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NRC Request to 10 CFR 50.59 Reviews Performed
For Implementation of Compensatory Measures for Boraflex Degradation

NRC Request

Provide the 10 CFR 50.59 review performed for the compensatory measures
implemented in the Unit 3 SFP.

FPL Response

At the time of the implementation of the Boraflex compensatory actions (2001 and 2003),
the existing regulatory guidance for addressing a degraded, non-conforming condition
was Generic Letter (GL) 91-18, Rev. 1 (subsequently replaced by RIS 2005-20, Rev. 1).
GL 91-18, Rev. 1 and NEI 96-07, Rev. 1 (endorsed by RG 1.187), "Guidelines for 10
CFR 50.59 Safety Evaluations," provide similar guidance related to applicability of 10
CFR 50.59 with respect to the use of compensatory actions in response to degraded and
nonconforming conditions. This guidance specifies that:

"If an interim compensatory action is taken to address the condition and
involves a procedure change or temporary modification, a 10 CFR 50.59
review should be conducted and may result in a safety evaluation. The intent
of this 10 CFR 50.59 review is to determine whether the compensatory action
itself (not the degraded condition) impacts other aspects of the facility
described in the SAR.”

The compensatory measures implemented following FPL’s determination that the SFP
was in a degraded, non-conforming condition (Turkey Point Condition Report CR 01-
0234) were considered interim compensatory actions consistent with GL 91-18, Rev. 1.
These measures were also reviewed in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59. In accordance
with GL 91-18, Rev. 1, the compensatory measures themselves were analyzed to enhance
the reactivity control capability of the SFP and provide reasonable assurance of satisfying
the Keff requirements of Keff < 1.0 with unborated water. The 10 CFR 50.59 reviews
were intended to focus on impact of the implementation of the compensatory measures
on other aspects of the facility. The compensatory measures employed administrative
~controls using existing components in the SFP (fuel assemblies of specific initial
enrichment and burunp combinations, empty storage cells and Rod Cluster Control
Assemblies (RCCAs)) for each of which the SFP was designed. Accordingly, the
implementation of the compensatory measures would have no adverse impact on the
facility as described in the UFSAR.

FPL performed the following 10 CFR 50.59 screenings in support of the implementation
of these compensatory measures:

e 2001: Implementation of the Region II checkerboard configuration in the high
duty storage rack module. From the corrective actions in CR 01-0234, evaluation
PTN-ENG-SEFJ-01-012, Rev. 0 developed the checkerboard configuration to
compensate for the loss of all the Boraflex in the array and eliminate the need to
credit Boraflex in this configuration. Also as part of the corrective actions Turkey
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Point procedure 0-ADM-556 was revised to implement this compensatory
measures and included a 10 CFR 50.59 review in support of the change.

e 2003: Implementation of Region II storage configurations crediting RCCAs to
compensate for the loss of Boraflex. Evaluation PTN-ENG-SEFJ-03-008, Rev. 0
developed these configurations and included a 10 CFR 50.59 screening in support
of implementation.

e 2010: PTN-ENG-SEFJ-10-004, Rev. 0, provided an UFSAR update for the
compensatory measures previously implemented in 2001 and 2003 as discussed
above. Although these compensatory measures were reviewed (screened) in
accordance with 10 CFR 50.59 at the time of their implementation, a 10 CFR

50.59 review is included in PTN-ENG-SEFJ-10-004, Rev. 0 to update those
reviews.

Copies of these 10 CFR 50.59 screening reviews are provided with this response.

Enclosures:

1. 2001, Turkey Point Procedure 0-ADM-556 revision, 10CFR 50.59 Review (4
pages)

2. 2003, Turkey Point Evaluation PTN-ENG-SEFJ-03-008, Rev. 0, 10 CFR 5.59
Review (2 pages)

3. 2010, Turkey Point Evaluation PTN-ENG-SEFJ-10-004, Rev. 0, 10 CFR 50.59
Review (3 pages)
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2001 10 CFR 50.59 Review
4 pages
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REQUEST FOR PROCEDURE REVIEW
RTSNo, OV - @243
Year Number
. Fue- ASSENEBLY ArD 1w ST=T S WU FEFLER
1.a Procedure Title:
Procedure Numbet: O - ADM-8T 6 Current Revision Date: 320 |
R Check One: [ Safety Related [J Quality Related [ Non-Safety Related RTS Change Code(s): e ’
i Lb Procedure Number: Current Revision Date:
2. Request Type: . Proc Chg Req D Periodic Review D Other
G D New Proc D Cancellation D TP No.
i ¥
I3 commimen [JNRC Owro Oecmne —— u} Commitment Date: __4(2/0\ [ permanently
. ] Incorporate QTSsC
Source: D QA/QC D OTHER for [ Final Approval
N v No.
Reason for Request: [ Distribution ——
A \NCU\LPOW@ sveve R TRICTIOY PO cr OVv-0234 [
. N . (e List affected pages or attach entire procedure.)
T A Describe Details of Requsst: (+ 1f no changes are recommended as a rosult of a periodic review, write NONE.)
0 SOE ASTALNED
R 5. lsrequest dus to a PCM? [JYes MANo Does request affect an As Left valve/breaker alignment? [ Yes WX
Does Request affect the Scheduled Survgillances referenced in 0-ADM-215 of Q-ADM-218? [0 Yes OINo
Originated by: '// - rireuk S-St eG pas;_ 41 3/or
Signature Print Department
Phone jon: €673
Check One: 1l No Basis Document [ No Basis Document change tiecessary [} Basis Document chang y and attached
6. Safety Review: (Col o Page 3 of this Form 45740 document the 10 CFR $0.59 Safety Review prior to signing this Block)
Safety Review by j C 7‘4:’—%‘»’{’ Egber"' ormonta pate: &~ l § 1 ol
¢/ Signature Print
%, Reviewed by: IJI/\ Date:
N Signature Print
Responsible System E gineer when appli bl
8 Administrative/Opesations Mainte Procedures Group
(Ensure all required reviews ate com (except PNSC) and all comments ace resolved priot s
to signing this block) —y Word Processing
Reviewed by: 7’? P et y/ 47 [ o/ w pate __ Y / b 4 z Complete
4 Signature Print
PNSC Review, Plant General Manager Approval Required. ®ys DONe
p)
9. Approved by: ( R : J. IQW‘L: ) 4’/J—/0 {
. ignaty Print Date
Responsible Dept Head i M2 Vi > yrsle !
10, Reviewed by Pjs,m?ﬂ'me No. CJZ:: ﬁz /
Approved by: Date:
Plant General Manager or Protection Services Manag (for Security Implementing Procedures)
\. Change Request Disposition/Status: proved [] Cancelled [] Tabled (see attached form F-096)
[0 Immediate Distribution Required (as required per QI 6-PTN-1) Date:
Immediate Jmplementation R uired (ag required per Q1 6-PTN-1) Date;
12.a If change is due to PC/M OR affects an As Left valve/breaker aligament,
sign prior to distribution: Datet
Responsible Dept
12.b If change affects the Scheduled Surveillances referenced in O-ADM-215 or 0-ADM-218,
sign prior to distrit jon: Date:
Surveillance Analyst

F-457:1 of3 (8/10/00)

(0-ADM-100)
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REQUEST FOR PROCEDURE REVIEW
RISNo.__C1 - 4243
: Year Number
. FUEL ASSEMBLY Art (WSCRT S WMUEFLST
1.3 Procedure Title:
0 Procedure Number: O - ATAM-56 Current Revision Date: 220‘
R Check One: [J Safety Related [ Quality Related [] Non-Safety Related RTS Change Code(s): _ % ‘
1 Lb Procedure Number: Current Revision Date:
2, Request Type: . Proc Chg Req D Periodic Review D Other
G [ New proc [ conceliation [ 1w
%
1 3 Commitment D NRC D INPO D PC/MNo, u} Commitment Date: 4/2, O\ D Permanently
§ Incorporate OTSC
N Source: O oage [ orHer for 1 Final Approval y
0.
Reason for Request: [0 Distribution
A INCORSURATE SVP BCITRICTOSS P CR O\~ 0Z 134
. . (¢ List affected pages or attach entire procedure.)
T 4 Describe Details of Requast; (* If no changes are recommended as a result of a periodic review, write NONE.)
0 SEE ASTALHED
R 5. IsrequestduetoaPC/M? [JYes HBNo Does request affect an As Left valve/breaker alignment? [ Yes B No
Does Request affect the Schediled Survgillances referenced in 0-ADM-215 or 0-ADM-2187 [ Yes [JNo
Originated by: B : MATE e . Satls eve Date:_ 4[5/,
Signature Print Departrment
Phone extensi £67)
Check One; B No Basis Document ] No Basis b t chang y [ Basis b change y and attached
6. Safety Review: ( e Page 3 of this Form 4570 document the 10 CER 50.59 Safety Review prior to signing this Block)
Safety Review byt - j. C 7‘2?‘% ?cb&r* iQ"'\Q ~3s Date: £ l $ /° |
i &7 Signature Print N
1 Reviewed by: IJ [~ Date:
T Signature Print
Responsible System Engineer when applicabl
& Administrative/Operations /Mail Procedures Group ' :
(Ensure al] required reviews are com (except PNSC) and all comments are resolved prior
{0 signing this block) ey e 5 Word Processing
Reviewed by: el A/% /-7“/'d Date 5//.7/0 / Complet
4 Signature Print
PNSC Review, Plant General Manager Approval Required. [ Yes [ No
9. Approved hy: :
Signature Print Date
Responsible Depr Head
0. Reviewed by PNSC/Subcommittee No.
Approved by: Date:
Plant General Manager or Pr inn Services Manager (for Security Impl, ting Procedures)
1. Change Request Disposition/Status: 3 Approved [ cancelled [7] Tabled (see attached form F-096)
[0 Immediate Distribution Required (as requited per QI 6-PTN-1) Date:
[[]__lmmediate Implementation Required (ag required per Q1 6-PTN-1) Date:
12.a If change is due to PC/M QR affects an As Left valve/breaker alignment,
sign prior to distribution: Date;
Responsible Dept
12.b If change affects the Scheduled Surveillances referenced in O-ADM-215 or 0-ADM-218,
sign prior to distribution: : Date:
Surveillance Analyst

F-457:1 of3 (8/10/00) (0-ADM-100)
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FSAR Sections Reviewed:

4.5 - Reactor

10 59 SAFETY REVI

Procedure Number: O« ASM-SST

RT S Number:

. Technical Specification
Sections Reviewed:

3/4. ? ‘R»(A*Q—(l'f\g Qof.

1, 5 Irdrodinchioe  amd ‘_S_,ﬁ-g% 6  fuel Store<e

A. Does this request change the facility or procedures as described in the FSAR?

B. Does this request invelve a test or experiment not described in the FSAR?

C. Could this request affect nuclear safety in away not previously évaluated in the FSAR?
D. Is a change in Technical Specifications required?

E. Is a change in the Fire Protection Program, Subsection 5.6 of 0-ADM-016 involved?
F. Is a change to the Off-Site Dose Calculation Manual Involved?

o
f=s]
7]

oooooao

G. Does this request involve a change to the Environmental Protection Plan or a change,

test or experiment that may affect the environment? 0

(I YES is checked for any question above, then refer o the instructions on the hack of the Form 457 as applicable for necessary actions)

Provide Written Discussion Supporting Checklist Responses:
The MProp=Sed ¢ W

are yreele A reSpoese o o

B AABEERRE

dtsnof\h%

o) - gasi.i‘l- 1 ek YA

Lo Huz \Lnd- 351"}2

<P

D(‘_w. [

Pretect

g&\i\f@»\M \

Upon completion, this page shall be attached to Page I of Form 457.

F-457:3 of3 (8/10/00)

(0-ADM-100)
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PROCEDURE REVIEWER CHECKLIST

Procedure NO: O- Arom-SS3 RTS No:
Complete this form for procedure revisions only.
Use Form 333 for new procedures (and new TPs). ;'y;i;"':’ ';Z;p;:::z::
Use Form 458 for OTSCs
You | No | NiA | Yes | Mo | nia
1. Are the alignments in the procedure correct for the stated conditions and evolutions to be
performed? / X
2. Does the procedurs change comply with applicable Technical Specifications/FSAR w | am Y /
requirements? List Tech Spec/FSAR sections reviewed. !
a. Has the Reference Section been reviewed and updated to list the specific Technical
Specification/FSAR section that Is implemented by this procedure? mryum g i
[Commitment - Step 2.3.15) )
b. Has the procedure, section, or individual step that implaments a Technical
Specification/FSAR section beon |dentified? (See O-ADM-101, Procedure Writer's e\ o
Gulde, Step 5.5.18) [Commitment - Step 2.3.15) /
3. Does the procedure meet the requirements of all applicabla safety evaluations and JCOs? 4 v
4. Have all discrepancies andjor deficlencies In the plant operating diagrams or the breaker
list that are assoclated with this procedure change been properly documented (CR written, 4
or REA to Plant Change Control Group) ? v .
5. Are all breakersivaives that are added/deleted hy the PC/M properly addressed by this J
change (N/A if change is not incorporating a PC/M)? ) /7 /
6. Ara valve/breaker positions as required by the PCIM or procedure change? Pd /
7. Has fleld walkdown been performed? j R v
8. Has the Electronie Procedure Index been checked to determine if other procedure changes
are in progress on the procedure belng changed? o R v 1 /,
9. Has the procedure heen evaluated against the requirements of O-ADM-217 for infrequent v ‘/
evolutions? [Commitment - Step 2.3.6) /
10. “Does the procedure revision require the backfitting of controlled plant documents? s ) \f/ i
11."****Does this change request affect any figure in the Plant Curve Book? P R NANX
12. **Does this change request affect the Scheduled Surveillances referenced in 0-ADM-21 5, ] J Not
Plant Surveillance Tracking Program, or 0-ADM-218, Technical Specification Matrix? . v /|8ure
13, ***Is change applicable to Normal Post Accident actions? v | i ‘// nm
14, " Is change applicable 1o an EOP, SAMG, or ONOP? v | v

If any question I through 9 is checked NO, provide explanation in Remarks Section.
* If question 10 is checked YES, provide explanation in Remarks Section.

&

12.b of Form 457 prior to distribution. (If not sure, contact the Surveillance Analyst.).

LfYES, review Post Accident Radiation Zone Maps (5610-M-721) for accessibility. If area is i ible Post A
Operations Department Evaluation is required,
b If question 14 js checked YES, the Operations Supervisor shall determine verification and validati requi ts in d

IfYES, a change to 0-ADM-215 or 0-ADM-218 shall be included with this procedure change for approval and the Surveillance Analyst shall sign Block

t, then an Engineering and

with O-ADM-1 10,

Emergency and Off-Normal Operating Procedures Verification and Validation Plan. In addition, the System Engineer shall determine if the change

affects Mai Rule scope requi t:
If YES, a Plant Curve Book Change, in accordance with 0-ADM-554, Plant Curve Book, shall be included with this p

*kmwn

h

REMARKS:

ge for approval.

o
5\- o\wvoP

System/Component /
Engineer ‘,.__.‘// //

. ATl S . A Gf</r\
(Signapre) (Prini) {Date)
Responsible Dept. Reviewer lﬂé’f F-Ecbe-f']’ J. i° monts 4 /‘5’/° l
{Signature} (Print) Date}
(0-ADM-100)

F-216 (10/20/00)
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List the ilocumanta {UFBAR, Technical Spuwoificationy, and other docunientn)
raviewed as applicable:?.8. 3/4.9.14, 5,6,1, UFSAR dppendin 14D, and 0-ADN-
856,

Screening Justificationm

The evaluation juntifies tho uses of additional Region 2 8FP storage
configurations that vatisfy the original mafety critoria eatablished in
Refexance 3. The bauic mothod of caleylation hap not changed and it has been
demonstrated that ‘the FPL calculation ylelds similar results to the anslysls
parformad in Raference 3, .

) . < :
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(Print Name) (8ign) i
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Enclosure 3

2010 10 CFR 50.59 Review
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PTN-ENG-SEFJ-10-004 Rev. 0

Attachment 1
Page 1 of 3
10CFR50.59 APPLICABILITY DETERMINATION
Document Number: _PTN-ENG-SEFJ-10-004 Revision Number: 0

Title: Compensatory Measures for D@raded Boraflex In the Turkey Point Unit 3 & 4 SFP.

Brief Description of Activity: This evaluation describes the measures established to compensate for the loss of Boraflex
in the Turkey Point Units 3 and 4 spent fuel pools (SFP). These compensatory measures were established to address
the degraded and nonconforming condition of the Boraflex panels in the Unit 3 SFP. The degraded and nonconforming
condition of the Boraflex panels in the Unit 3 SFP Is being tracked as a RIS 2005-20, Rev. 1 (formerly Generic Leiter (GL)
91-18) issue In CR 2007-40769, The compensatory measures use empty storage cells and/or RCCAs to provide
sufficlent negative reactivity to compensate for the loss of Borafiex. The 10 CFR 50,59 review is performed consistent
with the guidance of NE) 96-07, "Guidelines for 10 CFR 50.59 Safety Evaluations for compensatory measures that have
been implemented in response to a degraded and nonconforming condition. This guidance Is shown below,

"If an interim compensatory action is taken to address the condition and involves a procedure change or
temporary modification, a 10 CFR 60.59 review should be conducted and may result in a safety
evaluation. The intent is to determine whether the compensatory action itself (not the degraded condition)
impacts other aspects of the facllity described in the SAR."

This 10 CFR 60,59 review will focus on any ancillary impacts that the compensatory measures {(empty storage
cells or RCCAS) used in the SFP may have on the facllity as described in the UFSAR.

Addrass the questions below for all aspects of the activity. If the answer is YES for any portion of the activity, apply the identified process(es) to
that portion of the activity. Note that it Is not unusual to have more than one process apply to a given activity. See the "Guidance For
Performing 10CFR50,59 Evaluations” for additional guidance. The guidance document can be accessed in Lotus Notes from the JB Nuclear
Notes Page by selecting the following: Procedures / Engineering. '

10CFR50.59 Applicability Determination.

I, Does the proposed actlivity involve a change to the: See Section 4.2.1 of the Guidance Manual.

1. Technical Specifications or Operating License? NO [JYES |IfYES, process License Amendment Request
in accordance with 10CFR50.,90,

2. Quality Assurance Plan, Security Plan, NO [JYES |If YES, process change in accordance with
Emergency Plan, IST Program Plan, or IS 10CFR50.54 or 10CFR50.55 as applicable.
Program Plan?

3. Fire Protection Program? NO [YES |If YES, process per Fire Protection Program

changes.
IIl. Does the Proposed activity involve maintenance NO [JYES |See Section 4.2.2 of the Guidance Manual.

which restores SSCs to their original condition or
involve a temporary alteration (e.g., TSA / ECO)
supporting maintenance that will be in effect during
at-power aperations for 90 days or less?

1. Does the proposed activity involve a change to the PDANO []YES |IfYES, ensure FSAR User Comment Form
UFSAR (including documents incorporated by completed.
reference) excluded from requirement to perform a
10CFR50.59 review by Section 4.2.3 of the
Guldance Manual?

IV. Does the proposed actlivity involve a change to XINO [JYES |See Section 4.2.4 of the Guidance Manual.
managerlal or administrative procedures governing
the conduct of facllity operations?

V. Does the activity impact other plant specific MINO [YES |IfYES, process per Technical Specifications
programs (e.g., the ODCM) which are controlled by and Program requirements (See Section 4.2.1
regulations, the Operating License or Tech Specs? of the Guidance Manual).

[0 Al aspects of the activity are controlled by one or more of the processes above, therefore a 10CFR50.59 screening is not

required.
Basis:

Complete the form by printing name, signing, and dating the form.

DG If the activity or any portion of the activity is not controfled by one or more of the processes above, complete the
10CFR50.59 Screening.

[]  Entire activity subject to screening.

X Portion of activity subject to screening.
Explain: The ancillary impacts of the compensatory measures are the focus of the screening.
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PTN-ENG-SEFJ-10-004 Rev. 0

10CFR50.59 SCREE

10CFR50.59 Screening (See Section 5.2.2 of the Guidance Manual for additional guldance):

Attachment 1
Page 2 of 3

1.

Does the proposed activity require a change to the Technical Specifications?

Justification: The compensatory measures use empty storage cells or RCCAs to compensate for
the loss of Boraflex to satisfy the Kes requirements of Technical Spedifications (TS) 6.5.1.1.a and
6.5.1.1.b. As discussed in UFSAR Section 9.5.2.2, the SFP s designed to have the SFP storage
cells either empty or fully filled with up to 1535 spent fuel assemblies. As discussed In UFSAR
9.5.4.2, the SFP is designed to store RCCAs in the stored fuel assemblies. The specific measures
used to accommodate the on-golhg degradation of Boraflex are nowhere described or prohibited in
TS. No compensatory measure implemented to accommodate degradation of Boraflex causes
neutron multiplication in the SFP racks, or in the array of stored fuel, to exceed regulatory limits.
The analysis of the impacts of the compensatory measures show that cell degradation (assuming no
Boraflex) still meets the crilicality licensing basis with the specified storage restrictions. The
implementation of these compensatory measures resuited In a situation in which administrative
controls more restrictive than TS are being employed in the SFP to ensure the Koy ctiteria of TS
6.5.1.1.a and 5.5.1.1.b are safisfied. However, NRC Administrative Letter (AL) 98-10 applies to the
storage restrictions described in this activity. Since this addresses a degraded and nonconforming
condition, it is being tracked as a GL-91-18 Issue in CR 2007-40769. CR 2007-40769 is tracking the
implementation of approved Amendments 234 & 229, and AL 98-10 will apply until Amendments 234
& 220 are implemented. As a result of difficulties in Implementing Amendments 234 & 229, L AR 204
(L-2010-035) was submitied to address the AL 98-10 TS issues for Unit 3 and License Condition
H(b) requires a LAR to be submitted this year to address the AL 98-10 TS issues for Unit 4. These
actions are belng fracked by CR 2010-655 and CR 2009-32621 for Units 3 and 4, respectively.
Since this is an AL 98-10 issue, a change to the TS is required. However, NRC approval prior to

no RYes

implementation of the activity is not required.

=S _then-teaues & nea-Amaendment-n orto-implementation-of-the-act

Does the proposed activity involve a change to an SSC that adversely affects an UFSAR described
design function?

Justification: The compensatory measures use empty storage cells or RCCAs to compensate for
the loss of Boraflex to satisfy the Ky requirements of TS 5,5.1.1.a and 5.5.1.1.b. As discussed in
UFSAR Section 9.5.2.2, the SFP is designed to have the SFP storage cells either empty or fully
filled with up to 1535 spent fuel assemblies. As discussed in UFSAR 9.5.4.2, the SFP is designed to
store RCCAs in the stored fuel assemblies. Both Region | and Region |l storage racks are designed
to maintain discharged fuel in a subcritical array, without inourring damage during an off-normal or
seismic-induced event and to provide adequate cooling for the stored spent fuel. Thus, the racks
perform a passive function, Rack dimensions and clearances are not changed, so that the physical
act of re-positioning fuel, here or elsewhere In the racks, is not made more difficult. While Boraflex
present In certain areas, including Region | and Il cells, may have degraded beyond acceptable
criteria for continuing credit as a neutron absorber, geometric arrangement of the Region | and 1]
rack cells, along with reactivity characteristics (i.e., initial enrichment, burnup and post-irradiation
cooling time) of the stored fuel and the use of RCCAs, ensure continued functionality of these rack
locations, The compensatory measures used to accommodate Boraflex degradation do not change
the array of stored fuel in any fashion that would render it more vulnerable to seismic disturbance or
a mechanically-induced offnormal event or impede SFP cooling. As demonstrated by the
comparative analysis, the compensatory measures provide negative reactivity such that there is
sufficient margin to assure that the Ker criteria are satisfied when the conservative allowance for
biases and uncertainties, as described in the UFSAR, are applied. Accordingly, the regulatory
requirements with respect to Keff in the storage racks continue to be met. Therefore, the
implementation of these compensatory measures does not adversely affect an UFSAR described
design function.

NO []YES
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3. Does the proposed activity involve a change to a procedure that adversely affects how UFSAR
described SSC design functions are performed or controlled?

Justification: The compensatory measures use emply storage cells or RCCAs to compensate for
the loss of Boraflex to satisfy the Kerr requirements of TS 5.6.1.1.a and 8.5.1.1.b. As discussed in
UFSAR Section 9.5.2.2, the SFP is designed to have the SFP storage cells either empty or fully
filled with up to 1535 spent fuel assemblies. As discussed in UFSAR 9.5.4.2, the SFP Js designed
to store RCCAs In the stored fuel assemblies. These compensatory measures do not adversely
affect how the installed racks perform their function of controlling neutron multiplication in the array
of stored fuel, or adversely affect how racks protect the stored fuel from damage. Storage racks
are designed to safely store fresh and irradiated fuel; they will continue to do so after any required
procedure changes are made. Rack dimensions and clearances are not changed, so that the
physical act of re-positioning fuel, here or eisewhere in the racks, is not made more difficult. The
caompensatory measures do not adversely impact how the SFP is controlled to segregate storage
of fuel assemblies between Region | and Region Il via the burnup requirements of TS 3.9.14 which
is maintained, but impose additional restrictions for the storage of fuel in the SFP racks to address
the degraded conditon of the Boraflex. Therefore the implementation of these compensatory
measures does not involve a change to procedures that would adversely affect how UFSAR
described functions are performed or controlled.

XIno [ YES

4. Does the proposed activity involve revising or replacing an UFSAR described evaluation
methodology that is used in establishing the design bases or used in the safely analyses?

Justification: The compensatory measures use empty storage cells or RCCAs to compensate for
the loss of Boraflex to satisfy the Ker requirements of TS 6.5.1.1.a and 55.1.1.b. As discussed in
UFSAR Section 9.5.2.2, the SFP is designed to have the SFP storage cells either empty or fully
filled with up to 1535 spent fuel assemblies. As discussed in UFSAR 9,6.4.2, the SFP is designed fo
store RCCAs In the stored fuel assemblies. No method of evaluation is required to be revised or
replaced to have empty storage cells or RCCAs in the SFP. Therefore, the implementation of these
compensatory measures does not involve revising or replacing an UFSAR described evaluation
methodology that is used in establishing the design bases or used in the safety analyses.

XINO [ YES

5. Does the proposed activity involve a test or experiment not described in the UFSAR, where an SSC
is utilized or controlled in a manner that is outside the reference bounds of the design for that SSC
or is inconsistent with analyses or desgriptions in the UFSAR?

Justification: - The compensatory measures use empty storage cells or RCCAs to compensate for
the loss of Boraflex to satisfy the Koy requirements of TS 5.6.1.1.a and 5.5.1.1.b. As discussed In
UFSAR Section 9.5.2.2, the SFP is designed fo have the SFP storage cells either empty or fully
filled with up to 1635 spent fuel assemblies, As discussed in UFSAR 9.5.4.2, the SFP is designed to
store RCCAs in the stored fuel assemblies. None of the compensatory measures considered here
involves a test or experiment, The compensatory measures evaluated in this screening document
do not increase or expand design basis requirements for the fuel pool racks, or the contained
irradiated fuel. Both the racks and the stored fusl continue to operate within their design basis
requirements by protecting fuel from damage, maintaining SFP cooling capability, and maintaining
keff of the stored array within regulatory limits. BADGER testing is consistent with the Boraflex
Survelllance Program described in UFSAR 16.2.2. Therefore, the implementation of these
compensatory measures does not involve a test or experiment not described in the UFSAR, where
an SSC is utilized or controlled in a manner that is outside the reference bounds of the design for
that SSC or is inconsistent with analyses or descriptions in the UFSAR,

KNo [ vYEs

If question 2, 3, 4 or 5 is answered YES, then a 10CFR&0.59 Evaluation shall be performed.
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