONS have been modified by a Note stating the LCO 3.0.8 is
not applicable. Spent fuel pool storage requirements are independent of
shutdown reactor operations. Entering LCO 3.0.8 while in MODE 5 or 6
would require the optimization of plant safety, unnecessarily.

BASES

A1l
The LCO is not met if spent fuel assemblies stored in Region 2 “Al-Cel;~

“1-out-of-4-5-0-weight-percentfresh™orinterface spent fuel assembly
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storage locations do not meet the applicable initial enrichment; and
burnup ard-desay-time-limits in accordance with Figure 3.7.12-1. -er

When the LCO is not met, action must be initiated immediately to make
the necessary fuel assembly movement(s) in Region 2 to bring the
storage configuration into compliance with Figure 3.7.12-1 by moving the
affected fueI assemblles to Reglon 1 or the Defect|ve Fuel

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR3.7.12.1
This SR verifies by administrative means that the initial enrichment;_and
burnup and-deeay-time-of the fuel assembly is in accordance with

Flgure 3.7. 12 1—9r—3—Z—1—2-—2—as—appheable—£er—the—Au-Geu——1-eut-ef-4

locations: Fuel assemblles stored in Reglon 2 that do not meet the Figure
3.7.12- 1 enrlchment and burnup limits shaII be stored in Reglon 1. Fuel

REFERENCES

1. Double contingency principle ANSI N16.1-1975, as specified in the
April 14, 1978 NRC letter (Section 1.2) and implied in the proposed
revision to Regulatory Guide 1.13 (Section 1.4, Appendix A).

2. APP-GW-GLR-029, Revision 1, “AP1000 Spent Fuel Storage Racks
Criticality Analysis_;’Jure-2006.

3. AP1000 Design Control Document, Section 9.12, “Spent Fuel
Storage” and 15.7.4, “Fuel Handling Accident.”
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