
 
 

January 16, 2013 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Scott Head, Manager 
Regulatory Affairs 
STP Units 3 & 4 
Nuclear Innovation North America, LLC 
122 West Way, Suite 405 
Lake Jackson, TX  77566 
 
SUBJECT:  REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION LETTER NO. 421 RELATED TO 

SRP SECTION 13.03 FOR THE NUCLEAR INNOVATION NORTH AMERICA, 
LLC COMBINED LICENSE APPLICATION 

 
Dear Mr. Head: 
 
By letter dated September 20, 2007, South Texas Project (STP) submitted for approval a 
combined license application pursuant to Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) 
Part 52.  The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff is performing a detailed review 
of this application to enable the staff to reach a conclusion on the safety of the proposed 
application. 
 
The NRC staff has identified that additional information is needed to continue portions of the 
review.  The staff’s request for additional information (RAI) is contained in the enclosure to this 
letter.  In order to minimize delays to the current licensing schedule, we request that you 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this RAI. 
 
If changes are needed to the safety analysis report, the staff requests that the RAI response 
include the proposed wording changes.  If you have any questions or comments concerning this 
matter, I can be reached at 301-415-5787 or by e-mail at rocky.foster@nrc.gov. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 /RA/ 
 
 

Rocky D. Foster, Project Manager 
Licensing Branch 3 
Division of New Reactor Licensing 
Office of New Reactors 

 
Docket Nos.:   052-012, 052-013 
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Enclosure 

Request for Additional Information 421 
Issue Date: 1/16/2013 

Application Title: South Texas Project Units 3 and 4 - Dockets 52-012 and 52-013 
Operating Company: South Texas Project Nuclear Operating Co 

Docket No. 52-012 and 52-013 
Review Section: 13.03 - Emergency Planning 

 
 

QUESTIONS 
 
13.03-75 

Appendix E.IV.E.8.d requires, in part, the emergency plan include the identification of an 
alternative facility (or facilities) that would be accessible even if the site is under threat of or 
experiencing hostile action, to function as a staging area for augmentation of ERO staff during 
hostile action to minimize delays in emergency response and provide for a swift coordinated 
augmented response.  The STP Unit 3 and 4 Emergency Plan, Revision 7, Section G.5, 
describes the location of the Alternate EOF, identifies typical equipment that could be 
transported to the facility, and states that the facility can be activated in four hours.  The NRC 
staff noted that the STPEGS Emergency Plan, Revision ICN 20-11, dated 6/20/12, Section G.5, 
“Alternate TSC/OSC” provides a description of a different facility from that described in STP Unit 
3 and 4 Emergency Plan, Revision 7, Section G.5 

a.    Clarify  which facility, described in Section G.5 of the respective emergency plans will be 
used as an alternate facility to meet the requirements of Appendix E.IV.E.8.d, or will both 
facilities be used? 
 
b.    Clarify from where the “typical equipment and instrumentation” relied on to activate the 
Alternate Facility will be obtained.  If the intent is to relocate equipment from the EOF, explain 
how this would be feasible if the EOF was not accessible due to hostile actions at the site. 
 
c.    A four hour activation time is unacceptable since the facility needs to be in a ready state to 
accommodate augmenting ERO personnel within about 60 minutes of declaration of an 
emergency.  Explain how the Alternate Facility will function as a staging area for augmentation 
of emergency response staff if the emergency response staff is expected to respond within 
about 60 minutes. 
 
d.    Explain how the Alternate Facility meets the following characteristics: 
 

(1) Capability to communicate with the emergency operation facility (EOF), Control Room, 
and security personnel. 

(2) Capability to perform offsite notifications of a plant emergency within 15 minutes of a 
change in emergency classification level, or issuance of a protective action 
recommendation. 

(3) Capability for engineering assessment activities, including damage control team 
planning and preparation. 

 
e.    Describe how the Alternate Facility will be able to access up-to-date plant technical 
documentation, such as general pant drawings, system information, and plant procedures. 
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13.03-76 
 
Appendix E. IV.C.2 requires, in part, that a licensee shall establish and maintain the capability to 
assess, classify, and declare an emergency condition within 15 minutes.  In the applicant’s letter 
U7-C-NINA-NRC-120055, dated 7/31/12, ML12219A3252, Analysis 8, the applicant states that 
the requirement for an emergency declaration to be made within 15 minutes of the existence of 
the condition will be addressed in the Emergency Preparedness Implementing Procedures.  The 
applicant proposed no revision to the STP Unit 3 and 4 Emergency Plan to address this 
requirement.  The NRC staff noted that the STPEGS Emergency Plan, revision ICN-20-11, 
dated 6/20/12, Section D.1 does address the 15 minute emergency declaration requirement.  
Explain why the STP Unit 3 and 4 Emergency Plan does not address the 15 minute emergency 
declaration requirement, or revise the STP Unit 3 and 4 Emergency Plan to be consistent with 
the STPEGS Units 1 and 2 Emergency Plan, or justify why the change is not needed. 
 
13.03-77 
 
Appendix E, Section IV.A.7., requires, in part, that the emergency plan include the identification 
of, and a description of the assistance expected from State, local, and Federal agencies with 
responsibilities for coping with emergency, including hostile action at the site.  The applicant’s 
letter U7-C-NINA-NRC-120055, dated 7/31/12, ML12219A3252, Analysis 4 does not explain the 
review the onsite emergency plan has undergone to determine the type and extent of ORO 
resources needed to support onsite response activities during an emergency, including hostile 
action.  Explain where in the STP Unit 3 & 4 Emergency Plan this information is provided. 
 
13.03-78 
 
Appendix E, Section IV.2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, requires, in part, that the emergency plan include 
provisions for the development, updating, and use of evacuation time estimates.  The 
applicant’s letter U7-C-NINA-NRC-120055, dated 7/31/12, ML12219A3252, Analysis 10, does 
not address a frequency or administrative method of ETE analysis updates. Identify where in the 
STP Unit 3 and 4 Emergency Plan the maintenance of evacuation time estimate is discussed, or 
justify why this is not necessary. 
 
13.03-79 
 
Appendix E.IV.7 requires, in part, that an applicant under 10 CFR part 52 once receiving their 
license, shall conduct at least one review of any changes in the population of its EPZ at least 
365 days prior to its scheduled fuel load.  The licensee shall estimate EPZ permanent resident 
population changes using the most recent U.S. Census Bureau annual resident population 
estimate and State/local government population data.  Provide a discussion on performing at 
least one review of any changes in the population of the EPZ at least 365 days prior to its 
scheduled fuel load, or provide justification for why this is not necessary. 
 
13.03-80 
 
Appendix E.IV.F.2.j, establishes an eight year exercise cycle.  The applicant’s letter U7-C-NINA-
NRC-120055, dated 7/31/12, ML12219A3252, Analysis 6, identifies changes in N.1.4 and 
Addendum N-1, but does not identify a change in Section N.2.2.  Provide for the change from 
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six to eight years in STP Unit 3 and 4 EP, Chapter 5, Section N.2.2, “Scenario Composition,” or 
explain why this is not necessary. 
13.03-81 
 
Appendix E.IV.E.8.d requires, in part, the emergency plan include the identification of an 
alternative facility (or facilities) that would be accessible even if the site is under threat of or 
experiencing hostile action, to function as a staging area for augmentation of ERO staff during 
hostile action to minimize delays in emergency response and provide for a swift coordinated 
augmented response. 
 
Appendix E. IV.C.2 requires, in part, that a licensee shall establish and maintain the capability to 
assess, classify, and declare an emergency condition within 15 minutes. 
 
As discussed in the applicant's submittal relating to the requirements in the RAIs 13.03-75 and 
13.03-76 above, the NRC staff noted some minor difference in the Emergency Plan for Units 1 
and 2, and Units 3 and 4 that seem to indicate an inconsistency between the two documents.  
Explain the administrative process that is, or will be, in place to ensure consistency in the 
referenced Emergency Plans. 


