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ATTN: Document Control Desk 10 CFR 52.63
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station (VCSNS) Units 2 and 3
Combined License Nos. NPF-93 and NPF-94
Docket Nos. 52-027 & 52-028

Subject: Supplement 1 to LAR 13-25 Request for License Amendment and
Exemption: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

Reference: 1. South Carolina Electric and Gas Company (SCEG) Request for
License Amendment and Exemption: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency
Changes, dated July 2, 2013 (NND-13-0390).

In accordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 50.90, South Carolina Electric & Gas
Company (SCE&G) requested an amendment to the Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station
(VCSNS) Units 2 and 3 combined licenses (COLs) (License Nos. NPF-93 and NPF-94,
respectively) (Reference 1). The proposed amendment would allow various changes to
correct editorial errors and promote consistency with the Updated Final Safety Analysis
Report (Tier 2 information). Because this impacts Tier 1 of the Plant-Specific DCD and
Appendix C of the COL, this activity has been determined to require prior NRC
approval. Also, because the change requires a departure from Tier 1 information, an
exemption is requested from the requirements of the Generic DCD Tier 1 in accordance
with 52.63(b)(1).

The Description, Technical Evaluation, Regulatory Evaluation (including Significant
Hazards Consideration), and Environmental Considerations for the proposed changes
in the License Amendment Request (LAR) are contained in Enclosure 1 to Reference 1.
Further justification for the associated exemption request is provided in Enclosure 2 to
Reference 1. The proposed markups depicting the requested changes to Tier 1, COL
Appendix C, and the UFSAR are contained in Enclosure 3 to Reference 1.

This supplement is being provided to correct references and minor typographical errors
contained within the original request (Reference 1). The Enclosures to this letter
provide replacement pages to substitute in whole the corresponding page in Reference
1.
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In order to support the VCSNS Unit 2 construction schedule, SCE&G requests NRC

staff review and approval of the license amendment by June 1, 2014. This license

amendment will be implemented by SCE&G within 30 days of approval.

In accordance with 10 CFR 50.91, SCE&G is notifying the State of South Carolina of

this LAR by transmitting a copy of this letter and enclosures to the designated State

Official.

The information provided does not change the scope of the amendment request

submitted in Reference 1. Consequently, this supplement does not require a revised

significant hazards determination. This letter contains no regulatory commitments.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. Alfred M. Paglia by telephone at

(803) 941-9876, or by email at apaqlia(•scana.com.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on this day of ,2013.

Sini

Ior•,•d A. Jones
Vice President
New Nuclear Operations

JGE/RAJ/jge

Enclosure $1:

Enclosure S2:

Enclosure S3:

Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station Units 2 and 3 - Supplement to

Request for License Amendment: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency

Changes

Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station Units 2 and 3 - Supplement to
Exemption Request: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station Units 2 and 3 - Supplement to

Licensing Basis Proposed Changes



Document Control Desk
NND-13-0564
Page 3 of 3

c: Denise McGovern
Ravindra Joshi
Rahsean Jackson
Victor McCree
Jim Reece
Stephen A. Byrne
Jeffrey B. Archie
Ronald A. Jones
Alvis J. Bynum
Kathryn M. Sutton
April Rice
Julie Ezell
E. Dean Kersey
Justin R. Bouknight
Amy G. Aughtman
Joel Hjelseth
Brian McIntyre
Zachary Harper
William E. Hutchins
Joseph A. Cole
Curt Castell
William A. Fox, III
Susan E. Jenkins
William M. Cherry
Rhonda O'Banion
Dan Churchman
VCSummer2&3ProjectMail@Shawgrp.com
vcsummer2&3project@westinghouse.com
DCRM-EDMS@SCANA.COM



South Carolina Electric & Gas Company

NND-13-0564

Enclosure S1

Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station (VCSNS) Units 2 and 3

Supplement to Request for License Amendment Regarding
Tier I Editorial and Consistency Changes

(LAR 13-25 SI)



NND-13-0564
Enclosure S1
License Amendment Request (LAR 13-25 Si): Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

For the AP1 000, there is no credible spent fuel transport scenario that could drop a spent
fuel assembly over the new fuel rack. UFSAR Subsection 9.1.1.2.1, Item C. states
"Because the likelihood of a new fuel assembly being dropped into the new fuel pit and onto
the new fuel racks is minimal, it is unnecessary to evaluate drop scenarios for the new fuel
storage rack." Therefore, it is unnecessary to analyze whether the new fuel storage racks
can withstand the impact of either a dropped new fuel assembly or a dropped spent fuel
assembly. This is supported by plant-specific Tier 1 Table 2.1.1-1, Design Commitment
Item 7, which only requires design basis [analysis] for dropped spent fuel assembly
accidents over the spent fuel racks." However, in both the Inspections, Tests, Analyses and
Acceptance Criteria columns for the associated ITAAC, ITAAC Item 7.iv, the wording refers
to an analysis of the "new and spent fuel" storage racks under design basis dropped spent

fuel assembly loads. Because it is unnecessary to evaluate, there is no analysis for a spent
fuel drop on the new fuel rack. Therefore, to align the ITAAC with the associated Design
Commitment and the UFSAR, it is proposed that the ITAAC wording of both statements for
ITAAC Item 7.iv be clarified to remove the words "new and" before each portion of the
statement regarding the spent fuel storage racks.

(k) Editorial change to correct the title of a document in a Design Description

The complete title of report APP-OCS-GEH-520 is "AP1000 Plant Startup Human Factors
Engineering Design Verification Plan." However, in plant-specific Tier 1 Section 3.2, Item
1.e) this title reads "AP1000 Plant Startup Human Factors Engineering Verification Plan."
Thus, the current plant-specific Tier 1 version is missing the word "Design." Therefore, it is
proposed that in Tier 1 Section 3.2, Item 1 .e), the title of report APP-OCS-GEH-520 be
updated by inserting "Design" before "Verification." This change does not involve a
technical (design, analysis, function or qualification) change, i.e., there is no change to an

associated calculation, design parameter or design requirement.

Note: There is no UFSAR change associated with any of the above plant-specific Tier 1

changes.

This departure is an editorial and consistency "cleanup" of the plant-specific Tier 1 material,
and would make no technical change (i.e., existing design is unaffected), and would
facilitate consistency between UFSAR (Tier 2) and Tier 1 design descriptions, tables and
figures. No structure, system, component (SSC), design function or analysis as described in

the UFSAR would be affected. No defense-in-depth safety function would be affected. No

plant-specific ITAAC line item would be technically changed.

The requested changes only involve correcting editorial, clerical and consistency errors,
making nomenclature updates, updating equipment identifications (e.g., tag numbers),
deleting unnecessary entries (which originally should not have been included) in plant-
specific Tier 1 tables, and making clarifications. Therefore, no design function as described
in the UFSAR would be affected.

The plant-specific Tier 1 information is the design information and functions subject to
verification by the Tier 1 ITAAC closure process. The requested changes would neither

adversely affect the ability to meet design criteria or functions, nor involve a decrease in the
safety provided by the associated systems. Tier 1 information and ITAAC would continue to
adequately validate their corresponding UFSAR design commitments because these are
editorial and consistency changes.
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NND-13-0564
Enclosure S1
License Amendment Request (LAR 13-25 Sl): Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

The proposed changes do not affect a feature used for the prevention or mitigation of

accidents or their safety / design analyses. The proposed changes do not affect any SSC

accident initiator or initiating sequence of events. The proposed changes do not affect any

safety-related SSC or function used to mitigate an accident.

The proposed changes do not involve a change to a fission product barrier. The proposed

changes cannot result in a new failure mode, malfunction or sequence of events that could

affect safety. The proposed changes would not allow for a new fission product release path,
result in a new fission product barrier failure mode, or create a new sequence of events that

would result in significant fuel cladding failures.

The proposed changes do not affect any safety-related equipment, design code limit, safety-

related function, safety-related design analysis, safety analysis input or result, or design or

safety margin. Therefore, no safety analysis or design basis acceptance limit or criterion

would be challenged or exceeded.

This license amendment request does not involve a technical (design, analysis, function or

qualification) change, thus none of the associated SSCs used to contain, control, channel,
monitor, process or release radioactive or non-radioactive materials is affected. No effluent

release path is involved. The proposed changes do not involve changing a type or quantity

of an expected effluent. Therefore, no radioactive or non-radioactive material effluent is

affected.

Plant radiation zones, controls under 10 CFR 20, and expected amounts and types of

radioactive materials are not affected by the proposed changes. Therefore, individual and

cumulative radiation exposures would not change.

I Technical Evaluation

Included Above

4. Regulatory Evaluation

4.1 Applicable Regulatory Requirements/Criteria

10 CFR 52.98(f) requires NRC approval for any modification to, addition to, or deletion

from the terms and conditions of a COL. This activity involves a departure from plant-

specific Tier 1 information, and a corresponding change to COL Appendix C,
Inspections, Tests, Analyses and Acceptance Criteria information; therefore, this

activity requires a proposed amendment to the COL. Accordingly, NRC approval is

required prior to making the plant-specific changes in this license amendment request.

4.2 Precedent

No precedent is identified.

4.3 Significant Hazards Consideration
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NND-13-0564
Enclosure S2
Exemption Request: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

1.0 Purpose

SCE&G requests a permanent exemption from the provisions of 10 CFR 52, Appendix D,

Section Ill.B, "Design Certification Rule for the AP1000 Design, Scope and Contents," to allow a
departure from elements of the certification information in Tier 1 of the Generic DCD. The

regulation, 10 CFR 52, Appendix D, Section Ill.B, requires an applicant or licensee referencing
Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 to incorporate by reference and comply with the requirements of

Appendix D, including certification information in DCD Tier 1. The Tier 1 information for which a
plant-specific departure and exemption is being requested includes various information

specified in Tier 1 Tables as well as Tier 1 design description information.

This request for exemption will apply the requirements of 10 CFR 52, Appendix D, Section
VIII.A.4 to allow departures from generic Tier 1 information due to the following proposed

changes to the system-based design descriptions.

* Tier 1 Figure 2.2.5-1
o Change Main Control Room (MCR) Emergency Habitability System (VES) relief

damper tag numbers from VES-PY-DO01A to VES-MD-DO01A and from VES-
PY-DO01 B to VES-MD-DO01 B.

o Change the MCR Air Filtration Line Eductor tag number from VES-FY-NO1 to

VES-PY-NO1.
" Tier 1 Table 2.6.3-4

o Change distribution panel tag number from IDSC-DD-2 to IDSC-DD-1.
* Tier 1 Table 3.5-3

o Correct turbine island vent effluent radiation monitor tag from TDS-RY001 to
TDS-RE001.

* Tier 1 Table 3.5-7

o Correct turbine island vent effluent radiation monitor tag from TDS-RY001 to
TDS-RE001.

* Tier 1 Table 2.2.3-1
o Correct entries for valves PXS-PL-V1 17A and PXS-PL-V1 17B in Control

PMS/DAS from Yes/Yes to Yes/No.
" Tier 1 Table 3.5-1

o Change entry for the Containment Atmosphere Radiation Monitor, PSS-RE-027,
from gaseous to particulate.

* Tier 1 Table 3.5-7
o Change entry for the Containment Atmosphere Radiation Monitor, PSS-RE-027,

from gaseous to particulate.
* Tier 1 Table 3.3-6, ITAAC item 5.c

o Revise PXS/Accumulator to PXS Valve/Accumulator in the acceptance criteria
column.

* Tier 1 Table 2.7.1-4, ITAAC item 2.b

o Change "components" to "piping" in the Inspections, Tests, and Analyses
column.
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Enclosure S2
Exemption Request: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

* Tier 1 Table 3.3-6, ITAAC item 7.d, acceptance criteria ii.a, item 4

o Change item 4 to add "open" before last "raceway" to read "For configurations

that involve an enclosed raceway and an open raceway, the minimum vertical

separation is 1 inch if the enclosed raceway is below the open raceway."

* Tier 1 Table 3.3-6 ITAAC item 7.d, acceptance criteria ii.b, item 4

o Change statement from: "For configurations that involve an enclosed raceway,

the minimum vertical separation is 1 inch if the enclosed raceway is below the

raceway." to read: "For configurations that involve an enclosed raceway and an

open raceway, the minimum vertical separation is 1 inch if the enclosed raceway

is below the open raceway."
* Tier 1 Table 3.3-6 ITAAC item 7.d, acceptance criteria ii.c, item 4

o Change item 4 to add "open" before last "raceway" to read "For configurations

that involve an enclosed raceway and an open raceway, the minimum vertical

separation is 1 inch if the enclosed raceway is below the open raceway."

" Tier 1 Table 2.6.6-1, design commitment 3 and acceptance criterion iv)

o Change from lighting protection to lightning protection.

* Tier 1 Table 2.2.3-4, ITAAC item 8.c

o Change "PSX" to "PXS" in the Inspections, Tests, and Analyses column for item

xii.
* Tier 1 Table 2.3.10-2

o Remove lines WLS-PL-L020, WSL-PL-L077 [sic], WLS-PL-L078 and WLS-PL-

L079.
* Tier 1 Table 2.1.1-1, item 7

o Remove "new and" from the Inspections, Tests, and Analyses and Acceptance

Criteria columns item iv) description.

* Tier 1 Section 3.2, Item 1.e)

o Correct APP-OCS-GEH-520 document name to read "AP1000 Plant Startup

Human Factors Engineering Design Verification Plan."

This request will provide for the application of the requirements for granting exemptions from

design certification information, as specified in 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, Section VIII.A.4, 10

CFR §52.63, §52.7, and §50.12.

2.0 Background

SCE&G is the holder of Combined License Nos. NPF-93 and NPF-94, which authorizes
construction and operation of two Westinghouse Electric Company AP1 000 nuclear plants,
named Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station (VCSNS) Units 2 and 3, respectively.

During the detailed design finalization of the systems, departures from the details identified in
Tier 1 information were determined necessary to facilitate consistency with the actual design

functions of the systems described in the plant-specific DCD Tier 2 information. This activity
requests exemption from the Generic DCD Tier 1 tables, which supports the associated COL

Appendix C ITAAC.

An exemption from elements of the AP1 000 certification (Tier 1) design information to allow a
departure from the design description and ITAAC is requested.
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NND-13-0564
Enclosure S2
Exemption Request: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

3.0 Technical Justification of Acceptability

An exemption is requested to depart from AP1 000 generic Design Control Document (DCD)

Tier 1 material in regard to the AP1000 by correcting various editorial and consistency issues

between Tier 1 and Tier 2 in Tier 1 Tables and Sections. The proposed exemption would allow

a change to the plant-specific Tier 1 ITAAC information consistent with existing plant-specific
DCD Tier 2 information.

The proposed changes to the description information presented in plant-specific Tier 1 are at a

level of detail that is consistent with the information currently provided therein. The proposed

changes neither adversely impact the ability to meet the design functions of the structures,
systems or components (SSCs) nor involve a significant decrease in the level of safety provided

by the structure. Because the proposed editorial changes are consistent with plant-specific
DCD Tier 2 information and the design, the changes do not affect a structure, system or

component. The proposed changes to information in plant-specific DCD Tier 1 continue to
provide the detail necessary to implement the corresponding ITAAC. Further, application of the

current generic certified design information in Tier 1 as required by 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix
D, Section Ill.B, in the particular circumstances discussed in this request would not serve the

underlying purpose of the rule since it could be read to be inconsistent with the existing design

information provided in Tier 2 of the plant-specific DCD.

4.0 Justification of Exemption

10 CFR 52, Appendix D, Section VIII.A.4 and 10 CFR 52.63(b)(1) govern the issuance of

exemptions from elements of the certified design information for AP1000 nuclear power plants.
Since SCE&G has identified changes to the Tier 1 information related to the structures as a

result of further design review activities, an exemption to the certified design information in

Tier 1 is needed.

10 CFR 52, Appendix D, and 10 CFR 50.12, §52.7, and §52.63 state that the NRC may grant

exemptions from the requirements of the regulations provided six conditions are met: 1) the
exemption is authorized by law [§50.12(a)(1)]; 2) the exemption will not present an undue risk to

the health and safety of the public [§50.12(a)(1)]; 3) the exemption is consistent with the

common defense and security [§50.12(a)(1)]; 4) special circumstances are present
[§50.12(a)(2)(ii)]; 5) the special circumstances outweigh any decrease in safety that may result
from the reduction in standardization caused by the exemption [§52.63(b)(1)]; and 6) the design
change will not result in a significant decrease in the level of safety [Part 52, App. D, VIII.A.4].

The requested exemption to allow changes to the description of the structures satisfies the

criteria for granting specific exemptions, as described below.

1. This exemption is authorized by law

The NRC has authority under 10 CFR 52.63, §52.7, and §50.12 to grant exemptions
from the requirements of NRC regulations. Specifically, 10 CFR 50.12 and §52.7 state

that the NRC may grant exemptions from the requirements of 10 CFR Part 52 upon a
proper showing. No law exists that would preclude the changes covered by this
exemption request. Additionally, granting of the proposed exemption does not result in a
violation of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, or the Commission's

regulations.

Accordingly, this requested exemption is "authorized by law," as required by 10 CFR

50.12(a)(1).
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NND-1 3-0564
Enclosure S2
Exemption Request: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

The rule under consideration in this request for exemption is 10 CFR 52, Appendix D,
Section Ill.B, which requires that a licensee referencing the AP1000 Design Certification
Rule (10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D) shall incorporate by reference and comply with the
requirements of Appendix D, including Tier 1 information. The VCSNS Unit 2 and 3
COLs reference the AP1 000 Design Certification Rule and incorporate by reference the
requirements of 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, including Tier 1 information. The
underlying purpose of Appendix D, Section IIL.B is to describe and define the scope and
contents of the AP1 000 design certification, and to require compliance with the design
certification information in Appendix D.

The proposed changes to correct editorial and consistency issues between Tier 1 and
Tier 2 maintain the design functions of these systems. This change does not impact the
ability of any SSCs to perform their functions or negatively impact safety. Accordingly,
this exemption from the certification information will enable the licensee to safely
construct and operate the AP1000 facility consistent with the design certified by the NRC
in 10 CFR 52, Appendix D. Therefore, special circumstances are present, because
application of the current generic certified design information in Tier 1 as required by 10
CFR Part 52, Appendix D, Section Ill.B, in the particular circumstances discussed in this
request is not necessary to achieve the underlying purpose of the rule.

5. The special circumstances outweigh any decrease in safety that may result from
the reduction in standardization caused by the exemption

Based on the nature of the changes to the plant-specific Tier 1 information and the
understanding that these changes support the actual system functions, it is likely that
this exemption will be requested by other AP1 000 licensees. However, if this is not the
case, the special circumstances continue to outweigh any decrease in safety from the
reduction in standardization because the design functions of the systems associated
with this request will continue to be maintained. This exemption request and the
associated marked-up tables and figure demonstrate that there is a minimal change from
the generic AP1000 DCD, minimizing the reduction in standardization and consequently
the safety impact from the reduction. Therefore, the special circumstances associated
with the requested exemption outweigh any decrease in safety that may result from the
reduction in standardization caused by the exemption.

6. The design change will not result in a significant decrease in the level of safety.

The exemption revises the plant-specific DCD Tier 1 information by correcting editorial
and consistency issues in various systems. The changes for consistency and clarity will
not impact the functional capabilities of these components. Because the design
changes associated with this exemption request will not modify the design or operation
of any systems or equipment, there are no new failure modes introduced by these
changes and the level of safety provided by the current SSCs will be unchanged.

Because the proposed changes to the system and non-system based descriptions will
not adversely affect the ability of the SSCs to perform their design functions and the
level of safety provided by the SSCs is unchanged, it is concluded that the description
changes associated with proposed exemption will not result in a significant decrease in
the level of safety.
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NND-13-0564
Enclosure S2
Exemption Request: Tier 1 Editorial and Consistency Changes

5.0 Risk Assessment

A risk assessment was not determined to be applicable to address the acceptability of this
proposal.

6.0 Precedent Exemptions

None.

7.0 Environmental Consideration

A review has determined that the proposed amendment would change a requirement with
respect to installation or use of a facility component located within the restricted area, as defined
in 10 CFR 20, or would change an inspection or surveillance requirement. However, the
proposed amendment and associated exemption does not involve (i) a significant hazards
consideration, (ii) a significant change in the types or a significant increase in the amounts of
any effluents that may be released offsite, or (iii) a significant increase in individual or
cumulative occupational radiation exposure. Specific justification is provided in Section 5 of the
corresponding amendment request. Accordingly, the proposed exemption meets the eligibility
criterion for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Therefore, pursuant to 10
CFR 51.22(b), no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be
prepared in connection with the proposed exemption.

8.0 Conclusion

The proposed changes to Tier 1 are necessary to correct information in design descriptions in
plant-specific DCD Tier 1. The exemption request meets the requirements of 10 CFR 52.63, 10
CFR 52.7, 10 CFR 50.12, 10 CFR 51.22, and 10 CFR 52 Appendix D. Specifically, the
exemption request meets the criteria of 10 CFR 50.12(a)(1) in that the request is authorized by
law, presents no undue risk to public health and safety, and is consistent with the common
defense and security. Furthermore, approval of this request does not result in a significant
decrease in the level of safety, presents special circumstances, does not present a significant
decrease in safety as a result of a reduction in standardization, and meets the eligibility
requirements for categorical exclusion.

9.0 References

None
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Enclosure S3

Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station (VCSNS) Units 2 and 3

Supplement to Proposed Changes to Licensing Basis Documents

(LAR 13-25 SI)

Insertions Denoted by Blue Underline and Deletions by Red Strikethrough

(Note that the sheet numbers and the total number of sheets for the marked-up
Tables provided in this Enclosure may be changed by the incorporation of this

and other departures. These changes are considered editorial and do not require
evaluation in this submittal.)



NND-13-0564
Enclosure S3
Proposed Changes to Licensing Basis Documents

Tier I Table 3.5-7

[VCSNS Tier 1, pg 3.5-7]

[VCSNS Unit 2 COL, Appendix C, pg C-446 & C-447]

[VCSNS Unit 3 COL, Appendix C, pg C-446 & C-447]

Table 3.5-7

Component
Component Name Tag No. Location

Containment Atmosphere Radiation Monitor (Gaseous) PSS-RE026 Auxiliary Building

Containment Atmosphere Radiation Monitor PSS-RE027 Auxiliary Building
(particulate gaseeas, for RCS pressure boundary leakage
detection)

Steam Generator Blowdown Radiation Monitor BDS-RE010 Turbine Building

Steam Generator Blowdown Radiation Monitor BDS-REO11 Turbine Building

Component Cooling Water Radiation Monitor CCS-REOOI Turbine Building

Main Steam Line Radiation Monitor SGS-RY026 Auxiliary Building

Main Steam Line Radiation Monitor SGS-RY027 Auxiliary Building

Service Water Blowdown Radiation Monitor SWS-RE008 Turbine Building

Primary Sampling System Liquid Sample Radiation PSS-RE050 Auxiliary Building
Monitor

Primary Sampling System Gaseous Sample Radiation PSS-RE052 Auxiliary Building
Monitor

Containment Air Filtration Exhaust Radiation Monitor VFS-REOO1 Annex Building

Gaseous Radwaste Discharge Radiation Monitor WGS-RE017 Auxiliary Building

Plant Vent (Normal Range Particulate) Radiation VFS-RE 10l Auxiliary Building
Monitor

Plant Vent (Normal Range Iodine) Radiation Monitor VFS-RE 102 Auxiliary Building

Plant Vent (Normal Range Radiogas) Radiation Monitor VFS-RE 103 Auxiliary Building

Plant Vent (Mid Range Radiogas) Radiation Monitor VFS-RE104A Auxiliary Building

Plant Vent (High Range Radiogas) Radiation Monitor VFS-RE104B Auxiliary Building

Turbine Island Vent Radiation Monitor TDS-REOOI -0-1 Turbine Building
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NND-13-0564
Enclosure S3
Proposed Changes to Licensing Basis Documents

Tier I Table 3.5-1

[VCSNS Tier 1, pg 3.5-2]

[VCSNS Unit 2 COL, Appendix C, pg C-442]

[VCSNS Unit 3 COL, Appendix C, pg C-442]

Table 3.5-1

Qual. for Safety-
Seismic Harsh Related

Equipment Name Tag No. Cat. I Class 1E Envir. Display

MCR Radiation Monitoring VBS-JSO1B Yes Yes No No
Package B1()

Containment Atmosphere PSS-RE026 Yes No No No
Monitor (Gaseous)

Containment Atmosphere PSS-RE027 Yes No No No
Monitor (particulate gaseotis,
for RCS pressure boundary
leakage detection)
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NND-13-0564
Enclosure S3
Proposed Changes to Licensing Basis Documents

Tier I Table 3.3-6

[VCSNS Tier 1, pg 3.3-25 - 27]

[VCSNS Unit 2 COL, Appendix C, pg C-431, C-432, & C-433]

[VCSNS Unit 3 COL, Appendix C, pg C-431, C-432, & C-433]

Table 3.3-6
Inspections, Tests, Analyses, and Acceptance Criteria

Design Commitment Inspections, Tests, Analyses Acceptance Criteria

ii) Within other plant areas
(limited hazard areas), the
minimum separation is defined
by one of the following:

1) The minimum vertical
separation is 5 feet and the
minimum horizontal separation
is 3 feet.

2) The minimum vertical
separation is 12 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation
is 6 inches for raceways
containing only
instrumentation and control
and low-voltage power cables
<2/0 AWG.

3) For configurations that
involve exclusively limited
energy content cables
(instrumentation and control),
the minimum vertical
separation is 3 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation
is I inch.

4) For configurations
involving an enclosed raceway
and an open raceway, the
minimum vertical separation is
I inch if the enclosed raceway
is below the open raceway.

5) For configuration involving
enclosed raceways, the
minimum separation is I inch
in both horizontal and vertical
directions.

ii.a) Within other plant areas inside
containment (limited hazard areas),
the separation meets one of the
following:

1) The vertical separation is 5 feet
or more and the horizontal
separation is 3 feet or more except.

2) The minimum vertical
separation is 12 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation is
6 inches for raceways containing
only instrumentation and control
and low-voltage power cables
<2/0 AWG.

3) For configurations that involve
exclusively limited energy content
cables (instrumentation and
control), the minimum vertical
separation is 3 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation is
I inch.

4) For configurations that involve
an enclosed raceway and an open
raceway, the minimum vertical
separation is I inch if the enclosed
raceway is below the ppen raceway.

5) For configurations that involve
enclosed raceways, the minimum
vertical and horizontal separation is
I inch.
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NND-13-0564
Enclosure S3
Proposed Changes to Licensing Basis Documents

ii.b) Within other plant areas inside
the non-radiologically controlled area
of the auxiliary building (limited
hazard areas), the separation meets
one of the following:

1) The vertical separation is 5 feet
or more and the horizontal
separation is 3 feet or more except.

2) The minimum vertical
separation is 12 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation is 6
inches for raceways containing
only instrumentation and control
and low-voltage power cables
< 2/0 AWG.

3) For configurations that involve
exclusively limited energy content
cables (instrumentation and
control), the minimum vertical
separation is 3 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation is
1 inch.

4) For configurations that involve
an enclosed raceway and an open
raceway, the minimum vertical
separation is 1 inch if the enclosed
raceway is below the open raceway.

5) For configurations that involve
enclosed raceways, the minimum
vertical and horizontal separation is
1 inch.

ii.c) Within other plant areas inside
the radiologically controlled area of
the auxiliary building (limited hazard
areas), the separation meets one of
the following:

1) The vertical separation is 5 feet
or more and the horizontal
separation is 3 feet or more except.

2) The minimum vertical
separation is 12 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation is 6
inches for raceways containing
only instrumentation and control
and low-voltage power cables
< 2/0 AWG..
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3) For configurations that involve
exclusively limited energy content
cables (instrumentation and
control), the minimum vertical
separation is 3 inches and the
minimum horizontal separation is
I inch.

4) For configurations that involve
an enclosed raceway and an open
raceway, the minimum vertical
separation is I inch if the enclosed
raceway is below the ppen raceway.

5) For configurations that involve
enclosed raceways, the minimum
vertical and horizontal separation is
I inch.

Page 12 of 17


