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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
By letter dated May 5, 2017 (Agencywide Documents Access and Management System 
(ADAMS) Accession No. ML17125A331), Southern Nuclear Operating Company, the licensee, 
requested U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) approval of a License Amendment 
Request (LAR) 17-014, for Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4, Combined 
License (COL) Numbers NPF-91 and NPF-92, for VEGP Units 3 and 4, respectively.  The 
requested amendment proposes to depart from plant-specific Tier 1 emergency planning (EP) 
inspections, tests, analyses, and acceptance criteria (ITAAC) information and associated COL 
Appendix C information.  Specifically, the requested amendment proposes a departure from 
plant-specific Tier 1 EP ITAAC information and associated COL Appendix C information where 
duplicate items have been identified.  It also changes ITAAC in Appendix C.  The proposed 
changes do not involve changes to the approved emergency plan or the plant-specific Tier 2 
Design Control Document (DCD). 
 
Southern Nuclear Operating Company (SNC) has also requested exemptions, one for each unit, 
from the provisions of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) Part 52, Appendix 
D, “Design Certification Rule for the AP1000 Design,” Section III.B, “Scope and Contents.”  The 
requested exemptions would allow a departure from the corresponding portions of the certified  
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information in Tier 1 of the generic DCD.1  The staff’s review of the exemption request, as well 
as the LAR, is included in this safety evaluation. 
 
In a letter dated August 3, 2017, (ADAMS Accession No. ML17215B051), the licensee provided 
additional information that supplemented the application.  This information did not expand the 
scope of the application, and did not change the NRC staff’s original proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination as published in the Federal Register on July 5, 2017 
(82 FR 31089).  The staff’s review of the license amendment request is included in this safety 
evaluation. 
 
2.0 REGULATORY EVALUATION 
 
The NRC staff considered the following regulatory requirements and guidance as outlined in the 
Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) in reviewing the licensee’s LAR as previously 
described:   
 

• 10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) requires prompt communications among principal response 
organizations to emergency personnel and to the public. 

 
• 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) requires that adequate emergency facilities and equipment are 

provided and maintained to support the emergency response. 
 
• 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) requires adequate methods, systems, and equipment for assessing 

and monitoring actual or potential offsite consequences of a radiological emergency 
condition are in use. 
 

• 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) requires in part that a range of protective actions has been 
developed for the plume exposure pathway Emergency Planning Zone (EPZ) for 
emergency workers and the public.   
 

• 10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) requires that periodic exercises are (will be) conducted to evaluate 
major portions of emergency response capabilities, periodic drills are (will be) conducted 
to develop and maintain key skills, and deficiencies identified as a result of exercises or 
drills are (will be) corrected. 

 
• 10 CFR 50.90 requires that an application for an amendment to the license must fully 

describe the changes requested and follow, as far as applicable, the form prescribed for 
original applications.   

 
• 10 CFR 52.79 addresses content of technical information required in the application.   

 
• 10 CFR 50, Appendix E provides additional requirements for emergency planning and 

preparedness.  
 

                                                 
1 While the licensee describes the requested exemption as being from Section III.B of 10 CFR Part 52, 
Appendix D, the entirety of the exemption pertains to proposed departures from Tier 1 information in the 
generic DCD.  In the remainder of this evaluation, the NRC will refer to the exemption as an exemption 
from Tier 1 information to match the language of Section VIII.A.4 of 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, which 
specifically governs the granting of exemptions from Tier 1 information. 
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• 10 CFR 52.63(b)(1) provides provisions for exemptions from the elements of a design as 
certified by 10 CFR Part 52. 
 

• 10 CFR 52.7 provides the Commission authority to grant exemptions. 
 

• 10 CFR 50.12 provides the Commission the authority to grant exemptions from the 
requirements of specific regulations. 

 
• 10 CFR 52.79(a)(21) requires that the Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) include 

emergency plans that comply with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47 and 10 CFR Part 
50, Appendix E. 

 
• 10 CFR 52.97(b) requires that the Commission identify within the COL the inspections, 

tests, and analyses, including those applicable to emergency planning, that the licensee 
shall perform, and the acceptance criteria that, if met, are necessary and sufficient to 
provide reasonable assurance that the facility has been constructed and will be operated 
in conformity with the license, the provisions of the Act, and the Commission’s rules and 
regulations. 

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

from the terms and conditions of a COL.  
 

• NUREG-0654/FEMA-REP-1, “Criteria for Preparation and Evaluation of Radiological 
Emergency Response Plans and Preparedness in Support of Nuclear Power Plants,” 
Revision 1, dated November 1980 (ADAMS Accession No. ML040420012). 

 
• NUREG-0696, “Functional Criteria for Emergency Response Facilities,” dated February 

1981 (ADAMS Accession No. ML051390358). 
 

• NUREG-0800, Section 14.3.10, “Emergency Planning – Inspections, Tests, Analyses, 
and Acceptance Criteria,” dated March 2007. 

 
• Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.206, “Combined License Applications for Nuclear Power Plants 

(LWR Edition),” Appendix C.II.1-B, “Development Guidance for Emergency Planning 
ITAAC,” dated March 2007, describes generic EP ITAAC. 

 
3.0 TECHNICAL EVALUATION 
 
3.1 EVALUATION OF EXEMPTION 
 
The regulations in Section III.B of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 require a holder of a COL 
referencing Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 to incorporate by reference and comply with the 
requirements of Appendix D, including certified information in Tier 1 of the generic AP1000 
DCD.  Exemptions from Tier 1 information are governed by the change process in Section 
VIII.A.4 of Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 52.   
 
The plant-specific design control document (“plant-specific DCD” or “PS DCD”) is the document 
that is maintained by a licensee who references Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52.  It consists of 
the information in the generic DCD as modified and supplemented by the plant-specific 
departures and exemptions made under Section VIII of Appendix D.  In LAR 17-014, the Tier 1 
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information in the PS DCD for which the licensee requested a plant-specific departure and 
exemption relates to the emergency planning ITAAC.  Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 
52.63(b)(1), an exemption from elements of the design as certified in the 10 CFR Part 52, 
Appendix D, design certification rule is requested for the involved Tier 1 information described 
and justified in LAR 17-014, as supplemented.  This exemption is a permanent exemption 
limited in scope to the particular Tier 1 information specified.  
 
As stated in Section VIII.A.4 of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52, an exemption from Tier 1 
information is governed by the requirements of 10 CFR 52.63(b)(1) and 52.98(f).  Additionally, 
Section VIII.A.4 of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 provides that the Commission will deny a 
request for an exemption from Tier 1 if it finds that the requested change will result in a 
significant decrease in the level of safety otherwise provided by the design.  Pursuant to 
10 CFR 52.63(b)(1), the Commission may grant exemptions from one or more elements of the 
certification information, so long as the criteria given in 10 CFR 52.7, which in turn references 
10 CFR 50.12, are met and so long as the special circumstances defined in 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2) 
outweigh any potential decrease in safety due to reduced standardization. 
 
Pursuant to 10 CFR 52.7, the Commission may, upon application by any interested person or 
upon its own initiative, grant exemptions from the requirements of 10 CFR Part 52.  As 
10 CFR 52.7 further states, the Commission’s consideration will be governed by 10 CFR 50.12, 
“Specific exemptions,” which states that an exemption may be granted when:  (1) the 
exemptions are authorized by law, will not present an undue risk to the public health and safety, 
and are consistent with the common defense and security; and (2) special circumstances are 
present.  Specifically, 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2) lists six circumstances for which an exemption may 
be granted.  It is necessary for one of these bases to be present in order for the NRC to 
consider granting an exemption request.  The licensee stated that the requested exemption 
meets the special circumstances of 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii).  That subparagraph defines special 
circumstances as when “[a]pplication of the regulation in the particular circumstances would not 
serve the underlying purpose of the rule or is not necessary to achieve the underlying purpose 
of the rule.”  The staff’s analysis of these findings is presented below. 
 
3.1.1 AUTHORIZED BY LAW 
 
This exemption would allow the licensee to implement changes to plant-specific DCD Tier 1 
Table 3.1-1 and corresponding changes to Appendix C.  This exemption is a permanent 
exemption limited in scope to particular Tier 1 information.  Subsequent changes to Tier 1 Table 
3.1-1 and corresponding changes to Appendix C or any other Tier 1 information would be 
subject to the exemption process specified in Section VIII.A.4 of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 
and the requirements of 10 CFR 52.63(b)(1).  Based on 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, 
Section VIII.A.4, the NRC staff has determined that granting of the licensee’s proposed 
exemption will not result in a violation of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, or the 
Commission’s regulations.  Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR 52.7 and 10 CFR 50.12(a)(1), the 
exemption is authorized by law. 
 
3.1.2 NO UNDUE RISK TO PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 
 
The underlying purpose of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 is to ensure that a licensee will 
construct and operate the plant based on the approved information found in the DCD 
incorporated by reference into a licensee’s licensing basis.  The changes proposed by the 
licensee do not add or delete systems or equipment as described in Tier 1 of the AP1000 DCD.  
These changes will not impact the ability of the systems or equipment to perform their design 
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function.  Because they will not alter the operation of any plant equipment or systems, these 
changes do not present an undue risk from existing equipment or systems.  The description 
changes do not introduce any new industrial, chemical, or radiological hazards that would 
represent a public health or safety risk, nor do they modify or remove any design or operational 
controls or safeguards intended to mitigate any existing on-site hazards.  Furthermore, 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.  Accordingly, these changes do not present an undue risk from any new 
equipment or systems, because there remains no adverse impact to the design function of the 
emergency planning systems, structures and components therein and will continue to protect 
the health and safety of the public in the same manner.  Therefore, as required by 10 CFR 
50.12(a)(1), the staff finds that the granting of the requested exemptions will not present an 
undue risk to public health and safety. 
 
3.1.3 CONSISTENT WITH COMMON DEFENSE AND SECURITY 
 
The proposed exemption would allow the licensee to implement changes to plant-specific DCD 
Tier 1 Table 3.1-1 and corresponding changes to Appendix C.  The changes do not alter or 
impede the design, function, or operation of any plant structures, systems, and components 
(SSCs) associated with the facility’s physical or cyber security and, therefore, do not affect any 
plant equipment that is necessary to maintain a safe and secure plant status.  In addition, the 
changes have no impact on plant security or safeguards.  Therefore, as required by 10 CFR 
50.12(a)(1), the staff finds that the common defense and security is not impacted by this 
exemption.  
 
3.1.4 SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES 
 
Special circumstances, in accordance with 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii), are present whenever 
application of the regulation in the particular circumstances would not serve the underlying 
purpose of the rule or is not necessary to achieve the underlying purpose of the rule.  Special 
circumstances are present in the particular circumstances discussed in LAR 17-014 as 
supplemented because the application of the specified Tier 1 information does not serve the 
underlying purpose of the rule.  The underlying purpose of the Tier 1 information is to ensure 
that the licensee will safely construct and operate a plant based on the certified information 
found in the AP1000 DCD, which was incorporated by reference into the VEGP’s licensing 
basis.  The underlying purpose of the rule would not be satisfied in the context of the changes 
proposed by the licensee in the LAR, because the emergency planning activities specified in the 
LAR could not be performed in the configuration specified by the certified design. 
 
The proposed exemption would allow the licensee to implement changes to plant-specific DCD 
Tier 1 Table 3.1-1 and corresponding changes to Appendix C.  These changes will enable the 
licensee to safely construct and to operate the AP1000 facility consistent with the design 
certified by the NRC by changing the information mentioned above found in Tier 1 Table 3.1-1 
of the DCD and corresponding changes to Appendix C.  The VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC are 
being revised to consolidate duplicate or redundant ITAAC and clarify acceptance criteria in 
other ITAAC to ensure effective closeout.  The requested amendment also proposes to depart 
from plant-specific Tier 1 EP ITAAC information by consolidating those ITAAC with associated 
COL Appendix C information where the Tier 1 EP ITAAC are adequately addressed by other 
existing ITAAC.    
This change does not adversely impact the ability of any SSCs to perform their functions.  
Consequently, the safety impact that may result from any reduction in standardization is 
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minimized because the proposed design change does not result in a reduction in the level of 
safety.  Therefore, the staff finds that the special circumstances required by 10 CFR 
50.12(a)(2)(ii) for the granting of an exemption from the Tier 1 information exist. 
 
3.1.5 SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES OUTWEIGH REDUCED STANDARDIZATION 
 
Under 10 CFR 52.63(b)(i), “[i]n addition to the factors listed in § 52.7, the Commission shall 
consider whether the special circumstances that § 52.7 requires to be present outweigh any 
decrease in safety that may result from the reduction in standardization caused by the 
exemption.”  The proposed exemption would allow the license to implement changes to plant-
specific DCD Tier 1 Table 3.1-1 and corresponding changes to Appendix C.  The changes to the 
plant-specific Tier 1 information in the emergency planning ITAAC area do not relate to system 
safety functions.  As such, these changes will not will not have a negative impact on plant 
safety.  The staff did not identify any decrease in safety as a result of the changes proposed in 
LAR 17-014.  Therefore, the special circumstances continue to outweigh any decrease in safety 
from the reduction in standardization because the key design functions associated with this 
request continue to be maintained.  This exemption request and the associated changes to 
Table 3.1-1 and corresponding changes to Appendix C demonstrate that there are minimal 
changes from the generic AP1000 DCD, minimizing the reduction in standardization and 
consequently the safety impact from the reduction.  Based on the foregoing reasons, as 
required by 10 CFR Part 52.63(b)(1), the staff finds that the special circumstances outweigh the 
effects the departure has on the standardization of the AP1000 design.   
 
3.1.6 NO SIGNIFICANT REDUCTION IN SAFETY 

 
This exemption would allow changes to consolidate ITAAC information in plant-specific Tier 1 
and VEGP Units 3 and 4 COL Appendix C.  The consolidation will not impact the functional 
capabilities of the components identified in the affected ITAAC.  Because the consolidation of 
ITAAC 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.  Therefore, based on the 
foregoing reasons and as required by 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, Section VIII.A.4, the staff 
finds that granting the exemption would not result in a significant decrease in the level of safety 
otherwise provided by the design. 
 
3.2 TECHNICAL EVALUATION OF PROPOSED CHANGES 
 
The VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC are being revised to consolidate duplicate or redundant 
ITAAC and clarify acceptance criteria in other ITAAC to ensure effective closeout.  The 
requested amendment also proposes to depart from plant-specific Tier 1 EP ITAAC information 
by consolidating those ITAAC with associated COL Appendix C information where the Tier 1 EP 
ITAAC are adequately addressed by other existing ITAAC.    
 
3.2.1 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNIT 3 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) requires that a licensee provide and maintain adequate emergency facilities 
and equipment to support the emergency response.  VEGP ITAAC 3.1.00.01 contains a design 
commitment which verifies plant specific Tier 1 DCD, Section 3.1, “Emergency Response 
Facilities,” design description for the technical support center (TSC).  The design description 
element states, “The TSC has floor space of at least 75 square (sq.) feet (ft.) per person for a 
minimum of 25 persons.”  Thus, the acceptance criteria for VEGP Unit 3 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 
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verifies that the TSC has at least 1875 sq. ft. of floor space to accommodate the minimum 
complement of 25 persons in the TSC.  The licensee stated that VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.05.01.01 also verifies TSC floor space using an Acceptance Criterion of 2175 sq. ft.  The 
proposed revision would delete VEGP Unit 3 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 as it is bounded by VEGP 
Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01.   
 
The staff compared the content of VEGP Unit 3 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 with VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.05.01.01, and has determined that because EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01 also verifies TSC 
floor space and contains a bounding acceptance criteria of 2175 sq. ft., EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.05.01.01 meets Section 2.4 of NUREG-0696 and applicable guidance for TSC size (at 
least 1875 sq. ft.) to accommodate minimum staffing required by the licensee Standard 
Emergency Plan and Vogtle Units 3 and 4 Emergency Plan Annex.  EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01 
also verifies plant-specific Tier 1 DCD Section 3.1 design description for TSC size.  Therefore, 
the proposed change to delete VEGP Unit 3 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 is found acceptable. 
 
3.2.2 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNIT 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) requires that a licensee provide and maintain adequate emergency facilities 
and equipment to support the emergency response.  The corresponding VEGP Unit 3 ITAAC 
3.1.00.01 contains a design commitment, which verifies plant specific Tier 1 DCD, Section 3.1, 
“Emergency Response Facilities,” design description for the TSC.  The design description 
element states, “The TSC has floor space of at least 75 sq. ft. per person for a minimum of 25 
persons.”  VEGP Units 3 and 4 have a common TSC.  Regulatory guidance related to a TSC 
contained in NUREG-0696, requires 75 sq. ft. of floor space be provided for each individual 
assigned to the TSC.  Thus, the acceptance criteria for VEGP Unit 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 verifies 
that the TSC has at least 1875 sq. ft. of floor space to accommodate the minimum complement 
of 25 persons in the TSC.  VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01 also verifies TSC floor space, 
and its acceptance criterion is 2175 sq. ft.  The proposed revision would delete VEGP Unit 4 
ITAAC 3.1.00.01 as it is bounded by VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01. 
 
The staff compared the content of VEGP Unit 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 with ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01, 
and has determined that because EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01 also verifies TSC floor space and 
contains a bounding acceptance criteria of 2175 sq. ft., EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01 meets the 
criterion established in Section 2.4 of NUREG-0696 and applicable requirements for TSC size to 
accommodate minimum staffing required by the licensee Standard Emergency Plan and Vogtle 
Units 3 and 4 Standard Emergency Plan Annex.  EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.01 also verifies plant-
specific Tier 1 DCD Section 3.1 design description for TSC size.  Therefore, the proposed 
change to delete VEGP Unit 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.01 is found acceptable.   
 
3.2.3 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.02 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) requires that a licensee provide prompt communications among principal 
response organizations to emergency personnel and to the public.  The corresponding VEGP 
Units 3 and 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.02 contains a design commitment which verifies plant specific Tier 1 
DCD, Section 3.1, “Emergency Response Facilities,” design description for the TSC.  The 
design description element states, “The TSC has voice communications equipment for 
communication with the main control room (MCR), emergency operations facility (EOF), 
operations support center (OSC), and the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.”  ITAAC 
3.1.00.02 acceptance criteria states, “Communications equipment is installed, and voice 
transmissions and reception are accomplished.”  VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 
and E.3.9.03.00.02 also verify that voice communications can be established between the MCR, 



- 8 - 

OSC, TSC, and EOF.  The acceptance criteria for E.3.9.03.00.01 states, in part, 
“Communications are established between the MCR, OSC, TSC, and EOF.  Communications 
are established between the control room, TSC, and Georgia Emergency Management Agency 
(GEMA) Operation Center, Burke County Emergency Operation Center (EOC), Savannah River 
Site (SRS) Operations Center, South Carolina Warning Point, and Aiken, Allendale, and 
Barnwell County Dispatchers […].”  The acceptance criteria for E.3.9.03.00.02 states, in part, 
“Communications are established from the control room, TSC, and EOF to the NRC 
headquarters and regional office EOCs.”  The proposed change to the acceptance criteria for 
E.3.9.03.00.02 also states, in part, “The access port for ERDS [Emergency Response Data 
System] successfully completed a transfer of data to the NRC Operations Center.”   
 
NUREG-0800,” Table 14.3.10-1.  Item 6.0, “Emergency Communications,” contains the generic 
EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific ITAAC 3.1.00.02 was developed.  ITAAC 3.1.00.02 
verifies the TSC communication equipment is installed and capable of voice transmission and 
receipt.  The staff has determined that because VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 
and E.3.9.03.00.02 also verify that communications are established from the TSC, which would 
require the communications equipment to be installed; meet applicable requirements for 
emergency communications, and verify plant-specific Tier 1 DCD, Section 3.1 design 
description for TSC communication capability, the licensee’s proposed change to delete VEGP 
Units 3 and 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.02 is found acceptable.   
 
3.2.4 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.04 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) requires that a licensee provide prompt communications among principal 
response organizations to emergency personnel and to the public.  Regulatory guidance for 
meeting 10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.F.1.d, which 
states, “Each plan shall include provision for communications between the nuclear facility and 
the licensee’s near-site Emergency Operations Facility, State and local emergency operations 
centers, and radiological monitoring teams.”  VEGP Units 3 and 4 ITAAC 3.1.00.04 contains a 
design commitment, which verifies plant specific Tier 1 DCD, Section 3.1, “Emergency 
Response Facilities,” design description for the OSC.  The design description element states, 
“The OSC has voice communication equipment for communication with the MCR and TSC.”  
The associated acceptance criteria states, “Communications equipment is installed, and voice 
transmission and reception are accomplished.”  VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 
also verify that voice communication can be established between the MCR and the OSC.  The 
Acceptance Criteria for E.3.9.03.001 states, in part, “Communications are established between 
the control room, OSC, TSC, and EOF […].”  Because EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 bounds ITAAC 
3.1.00.04, the licensee proposed that ITAAC 3.1.00.04 be deleted. 
 
Item 6.0, “Emergency Communications,” of Table 14.3.10-1 of NUREG-0800 contains the 
generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific ITAAC 3.1.00.04 was developed.  The generic 
Acceptance Criteria states, “Communications are established among the control room, TSC, 
EOF, principal State and local EOCs, and radiological field assessment teams.”  ITAAC 
3.1.00.04 verifies the OSC communication equipment is installed and capable of voice 
transmission and receipt.  Because VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 also verifies 
that communications are established from the OSC (which would require the communications 
equipment to be installed); meets applicable requirements for emergency communications; 
verifies plant-specific Tier 1 DCD, Section 3.1 design description for OSC communication 
capability, the NRC staff found the proposed change to delete VEGP Units 3 and 4 ITAAC 
3.1.00.04 is acceptable. 
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3.2.5 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) requires that a licensee provide prompt communications among principal 
response organizations to emergency personnel and to the public.  VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.03.00.01 inspections, tests, and analyses (ITA) states, “A test will be performed of the 
communications capabilities between the control room, OSC, TSC and EOF, and the State and 
local emergency operation centers, and radiological monitoring teams.”  The licensee explained 
that communications between the EOF and State and local EOCs, and the radiological field 
monitoring teams, was not included in the Acceptance Criteria because the intent of the EP 
ITAAC is to verify those communication capabilities that are unique to VEGP Units 3 and 4.  The 
communication capabilities between the EOF and State and local EOCs, and the radiological 
field monitoring teams, are verified through the inspection program for the VEGP Units 1 and 2 
Emergency Plan Annex.  To facilitate effective closeout of VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.03.00.01, the licensee proposed that the ITA be modified to clarify that a test of the 
communications capabilities between the EOF, State and local EOCs, and radiological field 
monitoring teams are not included in the scope of the ITAAC.   
 
VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 was developed based on Generic EP ITAAC Item 6.0, 
“Emergency Communications,” within Table 14.3.10-1 of NUREG-0800.  The generic 
Acceptance Criteria states, “Communications are established among the control room, TSC, 
EOF, principal State and local EOCs, and radiological field assessment teams.”  The NRC staff 
acknowledges that the communication capabilities between the EOF, State and local EOCs and 
the radiological field monitoring teams are verified through the inspection program for the VEGP 
Units 1 and 2 Emergency Plan Annex.  As a result, the NRC staff has determined that changing 
the ITA to clarify that the test of the communications capabilities does not include a test of the 
communication capabilities between the EOF, State and local EOCs and the radiological field 
monitoring teams does not change the intent of the NRC approved ITAAC and the approved 
acceptance criteria continues to verify required communication capabilities.  Therefore, the staff 
determined the proposed change to VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 is found acceptable.   
 
3.2.6 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNIT 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) requires that a licensee provide prompt communications among principal 
response organizations to emergency personnel and to the public.  VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.03.00.01 verifies a program commitment that the means exists for communications 
between the control room, OSC, TSC, and EOF.  The associated ITA states, “A test will be 
performed of the communications capabilities between the control room, OSC, TSC, and EOF, 
and the State and local emergency operation centers.”  The Acceptance Criteria states, 
“Communications are established between the control room, OSC, TSC, and EOF.  
Communications are established between the control room, TSC, and GEMA Operation Center, 
Burke County EOC, Savanah River Site Operations Center, South Carolina Warning Point, and 
Aiken, Allendale, and Barnwell County Dispatchers.”  The licensee explained that 
communications between the EOF and State and local EOCs is not included in the Acceptance 
Criteria because the intent of the EP ITAAC is to verify those capabilities that are unique to 
VEGP Units 3 and 4.  The licensee explained that the communication capabilities between the 
EOF, State and local EOCs and the radiological field monitoring teams are verified through the 
inspection program for the VEGP Units 1 and 2 Emergency Plan.  In order to facilitate effective 
closeout of VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01, the licensee proposed that the program 
commitment be modified to include communications between the Unit 4 Control Room and 
State and local EOCs.  In addition, the licensee proposed that the ITA entry be modified to 
clarify that only communications capabilities of the Unit 4 Control Room are in scope of the 
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ITAAC and that the TSC not be in the scope of the Acceptance Criteria because 
communications from the TSC are evaluated in ITAAC VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01. 
 
VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) and the guidance contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, 
Section II.F.1.d are met.  VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 was developed based on 
Generic EP ITAAC Item 6.0 within Table 14.3.10-1.  The generic Acceptance Criteria states, 
“Communications are established among the control room, TSC, EOF, principal State and local 
EOCs, and radiological field assessment teams.”  Upon review of the licensee’s proposed 
changes, the NRC staff has determined that changing the program commitment to include State 
and local EOCs in the scope of the ITAAC is consistent with the underlying intent of the ITAAC.  
Changing the ITA and Acceptance Criteria to clarify that the test of the communications 
capabilities does not include a test of the communication capabilities between the EOF and TSC 
with State and local EOCs does not change the intent of the NRC approved ITAAC because 
communications capabilities between the EOF and State and local EOCs are verified through 
the VEGP Units 1 and 2 Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program, and communications 
capabilities between the TSC and State and local EOCs is verified with VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.03.00.01.  As a result, the NRC staff has found the proposed modifications to VEGP Unit 
4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 to be acceptable.  
 
3.2.7 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.02 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(6) requires that a licensee provide prompt communications among principal 
response organizations to emergency personnel and to the public.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.03.00. ITA states, “A test will be performed of the communication capabilities from 
the control room, TSC, and EOF to the NRC, including ERDS.”  The associated Acceptance 
Criteria states, “Communications are established from the control room, TSC, and EOF to the 
NRC headquarters and regional office EOCs, and an access port for the ERDS is provided.”  
The licensee explained that the verification of an access port for ERDS does not meet the 
definition of a test; therefore, the licensee proposed to change the Acceptance Criteria to clarify 
that verification of ERDS capabilities will include a test to verify the data itself is transferrable.    
 
The revised Acceptance Criteria would read, “Communications are established from the control 
room, TSC, and EOF to the NRC headquarters and regional office EOC.  The access port for 
ERDS successfully completed a transfer of data to the NRC Operations Center.”   
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.02 was developed based on Generic EP ITAAC 
Item 6.0 within Table 14.3.10-1 of NUREG-0800.  The generic Acceptance Criteria states, 
“Communications are established from the control room, TSC and EOF to the NRC 
headquarters and regional office EOCs, and an access port for ERDS [or its successor system] 
is provided.”  The NRC staff has determined that changing the Acceptance Criteria to clarify that 
the test of the communications capabilities involving ERDS includes a verification of data 
transfer capabilities does not change the underlying intent of the approved ITAAC.  It was 
determined that the approved Acceptance Criteria continues to verify required communication 
capabilities including ERDS.  Therefore, the proposed change to VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.03.00.02 is found acceptable.   
 
3.2.8 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) requires adequate emergency facilities and equipment to support the 
emergency response are provided and maintained.  VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 
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verifies a program commitment that the licensee has established a TSC and an OSC.  The 
associated ITA states, “An inspection of the as built TSC and OSC will be performed, including 
a test of the capabilities.”  The associated Acceptance Criteria states, “Communication 
equipment is installed in the TSC and OSC, and voice transmission and reception are 
accomplished.”  However, the licensee explained that VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 
also verifies that voice communication can be established between the TSC, OSC, control 
room, and the EOF.  The Acceptance Criteria for E.3.9.03.00.01 states, “Communications are 
established between the control room, OSC, TSC, and EOF.  Communications are established 
between the control room, TSC and GEMA Operation Center, Burke County EOC, Savannah 
River Site Operations Center, South Carolina Warning Point, and Aiken, Allendale, and Barnwell 
County Dispatchers.  Communications are established between the TSC and radiological 
monitoring teams.”  Since VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 bounds VEGP Unit 3 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02, it is proposed that VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 be deleted.   
 
VEGP Unit 3 ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) are met.  NUREG-0696, Section 2.7, “Communications,” 
describes the capability that the TSC voice communications equipment shall possess.  VEGP 
Unit 3 ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 was developed based on Generic EP ITAAC Item 8.0, “Emergency 
Facilities and Equipment,” within Table 14.3.10-1 of NUREG-0800.  The generic acceptance 
criteria states, “TSC communications equipment is installed, and voice transmission and 
reception are accomplished.” and, “OSC communications equipment is installed and voice 
transmission and reception are accomplished.”  VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 also 
verifies that communications are established from the TSC and OSC.  It is the NRC staff’s 
determination that for communications to be established, communications equipment must be 
installed.  Therefore, the acceptance criteria of VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 are 
satisfied.  In addition, applicable requirements for emergency communication capabilities from 
the TSC and OSC are met.  As a result, the NRC staff has determined that the proposed 
change to delete VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 is found acceptable. 
 
3.2.9 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNIT 4 ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) requires adequate emergency facilities and equipment to support the 
emergency response are provided and maintained.  VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 
verifies a program commitment that the licensee has established an OSC.  The associated ITA 
states, “An inspection of the as-built OSC will be performed, including a test of the capabilities.”  
The associated acceptance criteria states, “Communication equipment is installed in the OSC, 
and voice transmission and reception are accomplished.”  However, the licensee describes that 
the communications capabilities of the OSC are verified in VEGP Unit 4 ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 
and the acceptance criteria for VEGP EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01, which states, in part, 
“Communications are established between the control room, OSC, TSC, and EOF […].”  The 
licensee proposed that since VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 bounds VEGP Unit 4 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02, VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 should be deleted. 
 
VEGP Unit 4 ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) are met.  NUREG-0696, Section 3.3, “Communications,” 
states that “The OSC shall have direct communications with the control room and with the TSC 
so that the personnel reporting to the OSC can be assigned to duties in support of emergency 
operations.”  The guidance contained in NUREG-0696 also provides that the OSC 
communications system shall consist of one dedicated telephone extension to the control room, 
one dedicated telephone extension to the TSC, and one dial telephone capable of reaching 



- 12 - 

onsite and offsite locations, as a minimum.  Direct voice intercommunications and/or reliable 
direct radio communications may be used to supplement these telephone communication links. 
 
Item 8.0 of NUREG-0800 Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC form which the plant-
specific VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 was developed.  The acceptance criteria for this 
generic ITAAC states, “OSC communications equipment is installed, and voice transmission 
and reception are accomplished.”  VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 verifies that OSC 
communication equipment is installed and voice transmission and reception are accomplished.  
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 also verify that communications are established 
between the EOF and the control room.  It is the NRC staff’s determination that for 
communications to be established, communications equipment must be installed.  Therefore, 
the acceptance criteria for VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 are satisfied.  As a 
result, the NRC staff has determined that the proposed change to delete VEGP Unit 4 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.05.01.02 is found acceptable. 
 
3.2.10 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) requires adequate emergency facilities and equipment to support the 
emergency response are provided and maintained.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.05.02.01 verifies that the licensee has established an EOF.  The associated ITA states, 
“An inspection of the EOF will be performed, including a test of the capabilities.”  The associated 
acceptance criteria states, “Voice transmission and reception are accomplished between the 
EOF and the control room.”  The licensee described that the VEGP UNITS 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.03.00.01 also verify that voice communication can be established between the EOF and 
the MCR.  The acceptance criteria for VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 states, in 
part, “Communications are established between the control room, OSC, TSC, and EOF […].”  
The licensee proposed that since VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 bounds VEGP 
Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01, VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01 should 
be deleted. 
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) are met.  NUREG-0696, Section 4.6, “Communications,” 
states, in part, that the EOF voice equipment shall include dedicated telephones for 
management communications with direct access to the TSC and the control room.  Item 8.0 of 
NUREG-0800 Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC form which the plant-specific 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01 was developed.  The acceptance criteria for this 
generic ITAAC states, “EOF communications equipment is installed, and voice transmission and 
reception are accomplished with the control room, TSC, NRC, and State and local agencies.  ”  
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01 verifies that communications are established 
between the EOF and the control room.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.03.00.01 also 
verifies that voice communications are established between the control room, OSC, TSC, and 
EOF.  Furthermore, it is the NRC staff’s determination that for voice communications to be 
established, voice communications equipment must be installed.  As a result, the acceptance 
criteria for VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01 are satisfied and applicable 
requirements for emergency communication capabilities from the EOF will continue to be 
verified.  The NRC staff has determined that the proposed change to delete VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.05.02.01 is found acceptable. 
 
3.2.11 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.01 
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10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) requires adequate methods, systems, and equipment for assessing and 
monitoring actual or potential offsite consequences of a radiological emergency condition.  The 
ITA for VEGP Units 3 and 4 ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.01 states, “A test of the emergency plan will be 
conducted by performing a drill to verify the capability to perform accident assessment.”  The 
associated acceptance criteria states, “A test of the emergency plan will be conducted by 
performing a drill to verify the capability to perform accident assessment.”  The acceptance 
criteria relies on drill performance objectives related to accident assessment and radiological 
assessment, which demonstrate the means exist to provide initial and continuing radiological 
assessment.  The licensee’s analysis explained that VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 
contains performance objectives, which also verify that initial and continuing radiological 
assessment can be performed throughout an accident.  Therefore, the licensee proposed that 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.01 be deleted.    
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.01 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(9) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.I.2, which states, in part, that 
the onsite capability and resources to provide initial values and continuing assessment 
throughout the course of an accident shall include post-accident sampling capability, radiation 
and effluent monitors, in-plant iodine instrumentation, and containment radiation monitoring.  
Item 9.0, “Accident Assessment,” of NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP 
ITAAC from which the plant-specific VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.01 was 
developed.  The generic acceptance criteria states, “The means exists to provide initial and 
continuing radiological assessment throughout the course of an accident.    VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.01 verifies that the means exists to provide initial and continuing 
radiological assessment throughout the course of an accident.  The NRC staff confirmed that 
VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 also contains performance objectives, which also verify 
that initial and continuing radiological assessment can be performed throughout an accident.  As 
a result, it was concluded by the NRC staff that with the deletion of these ITAAC, the applicable 
requirements for radiological accident assessment contained in 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) and 10 CFR 
Part 50 Appendix E continue to be met.  Therefore, the proposed changes to delete VEGP Units 
3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.01 are found acceptable. 
 
3.2.12 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.02 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) requires adequate methods, systems, and equipment for assessing and 
monitoring actual or potential offsite consequences of a radiological emergency condition.  
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.02 verifies a program commitment that the means 
exist to determine the source term of releases of radioactive material within plant systems, and 
the magnitude of the release of radioactive materials based on plant system parameters and 
effluent monitors.  The ITA for the associated ITAACs state, “An analysis of the emergency 
implementing procedures (EIPs) and the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) will be 
completed to verify ability to determine the source term and magnitude of releases.”  The 
acceptance criteria states, “The EIPs and ODCM correctly calculate source terms and 
magnitudes of postulated releases.”  The licensee clarified that the intended purpose of the 
ODCM is to serve as a mechanism of providing a methodology and the parameters used to 
calculate offsite doses resulting from radioactive gaseous and liquid effluents, and is not used to 
determine the magnitude of postulated releases or calculate source terms.  Rather the EIPs 
direct the performance of these calculations and determinations.  Therefore, to ensure effective 
closeout of VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.02, it was proposed by the licensee to 
change the ITA to read, “A test will be performed to demonstrate that the means exist to 
determine the source term of release of radioactive material within plant systems, and the 
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magnitude of the release of radioactive materials based on plant system parameters and 
effluent monitors.”  It was also proposed by the licensee that the associated acceptance criteria 
read, “EIPs, through use in training and a drill, provided direction to accurately calculate the 
source terms and the magnitude of release of postulated accident scenarios.”  
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.02 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(9) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.I.3, which states, “Each 
licensee shall establish methods and techniques to be used for determining the source term of 
releases of radioactive material within plant systems, and the magnitude of the release of 
radioactive materials based on plant system parameters and effluent monitors.”  Item 9.0 of 
NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.02 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria 
states, “The means exists to determine the source term of releases of radioactive material within 
plant systems, and the magnitude of the release of radioactive materials base on plant system 
parameters and effluent monitors.  ”  It is the NRC staff’s determination that the ITA and 
acceptance criteria associated with VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.02, as modified, 
continue to verify the ability to determine the source term of releases of radioactive material with 
the plant systems, and the ability to determine the magnitude of the release of radioactive 
materials based on plant system parameters and effluent monitors.  The applicable 
requirements for the means to determine source terms and magnitude of release of radioactive 
materials also continue to be met.  Therefore, the proposed changes to VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.02 are found acceptable. 
 
3.2.13 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.03 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) requires adequate methods, systems, and equipment for assessing and 
monitoring actual or potential offsite consequences of a radiological emergency condition.  
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.03 verifies a program commitment that the means 
exist to continually assess the impact of the release of radioactive materials to the environment, 
accounting for the relationship between effluent monitor readings, and onsite and offsite 
exposures and contamination for various meteorological conditions.  The ITA for the associated 
ITAACs state, “An analysis of the emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) and the Offsite 
Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) will be completed to verify the relationship between effluent 
monitor readings, and onsite and offsite exposures and contamination.”  The associated 
acceptance criteria states, “The EIPs and ODCM calculate the relationship between effluent 
monitor readings, and onsite and offsite exposures and contamination.”  The licensee explained 
that the intended purpose of the ODCM is to serve as a mechanism of providing a methodology 
and the parameters used to calculate offsite doses resulting from radioactive gaseous and liquid 
effluents, and that the ODCM does not explicitly calculate a relationship between effluent 
monitor readings, and onsite and offsite exposures and contamination.  Rather the emergency 
response organization using EIPs demonstrate the means to continuously perform this 
assessment under drill conditions.  
 
Therefore, to ensure effective closeout of VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.03, it was 
proposed by the licensee to change the ITA to read, “A test will be performed to demonstrate 
that the impact of a radiological release to the environment is able to be assessed by utilizing 
the relationship between effluent monitor readings, and onsite and offsite exposures and 
contamination for various meteorological conditions.”  It was also proposed by the licensee that 
the associated acceptance criteria read, “Response personnel demonstrated that the means 
exist to continuously assess the impact of the release of radioactive materials to the 
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environment, accounting for the relationship between effluent monitoring readings, and onsite 
and offsite exposures and contamination for various meteorological conditions under drill 
conditions.”   
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.03 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(9) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.I.4, which states, “Each 
licensee shall establish the relationship between effluent monitor readings and onsite and offsite 
exposures and contamination for various meteorological conditions.”  Item 9.0 of NUREG-0800 
Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific VEGP Units 3 and 
4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.03 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria states, “The 
means exists to continuously assess the impact between effluent monitor readings, and onsite 
and offsite exposures and contamination for various meteorological conditions.”  It is the NRC 
staff’s determination that the ITA and acceptance criteria associated with VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.03, as modified, continue to demonstrate the licensee has the capability 
to continually assess the impact of the release of radioactive materials to the environment, and 
the applicable requirements for the means to continuously perform such assessments continued 
to be verified.  Therefore, the proposed changes to VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.06.00.03 are found acceptable. 
 
3.2.14 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.05 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) requires adequate methods, systems, and equipment for assessing and 
monitoring actual or potential offsite consequences of a radiological emergency condition.  
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.05 verifies a program commitment that the means 
exist to make rapid assessments of actual or potential magnitude and locations of any 
radiological hazards through liquid or gaseous release pathways, including activation, 
notification means, field team composition, transportation, communication, monitoring 
equipment, and estimated deployment times.  The ITA for the associated ITAACs state, “A test 
will be performed of the capabilities to make rapid assessments of actual or potential 
radiological hazards through liquid or gaseous release pathways.”  The associated acceptance 
criteria states, “Demonstrate the capability to make rapid assessment of actual or potential 
magnitude and locations of any radiological hazards through liquid or gaseous release 
pathways.”  However, the licensee explained that the acceptance criteria associated with ITAAC 
E.3.9.06.00.05 should be clarified to better relate to the program commitment as it relates to the 
use of radiological field monitoring teams.  Therefore, to ensure effective close out of VEGP 
Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.05, it was proposed by the licensee that the ITA be revised 
to state, “A test will be performed of the capabilities to make rapid assessments of actual or 
potential magnitude and locations of radiological hazards through liquid or gaseous release 
pathways, including activation, notification means, field team composition, transportation, 
communication, monitoring equipment, and estimated deployment times.”  It was also proposed 
by the licensee that the corresponding acceptance criteria read, “The radiological field 
monitoring team(s) was activated and evaluated.  They demonstrated an ability to make rapid 
assessment of actual or potential magnitude and locations of any radiological hazards through 
simulated liquid or gaseous release pathways.  A qualified field team was notified, activated, 
briefed and dispatched in accordance with EIPs during a radiological release scenario.  The 
team demonstrated the procedural guidance in team composition, use of monitoring equipment, 
communication from the field, and locating specific sampling locations.”   
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.05 provide reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
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50.47(b)(9) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.I.8, which states, “Each 
organization, where appropriate, shall provide methods, equipment and expertise to make rapid 
assessments of the actual or potential magnitude and locations of any radiological hazards 
through liquid or gaseous release pathways.  This shall include activation, notification means, 
field team composition, transportation, communication, monitoring equipment and estimated 
deployment times.”  Item 9.0 of NUREG-0800 Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC 
from which the plant-specific VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.05 was developed.  
The generic acceptance criteria states, “The means exists to make rapid assessment of actual 
or potential magnitude and locations of any radiological hazards through liquid or gaseous 
release pathways..”  It is the NRC staff’s determination that the ITA and acceptance criteria 
associated with VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.05, as modified, continue to verify 
that the means exists to make rapid assessments of actual or potential magnitude and locations 
of any radiological hazards through liquid or gaseous pathways, and applicable requirements for 
the means to make such rapid assessments continue to be verified.  Therefore, the proposed 
changes to VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.05 are found acceptable. 
 
3.2.15 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.06 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) requires adequate methods, systems, and equipment for assessing and 
monitoring actual or potential offsite consequences of a radiological emergency condition are in 
use and met.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.06 verifies a program commitment 
that the means exist to estimate integrated dose from the projected and actual dose rates, and 
for comparing these estimates with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) protective 
action guides (PAGs).  The ITA for the associated ITAACs state, “An analysis of the 
methodology contained in the EIPs for estimating dose and preparing protective action 
recommendations (PARs), and in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) will be 
performed to verify the ability to estimate an integrated dose from projected and actual dose 
rates.”  The acceptance criteria states, “The EIPs and ODCM estimate an integrated dose.”  The 
licensee explained that while the purpose of the ODCM is, in part, to provide a methodology and 
the parameters used to calculate offsite doses resulting from radioactive gaseous and liquid 
effluents, the ODCM does not prescribe a means for performing integrated dose estimates.  
Further, while the EIPs are used to direct such estimates, they do not perform the integrated 
dose estimate calculation.  
 
To ensure effective closeout of VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.06, it was proposed 
by the licensee to change the ITA to read, “A test will be performed of the capabilities to 
estimate integrated dose from the projected and actual dose rates, and for comparing these 
estimates with the EPA protective action guides.”  It was also proposed that the associated 
acceptance criteria read, “The means were demonstrated to estimate integrated dose from the 
dose assessment program and the radiological field monitoring team readings during a 
radioactive release scenario.  The results were compared with the EPA PAGs.”  
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.06 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(9) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.I.10 which states, in part, “[…] 
Provisions shall be made for estimating integrated dose from the projected and actual dose 
rates and for comparing these estimates with the protective action guides […].”  Item 9.0 of 
NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.06 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria 
states, “The means exists to estimate integrated dose form the projected and actual dose rates, 
and for comparing these estimates with the EPA protective action guides (PAGs).  ”  It is the 
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NRC staff’s determination that the ITA and acceptance criteria associated with VEGP Units 3 
and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.06, as modified, continue to verify the ability to determine the 
source term of releases of radioactive material with the plant systems and the capability to 
compare these estimates with PAGs.  As such, the applicable requirements for the ability to 
make such estimates are still met.  Therefore, the proposed changes to VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.06.00.06 are found acceptable. 
 
3.2.16 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.01 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) requires a set of preplanned protective actions have been developed for 
the plume exposure pathway EPZ for emergency workers and the public.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.01 verifies a program commitment that the means exist to warn and 
advise onsite individuals of an emergency, including those in areas controlled by the operator:  
1) Employees not having emergency assignments, 2) Visitors, 3) Contractor and construction 
personnel, and 4) Other persons who may be in the public access areas, on or passing through 
the site, or within the owner controlled area.  The ITA for the associated ITAACs state, “A test of 
the onsite warning and communication capability emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) 
including protective action guidelines, assembly and accountability, and site dismissal will be 
performed during a drill.”  The acceptance criteria states, “Demonstrate the capability to direct 
and control emergency operations.”  The licensee explained that in order to effectively close out 
the ITAAC, it was important that the ITA and acceptance criteria provide a direct correlation to 
the program commitment.  The licensee stated that a review of other approved EP ITAAC 
revealed that similar ITAAC are not included in their licenses or permits (e.g., Virgil C. Summer 
Nuclear Station’s COL does not include a similar ITAAC).  The licensee also explained that the 
acceptance criteria is verified in VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01, acceptance 
criteria Item 8.1.1.C.1.a.  Therefore, it was proposed by the licensee to delete VEGP Units 3 
and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.01.   
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.01 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(10) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.J.1, which states “Each 
licensee shall establish the means and time required to warn or advise onsite individuals and 
individuals who may be in areas controlled by the operator, including:  1) Employees not having 
emergency assignments, 2) Visitors, 3) Contractor and construction personnel, and 4) Other 
persons who may be in the public access areas, on or passing through the site, or within the 
owner controlled area.”  Item 10.0, “Protective Response,” of NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 
contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.07.01.01 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria states, “The means exists to 
warn and advise onsite individuals.  ]”  It is the NRC staff’s determination that the generic 
acceptance criteria listed more closely aligns with VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.07.01.02.  The existing acceptance criteria is bounded by VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.08.01.01 acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.1.a, which states, “Demonstrate the capability to 
direct and control emergency operations.”  It is the NRC staff’s determination that by meeting 
the Standard Criteria in 8.1.1.C.1.a, this acceptance criteria will be met.  Therefore, the NRC 
staff finds the deletion of VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.01 is acceptable as the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) continue to be met, such that protective actions will still be 
developed for the plume exposure pathway EPZ in order to protect emergency workers and the 
public.   
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3.2.17 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.02 
  
10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) requires a set of preplanned protective actions have been developed for 
the plume exposure pathway EPZ for emergency workers and the public.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.02 verifies a program commitment that the means exist to warn and 
advise onsite individuals of an emergency, including those in areas controlled by the operator:  
1) Employees not having emergency assignments, 2) Visitors, 3) Contractor and construction 
personnel, and 4) Other persons who may be in the public access areas, on or passing through 
the site, or within the owner controlled area.  The ITA for the associated ITAACs state, “A test of 
the onsite warning and communication capability emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) 
including protective action guidelines, assembly and accountability, and site dismissal will be 
performed during a drill.”  The acceptance criteria states, “Demonstrate the ability to notify and 
advise onsite personnel including:  1) Non-essential personnel, 2) Visitors, 3) Contractor and 
construction personnel, and 4) Other personnel within the owner controlled area.”  The licensee 
stated that in order to effectively close out the ITAAC, it was important that the ITA and 
acceptance criteria provide a direct correlation to the program commitment.  Therefore, it was 
proposed by the licensee to modify the ITA to read, “A test will be performed of the capabilities 
to warn and advise onsite individuals of an emergency, including those in areas controlled by 
the operator.”  
 
By letter dated July 5, 2017 (ADAMS Accession Number ML17186A302), the NRC requested 
additional information from the licensee explaining why the revised ITA criteria did not 
specifically include:  1) Employees not having emergency assignments, 2) Visitors, 3) 
Contractor and construction personnel, and 4) Other persons who may be in the public access 
areas, on or passing through the site, or within the owner controlled area, as part of the test, so 
that the revised ITA criteria directly correlates to the existing program commitment and 
acceptance criteria for ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.02, as well as to ensure consistency with the 
guidance in NUREG-0654/FEMA-REP-1, Evaluation Criterion J.1.   
 
In response letter dated August 3, 2017 (ADAMS Accession Number ML17215B051), the 
licensee stated that the intended clause in the ITA, “including those in the areas controlled by 
the operator,” is inclusive of the detail specified in the program commitment and the acceptance 
criteria.  To clarify the intent of the ITA, the licensee proposed to add detail to the ITA, which 
includes non-essential personnel, visitors, and contractor and construction personnel, and other 
personnel within the owner controlled area.  The added detail would be consistent with the 
approved J.1 acceptance criteria.   
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.02 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(10) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.J.1.  Item 10.0 of 
NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.02 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria 
states, “The means exists to warn and advise onsite individuals.  ”  It is the NRC staff’s 
determination with the proposed revision to the ITA, as specified in the August 3, 2017 the 
licensee letter, would add more detail to be more reflective of the guidance criteria set forth in 
NUREG-0654, Evaluation Criterion J.1, and directly correlate to the approved program 
commitment that ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.02 adequately provides for the verification of the program 
commitment.  The NRC staff concludes that VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.02 will 
continue to verify applicable emergency response requirements are verified.  Therefore, the 
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requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) continue to be met such that a range of protective actions 
will be developed for the plume exposure EPZ for emergency workers and the public. 
 
3.2.18 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.03 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) requires a set of preplanned protective actions have been developed for 
the plume exposure pathway EPZ for emergency workers and the public.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.03 verifies a program commitment that the means exist to warn and 
advise onsite individuals of an emergency, including those in areas controlled by the operator:  
1) Employees not having emergency assignments, 2) Visitors, 3) Contractor and construction 
personnel, 4) Other persons who may be in the public access areas, on or passing through the 
site, or within the owner controlled area.  The ITA for the associated ITAACs state, “A test of the 
onsite warning and communication capability emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) 
including protective action guidelines, assembly and accountability, and site dismissal will be 
performed during a drill.”  The acceptance criteria states, “Demonstrate the ability to prepare for 
around-the-clock staffing requirements.”  The licensee explained that the acceptance criteria 
does not align with the program commitment and the acceptance criteria is bounded by VEGP 
Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01, acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.3.  Therefore, it was 
proposed by the licensee to delete VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.03.   
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.03 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(10) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.J.1.  Item 10.0 of 
NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.03 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria 
states, “The means exists to warn and advise onsite individuals”  It is the NRC staff’s 
determination that the existing acceptance criteria is bounded by VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.3 which states, “Demonstrate the ability 
to prepare for around-the-clock staffing requirements.”  Thus, by meeting the Standard Criteria 
in 8.1.1.C.3, this acceptance criteria will be met.  Because the previously approved acceptance 
criteria does not align with the program commitment, the acceptance criteria is bounded by 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.3, and the ITA is 
addressed by other ITAAC, the NRC staff finds the proposed change to delete VEGP Units 3 
and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.03 is acceptable and that the licensee continues to provide 
assurance that the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) will be met. 
 
3.2.19 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.04 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) requires a set of preplanned protective actions have been developed for 
the plume exposure pathway EPZ for emergency workers and the public.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.04 verifies a program commitment that the means exist to warn and 
advise onsite individuals of an emergency, including those in areas controlled by the operator:  
1) Employees not having emergency assignments, 2) Visitors, 3) Contractor and construction 
personnel, and 4) Other persons who may be in the public access areas, on or passing through 
the site, or within the owner controlled area.  The ITA for the associated ITAACs state, “A test of 
the onsite warning and communication capability emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) 
including protective action guidelines, assembly and accountability, and site dismissal will be 
performed during a drill.”  The acceptance criteria states, “Demonstrate the ability to perform 
assembly and accountability for all onsite individuals within 30 minutes of an emergency 
requiring protected area assembly and accountability.”  The licensee explained that the 
acceptance criteria does not align with the program commitment, and the acceptance criteria is 
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bounded by VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01, acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.4.  
Therefore, it was proposed by the licensee to delete VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.07.01.04.   
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.04 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(10) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.J.1.  Item 10.0 of 
NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.04 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria 
states, “The means exists to warn and advise onsite individuals.  ”  It is the NRC staff’s 
determination that the existing acceptance criteria is bounded by VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.4, which states, “Demonstrate the ability 
to perform assembly and accountability for all individuals located within the protected area 
within 30 minutes of the declaration of a Site Area Emergency or higher classification.”  Thus, by 
meeting the Standard Criteria in 8.1.1.C.4, this acceptance criteria will be met.  In addition, 
because it was determined by the NRC staff that the previously approved acceptance criteria do 
not clearly align with the program commitment, the acceptance criteria is bounded by VEGP 
Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.4, and the ITA is 
addressed by other ITAAC.  Therefore, the NRC staff finds that the proposed change to delete 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.04 is acceptable and continues to have assurance 
that the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) will be met. 
 
3.2.20 DELETE EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 AND 4 ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.05 
 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) requires a set of preplanned protective actions have been developed for 
the plume exposure pathway EPZ for emergency workers and the public.  VEGP Units 3 and 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.05 verifies a program commitment that the means exist to warn and 
advise onsite individuals of an emergency, including those in areas controlled by the operator 
including the following:  1) Employees not having emergency assignments, 2) Visitors, 3) 
Contractor and construction personnel, and 4) Other persons who may be in the public access 
areas, on or passing through the site, or within the owner controlled area.  The ITA for the 
associated ITAACs state, “A test of the onsite warning and communication capability emergency 
implementing procedures (EIPs) including protective action guidelines, assembly and 
accountability, and site dismissal will be performed during a drill.”  The acceptance criteria 
states, “Demonstrate the ability to perform site dismissal.”  The licensee explained that the 
generic EP ITAAC listed in NUREG-0800, Subsection 14.3.10, “Emergency Planning-
Inspections, Tests, Analyses, and Acceptance Criteria,” does not contain a similar acceptance 
criteria.  Therefore, it was proposed by the licensee to delete VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.07.01.05.  
 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.05 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(10) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.J.1.  Item 10.0 of 
NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.05 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria 
states, “The means exists to warn and advise onsite individuals.”  The NRC staff has reviewed 
the applicable regulatory requirements and guidance and other related licensing actions, and 
has not identified a specific need for the licensee to demonstrate the ability to perform site 
dismissal to satisfy the regulatory requirement.  The NRC staff notes that VEGP Units 3 and 4 
are located on the same site as VEGP Units 1 and 2, for which the licensee already has an 
established program that meets the applicable requirements.  It is the NRC staff’s determination 
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that the elements of the ITA are addressed by other ITAAC and that the proposed change to 
delete VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.05 is acceptable. 
 
The acceptance criteria, to “demonstrate the ability to perform site dismissal” is not 
necessary.  The demonstration of the ability to meet the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10), 
and this program commitment, is bounded by VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 
acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.4, which states, “Demonstrate the ability to perform assembly 
and accountability for all individuals located within the protected area within 30 minutes of the 
declaration of a Site Area Emergency or higher classification.”  Thus, by meeting the Standard 
Criteria in 8.1.1.C.4, this program commitment will be met.  Since the program commitment 
addressed by EP ITAAC E.3.9.07.01.05 is bounded by VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.08.01.01 acceptance criteria Item 8.1.1.C.4, and the ITA is addressed by other ITAAC, the 
NRC staff finds that the proposed change to delete VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.07.01.05 is acceptable and continues to have assurance that the requirements of 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(10) will be met. 
 
3.2.21 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNITS 3 ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 
 
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Section IV.F.2.a.(iii) states, in part, “For a combined license issued 
under Part 52 of this chapter, if the applicant currently has an operating reactor at the site, an 
exercise, either full or partial participation, shall be conducted for each subsequent reactor 
constructed on the site.  This exercise may be incorporated in the exercise requirements of 
Sections IV.F.2.b and c. in this appendix […].”  VEGP Units 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 verifies 
a program commitment that the licensee conducts a full participation exercise to evaluate major 
portions of emergency response capabilities, which includes participation by each state and 
local agency within the plume exposure EPZ, and each state within the ingestion pathway EPZ.  
The associated ITA states, “A full participation exercise (test) will be conducted within the 
specified time periods of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.”  The acceptance criteria states, in part, 
that the exercise is completed within the specified time periods detailed in Appendix E to 
10 CFR Part 50, and that onsite exercise objectives as described in Enclosure 1, Section 2.2, 
“Changes to Emergency Planning (EP) ITAAC” to LAR 14-014, “Request for License 
Amendment Regarding Emergency Planning ITAAC Revisions,” for ITAAC VEGP Units 3 EP 
ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 have been met.  Therefore, there are no uncorrected onsite exercise 
deficiencies. 
 
The licensee explained that VEGP Unit 3 is located on a site with operating reactors (VEGP 
Units 1 and 2).  As such, it is proposed by the licensee to change the program commitment to 
state, “The licensee conducts a partial participation exercise to evaluate portions of emergency 
response capabilities, which includes participation by each State and local agency within the 
plume exposure EPZ that have not been tested in a previous exercise.”  In addition, the 
associated ITA is proposed to state, “A partial participation exercise (test) will be conducted 
within the specified time periods of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.”  Thus, in order to provide for 
an effective closeout of the ITAAC, the acceptance criteria preamble is proposed to state, “The 
exercise is completed within the specified time periods of Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50 and 
onsite exercise objectives were either met or the post-exercise critique corrective actions 
necessary to protect the health and safety of the public have been completed.”  The specific 
exercise acceptance criteria that the licensee has proposed to change in order to support the 
closeout of the ITAAC are summarized below. 
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1. Criterion 8.1.1.A.1.a:  To clarify when the 15-minute clock must start, it is proposed to 
change the criterion to state, “[…] within 15 minutes from the time the initiating 
condition(s) or EAL is met.” 
 

2. Criterion 8.1.1.B.1.a:  To support an effective closeout of the ITAAC and to better align 
criterion with EIPs, it is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Complete the 
designated action in accordance with Emergency Implementing Procedures (EIPs) and 
perform the announcement concerning the initial event classification of Alert or higher.” 

   
3. Criterion 8.1.1.B.1.b:  To support an effective closeout of the ITAAC and to better align 

the criterion with EIPs, it is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Mobilize site 
emergency responders in accordance with EIPs at the initial event classification for an 
Alert or higher.”  

 
4. Criterion 8.1.1.B.2.a:  To support effective closeout of the ITAAC and to better align the 

criterion with EIPs, it is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Transmit information 
in accordance with approved emergency implementing procedures (EIPs), within 
15 minutes of event declaration.”  

 
5. Criterion 8.1.1.B.2.c:  To provide consistency in the ITAAC, it is proposed to change the 

criterion to state, “Transmit information immediately after the completion of the 
notification to the State and local authorities and no later than 60 minutes of event 
declaration for an initial notification of the NRC.”  

  
6. Criterion 8.1.1.B.4:  To ensure effective closeout of the ITAAC, it is proposed to change 

the criterion to state, “Demonstrate the capability of the Alert and Notification System 
(ANS), for the public, to operate properly when required.” 

 
7. Criterion 8.1.1.B.4.a:  It is proposed that the reference to the vendor be deleted from the 

criterion. 
 

8. Criterion 8.1.1.B.4.b:  It is proposed to delete Criterion 8.1.1.B.4.b because criterion 
8.1.1.B.4.b requires the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) tone 
alert radio be activated.  However, tone alert radios are no longer required by the 
approved VEGP Alert Notification System design. 

 
9. Criterion 8.1.1.C.1.a:  Because the actual exercise is conducted using the plant 

reference simulator and to ensure effective closeout of the ITAAC, it is proposed to 
change the criterion to state, “Command and control is demonstrated by the control 
room (simulator) in the early phase of the emergency and the technical support center 
(TSC) […].” 
 

10. Criterion 8.1.1.C.2:  It is proposed to change the criterion to read, “Demonstrate the 
ability to transfer command and control functions from the control room (simulator) to the 
TSC and EOF,” because the term, “emergency direction,” is referred to as, “command 
and control,” in the licensee Standard Emergency Plan. 

 
11. Criterion 8.1.1.C.4:  It is proposed to change the criterion to read, “Demonstrate the 

ability to perform assembly and accountability for all individuals located within the 
protected area within 30 minutes of the declaration of a Site Area Emergency or higher 
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classification.”  The proposed change is being requested in order to clarify when the 30-
minute clock begins and to support effective closeout of the ITAAC. 

 
12. Criterion 8.1.1.C.4.a:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Protected area 

personnel assembly and accountability completed within 30 minutes of the Site Area 
Emergency or higher emergency declaration.”  This change is being requested by the 
licensee in order to clarify when the 30-minute clock begins and to ensure effective 
ITAAC closeout. 

 
13. Criterion 8.1.1.D.1.a:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “The TSC, OSC, 

and EOF are activated within 75 minutes of an initial declaration of an Alert or higher 
classification.”  This change is being requested by the licensee in order to be consistent 
with the Emergency Plan, which identifies On-site Emergency Response Facility (ERF) 
activation criteria.   

 
14. Criterion 8.1.1.D.2.a:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Demonstrate the 

adequacy of the emergency equipment in the emergency response facilities as specified 
in the emergency implementing procedures (EIPs).”  This change is being requested in 
order to remove ambiguity in the term “general consistency,” and to support effective 
closeout of the ITAAC. 

 
15. Criterion 8.1.1.D.2.b:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “The security force 

implements and follows security plan procedures as applicable.”  This change is being 
proposed because of the changes in the security organization. The licensee explained 
that a security shift captain might not necessarily perform this function.  

 
16. Criterion 8.1.D.2.c:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “On-site Emergency 

Response Facility (ERF) habitability is established as specified in the emergency 
implementing procedures (EIPs).  This change is being requested by the licensee in 
order to better align with Criterion 8.1.1.D.2 and to better support effective closeout of 
the ITAAC. 

 
17. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3:  It is proposed to delete the word “all” from the criterion, which 

requires that the adequacy of communications for all emergency support resources be 
demonstrated.  The licensee explained that training for the emergency response facility 
personnel requires that they can utilize primary and secondary methods of 
communication for their assigned emergency response function.   

 
18. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.b requires that communication systems are tested in accordance with 

TSC, OSC and EOF activation checklists.  However, this criterion is bounded by 
Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.a, which states, “Emergency response communications listed in 
emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) are available and operational.”  Therefore, it 
is proposed that Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.b be deleted. 

 
19. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.c requires that emergency response facility personnel are able to 

operate all specified communication systems.  To support effective close-out of the 
ITAAC and provide clarity of the criterion, it is proposed by the licensee to delete the 
word “all” from the criterion.  Training for the emergency response facility personnel 
requires that they can utilize primary and secondary methods of communication for their 
assigned emergency response function. 
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20. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.d requires that clear primary and backup communications links are 
established and maintained for the duration of the exercise.  However, this criterion are 
bounded by Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.a, which states, “Emergency response communications 
listed in emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) are available and operational.”  
Therefore, it is proposed that Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.d be deleted. 

 
21. Criterion 8.1.1.E.2.b requires that exposure records are available, either from the as low 

as reasonably achievable (ALARA) computer or a hard copy dose report.  It was 
explained that the requirement that specifies the source of the exposure records is an 
unnecessary level of detail.  Therefore, to support effective closeout of the ITAAC it is 
proposed to change the criterion to state, “Exposure records are available.” 

 
22. Criterion 8.1.1.E.2.c specifies that emergency workers include Security and personnel 

within all emergency facilities.  However, it was explained that the criterion does not 
impose a specific measurable action and the definition of emergency workers is defined 
in EIPs.  Therefore, it is proposed that Criterion 8.1.1.E.2.c be deleted. 

 
23. Criterion 8.1.1.E.4.b requires that satisfactory data dissemination from the field team to 

the Dose Assessment Supervisor occurs via the Field Team Communicator and Field 
Team Coordinator.  To support effective close out of the ITAAC, it is proposed to clarify 
the criterion by changing it to state, “Satisfactory data dissemination is from the field 
team to the EOF in accordance with emergency implementing procedures (EIPs).” 

 
24. Criterion 8.1.1.E.6.a requires that potassium iodide (KI) be taken (simulated) if the 

estimated dose to the thyroid will exceed 25 rem committed does equivalent (CDE).  
However, the licensee explained that the use of KI is voluntary and to support effective 
closeout of the ITAAC, it is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Recommend the 
use of KI if the estimated dose to the thyroid will exceed 25 rem committed dose 
equivalent (CDE).” 

 
25. Criterion 8.1.1.E.7 requires that the ability to develop appropriate protective action 

recommendations (PARs) and notify appropriate authorities within 15 minutes of 
development be demonstrated.  To clarify when the PAR is “developed” and to support 
effective closeout of the ITAAC it is proposed to change the criterion to state, 
“Demonstrate the ability to develop appropriate protective action recommendations 
(PARs) and notify appropriate authorities within 15 minutes of PAR approval by the 
Emergency Director.” 

 
26. Criterion 8.1.1.E.7.a requires that total effective dose equivalent (TEDE) and CDE dose 

projections from the dose assessment computer code are compared to EIPs.  
Comparing projections from a dose assessment computer code to EIPs does not provide 
for a clearly measurable criterion.  Therefore, it is proposed to change the criterion to 
state, “Total effective dose equivalent (TEDE) and CDE dose projections from the dose 
assessment computer code are developed in accordance with emergency implementing 
procedures (EIPs).” 

 
27. Criterion 8.1.1.E.7.c requires that PARs are transmitted to responsible State and local 

government agencies via voice or fax within 15 minutes of development.  To clarify when 
the PAR is “developed,” remove unnecessary detail as to how the information is 
transmitted, and to support effective closeout of the ITAAC, it is proposed to change the 
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criterion to state, “PARs are transmitted to responsible State and local government 
agencies within 15 minutes of PAR approval by the Emergency Director.” 

 
28. Criteria 8.1.1.F.2.a, b, and c provide detail as to how rumor control would be established 

in a coordinated fashion.  The level of detail results in ambiguous criteria, which are 
difficult to measure.  Therefore, to support effective ITAAC closeout, it is proposed to 
replace the criteria with Criterion 8.1.1.F.2.a, which states, “Corrected or supplemental 
information should be released in accordance with emergency implementing procedures 
(EIPs) if rumors, media errors, or misinformation is identified.” 

 
29. Criterion 8.1.1.G.1.b requires that significant problems in achieving the objectives of the 

exercise are discussed to ensure understanding of why objectives were not fully 
achieved.  This criterion is being revised to be more consistent with the 8.1.1.G.1 
acceptance criteria wording, which is to “determine areas requiring improvement and 
corrective action,” and to reflect the changes being requested to the drill and exercise 
objectives and supporting criteria, in order to be more measurable and specific.  
Therefore, it is proposed to change the criterion to read, “The critique determines if 
onsite exercise objectives are met or identifies the corrective actions necessary to 
protect the health and safety of the public.” 

 
30. Criterion 8.1.1.G.1.c requires that recommendations for improvement in non-objective 

areas are discussed.  This criterion is ambiguous and difficult to measure as it has no 
threshold to evaluate against.  Additionally recommendations for improvement are not 
conditions adverse to quality, cannot cause exercise objectives to not be met, and 
cannot affect the health and safety of the public.  Therefore, it is proposed that Criterion 
8.1.1.G.1.c be deleted. 

 
VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(14) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.N.1.a, which states “An 
exercise is an event that tests the integrated capability and a major portion of the basic 
elements existing within emergency preparedness plans and organizations.  The emergency 
preparedness exercise shall simulate an emergency that results in offsite radiological releases 
which would require response by offsite authorities.  Exercises shall be conducted as set forth in 
NRC and FEMA rules.”  Item 14.0, “Exercises and Drills,” of NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 
contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.08.01.01 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria states, “The exercise is 
completed within the specified time periods of Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50, onsite exercise 
objectives have been met, and there are no uncorrected onsite exercise deficiencies.  ”  It is the 
NRC staff’s determination that because VEGP Unit 3 is located on a site with operating reactors 
(VEGP Units 1 and 2), the provision of 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Section IV.F.2.a.(iii) apply, and 
the change to a partial participation exercise is acceptable.  The NRC staff also concludes that 
the exercise objectives and associated acceptance criteria listed in EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 
are based on emergency plan commitments and approved objectives and supporting criteria 
used to evaluate NRC graded exercises.  The revised E.3.9.08.01.01 criteria continues to be 
based on commitments in the licensee Standard Emergency Plan and associated VEGP Units 3 
and 4 Annex.  Therefore, changing the supporting criteria as described above is acceptable as 
the program commitment maintains compliance with applicable regulations and remains 
consistent with guidance in NUREG-0654, Section II.N.1, for implementing an adequate 
emergency plan. 
 



- 26 - 

3.2.22 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNIT 4 ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 
 
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Section IV.F.2.a.(iii) states, in part, that “For a combined license issued 
under part 52 of this chapter, if the applicant currently has an operating reactor at the site, an 
exercise, either full or partial participation, shall be conducted for each subsequent reactor 
constructed on the site.  This exercise may be incorporated in the exercise requirements of 
Sections IV.F.2.b and c. in this appendix […].”  VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 verifies a 
program commitment that the licensee conducts a full participation exercise to evaluate major 
portions of emergency response capabilities, which includes participation by each state and 
local agency within the plume exposure pathway EPZ, and each state within the ingestion 
pathway EPZ.  The associated ITA states, “A limited participation exercise (test) will be 
conducted within the specified time periods of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.”  The acceptance 
criteria states, in part, that the exercise is completed within the specified time periods detailed in 
Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50, onsite exercise objectives as described in Enclosure 1, Section 
2.2, for ITAAC VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 have been met, and there are no 
uncorrected onsite exercise deficiencies.   
 
The licensee explained that in order to maintain consistency with VEGP Units 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.08.01.01, it is proposed to change the program commitment to state, “The licensee 
conducts a partial participation exercise to evaluate portions of emergency response 
capabilities, which includes participation by each State and local agency within the plume 
exposure [pathway] EPZ that have not been tested in a previous exercise.”  The ITA is 
proposed to state, “A partial participation exercise (test) will be conducted within the specified 
time periods of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.”  The specific exercise acceptance criteria that the 
licensee has proposed to change in order to support the closeout of the ITAAC are summarized 
below. 
 

1. Criterion 8.1.1.A.1.a:  To clarify when the 15-minute clock must start it is proposed to 
change the criterion to state, “[…] within 15 minutes from the time the initiating 
condition(s) or EAL is met.” 
 

2. Criterion 8.1.1.B.1.a:  To support an effective closeout of the ITAAC and to better align 
criterion with EIPs, it is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Complete the 
designated action in accordance with Emergency Implementing Procedures (EIPs) and 
perform the announcement concerning the initial event classification of Alert or higher.”  
  

3. Criterion 8.1.1.B.1.b:  To support an effective closeout of the ITAAC and to better align 
the criterion with Emergency Implementing Procedures (EIPs), it is proposed to change 
the criterion to state, “Mobilize site emergency responders in accordance with EIPs at 
the initial event classification for an Alert or higher.”   
 

4. Criterion 8.1.1.B.2.a:  To support effective closeout of the ITAAC and to better align the 
criterion with EIPs, it is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Transmit information 
in accordance with approved emergency implementing procedures (EIPs), within 15 
minutes of event declaration.”  
 

5. Criterion 8.1.1.B.2.c - To provide consistency in the ITAAC, it is proposed to change the 
criterion to state, “Transmit information immediately after the completion of the 
notification to the State and local authorities and no later than 60 minutes of event 
declaration for an initial notification of the NRC.”   
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6.  Criterion 8.1.1.C.1.a:  Because the actual exercise is conducted using the plant 
reference simulator, and to ensure effective closeout of the ITAAC, it is proposed to 
change the criterion to state, “Command and control is demonstrated by the control 
room (simulator) in the early phase of the emergency and the technical support center 
(TSC) […].” 
 

7. Criterion 8.1.1.C.2:  It is proposed to change the criterion to read, “Demonstrate the 
ability to transfer command and control functions from the control room (simulator) to the 
TSC and EOF,” since the term, “emergency direction,” is referred to as, “command and 
control,” in the licensee Standard Emergency Plan. 
 

8. Criterion 8.1.1.C.4:  It is proposed to change the criterion to read, “Demonstrate the 
ability to perform assembly and accountability for all individuals located within the 
protected area within 30 minutes of the declaration of a Site Area Emergency or higher 
classification.”  The proposed change is being requested in order to clarify when the 30-
minute clock begins and to support effective closeout of the ITAAC. 
 

9. Criterion 8.1.1.C.4.a:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Protected area 
personnel assembly and accountability completed within 30 minutes of the Site Area 
Emergency or higher emergency declaration.”  This change is being requested by the 
licensee in order to clarify when the 30-minute clock begins and to ensure effective 
ITAAC closeout. 
 

10. Criterion 8.1.1.D.2.a:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Demonstrate the 
adequacy of the emergency equipment in the emergency response facilities as specified 
in the emergency implementing procedures (EIPs).”  This change is being requested in 
order to remove ambiguity in the term, “general consistency,” and to support effective 
closeout of the ITAAC. 
 

11. Criterion 8.1.1.D.2.b:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “The security force 
implements and follows security plan procedures as applicable.”  This change is being 
proposed because of the changes in the security organization, the licensee explained 
that a security shift captain might not necessarily perform this function.  
 

12. Criterion 8.1.D.2.c:  It is proposed to change the criterion to state, “On-site Emergency 
Response Facility (ERF) habitability is established as specified in the emergency 
implementing procedures (EIPs).”  This change is being requested by the licensee in 
order to better align with Criterion 8.1.1.D.2 and support effective closeout of the ITAAC. 
 

13. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3:  It is proposed to delete the word “all” from the criterion, which 
requires that the adequacy of communications for all emergency support resources be 
demonstrated.  The licensee explained that training for the emergency response facility 
personnel requires that they can utilize primary and secondary methods of 
communication for their assigned emergency response function.  
  

14. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.b requires that communication systems are tested in accordance with 
TSC, OSC and EOF activation checklists.  However, this criterion is bounded by 
Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.a, which states, “Emergency response communications listed in 
emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) are available and operational.”  Therefore, it 
is proposed that Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.b be deleted. 
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15. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.c requires that emergency response facility personnel are able to       
operate all specified communication systems.  To support effective close-out of the 
ITAAC and provide clarity of the criterion, it is proposed by the licensee to delete the 
word “all” from the criterion.  Training for the emergency response facility personnel 
requires that they can utilize primary and secondary methods of communication for their 
assigned emergency response function. 
 

16. Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.d requires that clear primary and backup communications links are 
established and maintained for the duration of the exercise.  However, this criterion is 
bounded by Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.a, which states, “Emergency response communications 
listed in emergency implementing procedures (EIPs) are available and operational.”  
Therefore, it is proposed that Criterion 8.1.1.D.3.d be deleted. 

 
17. Criterion 8.1.1.E.2.b requires that exposure records are available, either from the ALARA 

computer or a hard copy dose report.  It was explained that the requirement that 
specifies the source of the exposure records is an unnecessary level of detail.  
Therefore, to support effective closeout of the ITAAC it is proposed to change the 
criterion to state, “Exposure records are available.” 

 
18. Criterion 8.1.1.E.2.c specifies that emergency workers include Security and personnel 

within all emergency facilities.  However, it was explained that the criterion does not 
impose a specific measurable action and the definition of emergency workers is defined 
in EIPs.  Therefore, it is proposed that Criterion 8.1.1.E.2.c be deleted. 

 
19. Criterion 8.1.1.E.4.b requires that satisfactory data dissemination from the field team to 

the Dose Assessment Supervisor occurs via the Field Team Communicator and Field 
Team Coordinator.  To support effective close out of the ITAAC, it is proposed to clarify 
the criterion by changing it to state, “Satisfactory data dissemination is from the field 
team to the EOF in accordance with emergency implementing procedures (EIPs).” 

 
20. Criterion 8.1.1.E.6 requires that the ability to develop appropriate PARs and notify 

appropriate authorities within 15 minutes of development be demonstrated.  To clarify 
when the PAR is “developed” and to support effective closeout of the ITAAC it is 
proposed to change the criterion to state, “Demonstrate the ability to develop appropriate 
protective action recommendations (PARs) and notify appropriate authorities within 15 
minutes of PAR approval by the Emergency Director.” 

 
21. Criterion 8.1.1.E.6.a requires that TEDE and CDE dose projections from the dose 

assessment computer code are compared to EIPs.  Comparing projections from a dose 
assessment computer code to EIPs does not provide for a clearly measurable criterion.  
Therefore, it is proposed to change the criterion to state, “Total effective dose equivalent 
(TEDE) and CDE dose projections from the dose assessment computer code are 
developed in accordance with emergency implementing procedures (EIPs).” 
 

22. Criterion 8.1.1.E.6.c requires that PARs are transmitted to responsible State and local 
government agencies via voice or fax within 15 minutes of development.  To clarify when 
the PAR is “developed,” remove unnecessary detail as to how the information is 
transmitted, and to support effective closeout of the ITAAC, it is proposed to change the 
criterion to state, “PARs are transmitted to responsible State and local government 
agencies within 15 minutes of PAR approval by the Emergency Director.” 
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VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 provides reasonable assurance, in part, that the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 CFR 
50.47(b)(14) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.N.1.a.  Item 14.0 of NUREG-
0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific VEGP Unit 
4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.01 was developed.  The generic acceptance criteria states, “The 
exercise is completed within the specified time periods of Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50, onsite 
exercise objectives have been met, and there are no uncorrected onsite exercise deficiencies.”    
It is the NRC staff’s determination that changing the term “limited participation” to “partial 
participation” is an administrative change only and does not affect the ITAAC, and is therefore 
acceptable.  The NRC staff finds that the revised E.3.9.08.01.01 criteria continues to be based 
on commitments in the licensee Standard Emergency Plan and associated VEGP Units 3 and 4 
Annex.  Therefore, changing the supporting criteria as described above is acceptable as the 
program commitment maintains compliance with applicable regulations and remains consistent 
with guidance in NUREG-0654, Section II.N.1, for implementing an adequate emergency plan. 
 
3.2.23 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNIT 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 AND E.3.9.08.01.03 
  
10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) requires periodic exercises to be conducted to evaluate major portions of 
emergency response capabilities; periodic drills to be conducted to develop and maintain key 
skills, and deficiencies identified as a result of exercises or drills to be corrected.  VEGP Unit 3 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03 verifies a program commitment that the licensee 
conducts a full participation exercise to evaluate portions of emergency response capabilities, 
which includes participation by each State and local agency within the plume exposure pathway 
EPZ that have not been testing in a previous exercise.  The ITA for the associated ITAACs 
state, “A full participation exercise (test) will be conducted within in the specified time periods of 
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.”  VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 acceptance criteria 
states, “Onsite emergency response personnel are mobilized in sufficient number to fill the 
emergency positions identified in licensee Standard Emergency Plan Section B, Emergency 
Response Organization, and Vogtle (Units 3 & 4) Emergency Plan Annex, Section 2, 
Organizational Control of Emergencies, and they successfully perform their assigned 
responsibilities as outline in Acceptance Criterion 8.1.1.D, “Emergency Response Facilities.”  
VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.03 acceptance criteria states, “The exercise is completed 
within the specified time periods of Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50, offsite exercise objectives 
have been met.  And there are either no uncorrected offsite deficiencies, or a licensee condition 
requires offsite deficiencies to be correction prior to operation above 5% of rated power.”  
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Section IV.F.2.a.(iii) states, in part, “For a combined license issued 
under Part 52 of this chapter, if the applicant currently has an operating reactor at the site, an 
exercise, either full or partial participation, shall be conducted for each subsequent reactor 
constructed on the site.  This exercise may be incorporated in the exercise requirements of 
Sections IV.F.2.b. and c. in this appendix […].”  VEGP Unit 3 is located on a site with operating 
reactors (VEGP Units 1 and 2).  Therefore, it was proposed by the licensee to change the 
program commitment to state, “The licensee conducts a partial participation exercise to evaluate 
portions of emergency response capabilities, which includes participation by each State and 
local agency within the plume exposure [pathway] EPZ that have not been tested in a previous 
exercise.”  The licensee has also proposed that the ITA be changed to state, “A partial 
participation exercise (test) will be conducted within the specified time periods of 10 CFR Part 
50, Appendix E.”   
 
VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03 provide reasonable assurance that 
the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) are met in part.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 10 
CFR 50.47(b)(14) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.N.1.a.  Item 14.0 of 
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NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03 were developed.  The generic 
acceptance criteria states, “Onsite emergency response personnel were mobilized in sufficient 
numbers to fill emergency response positions, and they successfully performed their assigned 
responsibilities.  ” and “The exercise is completed within the specified time periods of Appendix 
E to 10 CFR Part 50, offsite exercise objectives have been met, and there are either no 
uncorrected offsite exercise deficiencies or a license condition requires offsite deficiencies to be 
addressed prior to operation above 5% of rated power” for VEGP Unit 3 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03.  There were no proposed changes by the licensee for the 
approved acceptance criteria (ACs).  The NRC staff finds that because VEGP Unit 3 is located 
on a site with operating reactors (VEGP Units 1 and 2), the provisions of 10 CFR 50, Appendix 
E. Section IV.F.2.a.(iii) apply and the change to a partial participation exercise is acceptable.  
The NRC staff also finds that the change to the program commitment maintains compliance with 
applicable regulations; therefore, the program commitment remains consistent with guidance in 
NUREG-0654, Section II.N.1, for implementing an adequate emergency plan.    
 
3.2.24 MODIFY EP ITAAC-VEGP UNIT 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 AND E.3.9.08.01.03 
  
10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) requires periodic exercises to be conducted to evaluate major portions of 
emergency response capabilities, periodic drills to be conducted to develop and maintain key 
skills, and deficiencies identified as a result of exercises or drills to be corrected.  VEGP Unit 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03 verifies a program commitment that the licensee 
conducts a limited participation exercise to evaluate portions of emergency response 
capabilities, which includes participation by each State and local agency within the plume 
exposure pathway EPZ that have not been testing in a previous exercise.  The ITA for the 
associated ITAACs state, “A limited participation exercise (test) will be conducted within in the 
specified time periods of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.”  VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 
acceptance criteria states, “Onsite emergency response personnel are mobilized in sufficient 
number to fill the emergency positions identified in the licensee Standard Emergency Plan 
Section B, and Vogtle (Units 3 and 4 Emergency Plan Annex, Section 2, and they successfully 
perform their assigned responsibilities as outline in Acceptance Criterion 8.1.1.D.  VEGP Unit 4 
EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.03 acceptance criteria states, “The exercise is completed within the 
specified time periods of Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50, offsite exercise objectives have been 
met.  And there are either no uncorrected offsite deficiencies, or a licensee condition requires 
offsite deficiencies to be correction prior to operation above 5% of rated power.”  10 CFR 50, 
Appendix E, Section IV.F.2.a.(iii) states, in part, “For a combined license issued under part 52 of 
this chapter, if the applicant currently has an operating reactor at the site, an exercise, either full 
or partial participation, shall be conducted for each subsequent reactor constructed on the site.  
This exercise may be incorporated in the exercise requirements of Sections IV.F.2.b. and c. in 
this appendix […].”  VEGP Unit 4 is located on a site with operating reactors (VEGP Units 1 and 
2).  Therefore, it was proposed by the licensee to change the program commitment to state, 
“The licensee conducts a partial participation exercise to evaluate portions of emergency 
response capabilities, which includes participation by each State and local agency within the 
plume exposure [pathway] EPZ that have not been tested in a previous exercise.”  The licensee 
has also proposed that the ITA be changed to state, “A partial participation exercise (test) will be 
conducted within the specified time periods of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.”   
 
VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03 provide reasonable assurance, in 
part, that the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) are met.  Regulatory guidance for meeting 
10 CFR 50.47(b)(14) is contained in NUREG-0654, Revision 1, Section II.N.1.a.  Item 14.0 of 
NUREG-0800, Table 14.3.10-1 contains the generic EP ITAAC from which the plant-specific 
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VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03 were developed.  The generic 
acceptance criteria states, (1) “Onsite emergency response personnel were mobilized in 
sufficient numbers to fill emergency response positions, and they successfully performed their 
assigned responsibilities; and (2) “The exercise is completed within the specified time periods of 
Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50, offsite exercise objectives have been met, and there are either 
no uncorrected offsite exercise deficiencies or a license condition requires offsite deficiencies to 
be addressed prior to operation above 5% of rated power.”  For VEGP Unit 4 EP ITAAC 
E.3.9.08.01.02 and E.3.9.08.01.03, there were no proposed changes by the licensee for the 
approved acceptance criteria.  The NRC staff finds that because VEGP Unit 4 is located on a 
site with operating reactors (VEGP Units 1 and 2), the provisions of 10 CFR 50, Appendix E. 
Section IV.F.2.a.(iii) apply and the change to a partial participation exercise is acceptable.  The 
NRC staff also finds that the change to the program commitment maintains compliance with 
applicable regulations and the program commitment remains consistent with guidance in 
NUREG-0654, Section II.N.1, for implementing an adequate emergency plan.  
 
3.2.25 CHANGES TO COL APPENDIX C – LIST OF ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS  
 
The license proposes to modify the list of acronyms and abbreviations to maintain consistency 
with emergency planning ITAAC.  This is an administrative change and has no effect on nuclear 
safety.  Therefore, the staff finds these changes are acceptable.  
 
3.3 TECHNICAL CONCLUSION OF THE PROPOSED CHANGES 
 
Based on the technical evaluations above, the NRC staff concludes that, with the proposed 
changes to the VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC there is reasonable assurance that adequate 
protective measures can and will be taken in the event of a radiological emergency at VEGP 
Units 3 and 4.  Therefore, the VEGP Units 3 and 4 EP ITAAC continues to demonstrate 
compliance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b) and Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50.  In 
addition, the proposed revisions to the plant-specific EP ITAAC are acceptable, since the EP 
ITAAC continue to meet 10 CFR 52.97(b), which requires that the Commission identify within 
the combined license the inspections, tests, and analyses, including those applicable to 
emergency planning, that the licensee shall perform, and the acceptance criteria that, if met, are 
necessary and sufficient to provide reasonable assurance that the facility has been constructed 
and will be operated in conformity with the license, the provisions of the Act, and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations.   
 
4.0 STATE CONSULTATION 
 
In accordance with the Commission's regulations in 10 CFR 50.91(b)(2), the Georgia State 
official was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment on September 9, 2017.  The 
State official had no comments.  
 
5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 
 
The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a facility 
component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20, “Standards for 
Protection Against Radiation.”  The NRC staff has determined that the amendment involves no 
significant increase in the amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any effluents that 
may be released offsite.  Also, there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative 
occupational radiation exposure.  The Commission has previously issued a proposed finding 
that the amendment involves no significant hazards consideration, and there has been no public 
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comment on such finding (82 FR 31089, published on July 5, 2017).  Accordingly, the 
amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9).  
Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment 
need be prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment. 
 
Because the exemption is necessary to allow the changes proposed in the license amendment, 
and because the exemption does not authorize any activities other than those proposed in the 
license amendment, the environmental consideration for the exemption is identical to that of the 
license amendment.  Accordingly, the exemption meets the eligibility criteria 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 needs to be prepared in 
connection with the issuance of the exemption. 
 
6.0 CONCLUSION 
 
The staff has determined that pursuant to Section VIII.A.4 of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52, the 
exemption (1) is authorized by law, (2) presents no undue risk to the public health and safety, 
(3) is consistent with the common defense and security, (4) presents special circumstances, 
(5) the special circumstances outweigh the potential decrease in safety due to reduced 
standardization, and (6) does not significantly reduce the level of safety at the licensee’s facility.  
Therefore, the staff grants the licensee an exemption from the Tier 1 information specified by 
the licensee in LAR 17-014 and evaluated in Section 3.0 of this safety evaluation. 
 
The staff has concluded, based on the considerations discussed in Section 3.2 and confirming 
that these changes do not change an analysis methodology, assumptions, or the design itself, 
that there is reasonable assurance that: (1) the health and safety of the public will not be 
endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) there is reasonable assurance that such 
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations, and (3) the 
issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and security or the 
health and safety of the public.  Therefore, the staff finds the changes proposed in this license 
amendment acceptable. 
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