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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
By letter dated December 22, 2015, as revised by letters dated July 27, 2016, May 19, 2017, 
and the response to staff’s request for additional information dated August 31, 2017, 
(Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) Accession Nos. 
ML15356A655, ML16209A477, ML17139D394, and ML17243A459, respectively), titled, 
“Addition of Two Turbine Building Sump Pumps,” and designated License Amendment Request 
(LAR) 15-019, Southern Nuclear Operating Company, Inc., (SNC) requested that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) amend the combined licenses (COL) for Vogtle Electric 
Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4, COL Numbers NPF-91 and NPF-92, respectively.  The 
letter requested to depart from COL Appendix C information (with corresponding changes to the 
associated plant‑specific Tier 1 information) and associated changes to Tier 2 information in the 
VEGP Updated Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR).  The proposed changes were to 
accommodate increased flow to the turbine building main sumps during condensate polishing 
system rinsing operations.  SNC also requested related exemptions from the Commission’s 
regulations.     
 
LAR 15-019 would revise the COL in the form of departures from the incorporated plant-specific 
Design Control Document (DCD) Tier 1 information.  More specifically, the proposed 
amendment involves changes to the VEGP COL Appendix C and associated plant-specific DCD 
Tier 1 information to capture the intended design of the main turbine building sumps. 
 
Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 52.63(b)(1), SNC also requested an exemption 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.”  This 
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exemption request will allow a departure from the corresponding portions of the certified 
information in Tier 1 of the generic DCD.1  The plant-specific information for which the 
exemption is being requested regards the addition of two turbine building main sump pumps 
and clarifying that there is more than one turbine building main sump in the plant-specific Tier 1.  
In order to modify the plant-specific Tier 1 information, the NRC must find the licensee’s 
exemption request included in its submittal for the LAR to be acceptable.  The staff’s review of 
the exemption request, as well as the LAR, is included in this safety evaluation. 
 
By letters dated July 27, 2016, and May 19, 2017, (ADAMS Accession Nos. ML16209A477 and 
ML17139D3944) and a response to staff’s request for additional information dated August 31, 
2017, (ADAMS Accession No. ML17243A459) the licensee submitted revisions to the original 
LAR.  While the July 27, 2016, letter did not expand the scope of the LAR and did not change 
the staff’s original proposed no significant hazards consideration determination published in the 
Federal Register on October 25, 2016 (81 FR 73428), the May 19, 2017, letter did expand the 
scope by adding changes to the Tier 2 UFSAR.  On July 5, 2017, the staff published a new 
Federal Register notice (82 FR 31089) with a new proposed no significant hazards 
consideration determination.  
 
2.0 REGULATORY BASIS 
 
The NRC staff considered the following regulatory requirements in reviewing the licensee’s 
proposed LAR and exemption: 
 
As stated in 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, Section VIII.B.5.a, a licensee who references this 
appendix may depart from Tier 2 information without prior NRC approval unless the proposed 
departure involves a change to or departure from Tier 1 information, Tier 2* information, or the 
technical specifications, or requires a license amendment under paragraphs B.5.b or B.5.c of 
this section. 
 
As stated in 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, Section VIII.A.4, exemptions from Tier 1 information 
are governed by the requirements in 10 CFR 52.63(b)(1) and 10 CFR 52.98(f).  Additionally, the 
Commission will deny a request for an exemption from Tier 1 if it finds that the design change 
will result in a significant decrease in the level of safety otherwise provided by the design. 
 
According to 10 CFR 52.63(b)(1), a licensee who references a design certification rule may 
request NRC’s approval for an exemption from one or more elements of the certification 
information.  The Commission may grant such a request only if it determines that the exemption 
will comply with the requirements of 10 CFR 52.7, which in turn points to the requirements listed 
in 10 CFR 50.12 for specific exemptions, and if the special circumstances present outweigh the 
decrease in safety due to reduction in standardization caused by the exemption.  Therefore, any 
exemption from the Tier 1 information certified by Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 must meet the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.12, 52.7 and 52.63(b)(1). 
 
According to 10 CFR 52.98(f), any modification to, addition to, or deletion from the terms and 
conditions of a COL, including any modification to, addition to, or deletion from the inspections, 

                                                 
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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tests, analyses and acceptance criteria (ITAAC) contained in the license is a proposed 
amendment to the license.  Appendix C of COLs NPF-91 and NPF-92 contain information that 
the licensee is proposing to modify.  Therefore, the proposed changes require a license 
amendment. 
 
10 CFR 50, Appendix A, General Design Criterion (GDC) 60, “Control of releases of radioactive 
materials to the environment,” requires plants to be designed to control the release of 
radioactive materials in gaseous and liquid effluents. 
 
10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC 64, “Monitoring radioactivity releases,” requires plants to be 
designed for monitoring for radioactivity that may be released in effluent discharge paths. 
 
Each VEGP unit has a turbine building.  Each turbine building has two main sumps.  The two 
sumps collect waste water from the floor and equipment drains, laboratory drains, sampling 
waste drains, and plant washdowns from the turbine building.  Selected drains from both the 
annex and auxiliary buildings are also collected in these sumps.  As currently specified in the 
AP1000 DCD and the plant-specific Tier 1 and Tier 2 UFSAR, each sump has one pneumatic, 
double diaphragm pump which routes the waste water to the oil separator.  Interconnecting 
piping between the suction of the sump pumps allows for either pump to transfer waste water 
from either or both sumps.  The plant service air system provides the supply of air for operation 
of the pumps.  Operation of the pump is automatic based on sump level with controls provided 
for manual operation. 
 
The turbine building sumps provide a temporary storage capacity and a controlled source of 
fluid flow to the oil separator.  In the event radioactivity is present in the turbine building sumps, 
the waste water is diverted from the sumps to the liquid radwaste system (WLS) for processing 
and disposal.  A radiation monitor located on the common discharge piping of the sump pumps 
provides an alarm upon detection of radioactivity in the waste water.  The radiation monitor also 
trips the sump pumps on detection of radioactivity to isolate the contaminated waste water.  
 
3.0 TECHNICAL EVALUATION 
 
3.1 EVALUATION OF EXEMPTION 
 
Section VIII.A.4 of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52 requires a licensee to obtain an exemption to 
depart from the Tier 1 information of the generic AP1000 DCD.  Because the licensee has 
identified changes to plant-specific Tier 1 information, with corresponding changes to the 
associated COL Appendix C information, resulting in the need for a departure, an exemption 
from the certified design information within plant-specific Tier 1 material is required under 
10 CFR 52.63(b)(1) to implement the LAR.  The end result of this exemption would be that the 
licensee can implement modifications to Tier 1 information described and justified in 
LAR 15-019 if and only if the NRC approves LAR 15-019.  This is a permanent exemption 
limited in scope to the particular Tier 1 information specified.  As defined in Section II of 
Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52, Tier 1 information includes ITAAC and design descriptions, 
among other things.  Therefore, a licensee referencing Appendix D incorporates by reference 
Tier 1 information contained in the generic AP1000 DCD.  The Tier 1 ITAAC and design 
descriptions, along with the plant-specific ITAAC, were included in Appendix C of the COL at its 
issuance. 
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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, is met and that the special circumstances, defined by 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 states, the Commission’s consideration will be governed by 10 CFR 50.12, 
“Specific exemptions.” 10 CFR 50.12 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 special circumstances for which an exemption 
may be considered.  It is necessary for one of these special circumstances 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 the exemption request is 
presented below. 
 
3.1.1 AUTHORIZED BY LAW 
 
This exemption would allow the licensee to implement a revision to Tier 1 of the plant-specific 
DCD, specifically the information related to turbine building main sump pumps as described in 
LAR 15-019.  This exemption is a permanent exemption limited in scope to particular Tier 1 
information.  Subsequent changes to any 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).  As stated above, 10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, Section VIII.A.4 allows the 
NRC to grant exemptions from one or more elements of the Tier 1 information.  Based on 
10 CFR Part 52, Appendix D, Section VIII.A.4, the 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, as required by 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 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 in the LAR will not negatively 
impact any design function.  There is no change to plant systems or the response of systems to 
postulated accident conditions.  There is no detriment to the predicted radioactive releases due 
to postulated accident conditions.  Furthermore, the plant response to previously evaluated 
accidents or external events is not adversely affected, and the change described does not 
create any new accident precursors.  The changes described 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 
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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.  Therefore, as 
required by 10 CFR 50.12(a)(1), the granting of the exemptions will not present undue risk to 
the public health and safety. 
 
3.1.3 CONSISTENT WITH COMMON DEFENSE AND SECURITY 
 
The proposed exemption would allow editorial and consistency changes to elements of the 
plant-specific Tier 1 DCD.  This proposed exemption would be a permanent exemption limited in 
scope to particular Tier 1 Table information.  Any changes to Tier 1 information would be subject 
to the exemption process in Section VIII.A.4 of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 52.  The change 
does not alter or impede the design, function, or operation of any plant structures, systems, or 
components associated with the facility’s physical or cyber security and, therefore, does 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 exemption is consistent with the common defense 
and security. 
 
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.  The 
underlying purpose of the Tier 1 information is to ensure that a 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 plant’s licensing bases.  The proposed changes in Tier 1 of 
the plant-specific DCD changes the information related to turbine building main sumps and 
sump pumps and maintains the design functions of the systems.  These changes will enable the 
licensee to safely construct and operate the AP1000 facility consistent with the design certified 
by the NRC, by updating information related to the turbine building main sumps and their sump 
pumps in Tier 1 of the plant-specific DCD. 
 
Special circumstances are present in the particular circumstances discussed in LAR 15-019 
because the application of the specified Tier 1 information does not serve the underlying 
purpose of the rule.  The underlying purpose of the rule is to provide system configurations that 
are acceptable to safely construct and operate the plant.  The changes in the LAR amend Tier 1 
information so that the turbine building main sumps can effectively serve their purpose in light of 
the waste water that additional condensate polishing operations will bring.  The original design 
of the sumps will not accommodate the additional waste water generated by these operations 
and may overflow the sumps if changes to the design are not made.  Therefore, staff concludes 
these proposed changes serve the underlying purpose of the rule.  This exemption request and 
associated revisions to Tier 1 demonstrate that the applicable regulatory requirements will 
continue to be met.  Based on the foregoing reasons, 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 52.63(b)(1) “[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 
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safety that may result from the reduction in standardization caused by the exemption.”  This 
exemption would allow the implementation of changes to Tier 1 in the plant-specific DCD as 
proposed in the LAR so that the design functions of the system associated with this request are 
consistent with the current design of the plant in supporting the actual system functions.  This 
exemption from the certification information will enable the licensee to safely construct and 
operate the AP1000 facility consistent with the design certified by the NRC in 10 CFR Part 52, 
Appendix D.  Consequently, any decrease in safety impact that may result from any reduction in 
standardization caused by the exemption is minimized, because the changes ensure that the 
turbine building main sump system functions are met during various modes of operation of 
related systems, including the condensate polishing system.  In addition, the design functions of 
the systems associated with this request will be maintained.  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 the implementation of changes to Tier 1 in the plant-specific DCD 
as proposed in the LAR.  The exemption request proposes to depart from the certified design by 
making departures in the plant-specific DCD from the generic AP1000 DCD, and the changes 
ensure that the turbine building main sump system functions are met during various modes of 
operation of related systems, including the condensate polishing system.  In light of the 
increased inflow to the sumps due to the rinsing of condensate polishers, additional sump pump 
capacity is required or, if not, an undesirable sump overflow is possible.  The proposed changes 
in this LAR do not affect any function or feature used for the prevention and mitigation of 
accidents or their safety analyses.  The proposed changes do not involve nor interface with any 
structure, system, or component (SSC), accident initiator or initiating sequence of events related 
to the accidents evaluated, and therefore do not have an adverse effect on any SSC’s design 
function.  The proposed changes would not adversely affect the ability of the sump to perform its 
design functions, and the level of safety provided by the current systems and equipment would 
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 
 
Currently, each turbine building at VEGP Units 3 and 4 has two turbine building main sumps 
which are part of the larger waste water system.  Each sump has one air-operated identical 
sump pump to pump water to the waste water retention basin outside of the turbine building.  
The waste water system and the turbine building main sumps do not have safety-related design 
functions.   

The turbine building main sumps collect the following non-radioactive liquid wastes via the 
turbine building collection basin: 

• Liquid wastes from the turbine building floor and equipment drains (which include 
laboratory and sampling sink drains, oil storage room drains, the main steam isolation 
valve compartment, and the auxiliary building heating, ventilation, and air conditioning 
room);   

• Drainage from the north auxiliary building sump; 
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• Drainage from the annex building sump; and 

• Rinse effluent from the condensate polishing system (CPS) 

The license amendment request proposes the following changes to plant-specific information: 

• Tier 1 and COL Appendix C, Section 2.3.29:  Revise the Design Description to reflect the 
actual design of two turbine building sumps. 

• Tier 1 and COL Appendix C, Table 2.3.29-1:  Revise ITAAC Design Commitment 4 to 
indicate that there is more than one turbine building sump and to include the two 
additional sump pumps (WWS-MP-07A and B) as pumps that will also stop operating if a 
high radiation signal is received from the turbine building sump discharge radiation 
monitor. 

• UFSAR Tier 2 Section 9.2.9.2.2:  Changes to reflect the addition of the new sump 
pumps to the turbine building main sumps. 

• UFSAR Tier 2 Figure 9.3.5-1: Changes to reflect the addition of the new turbine building 
sump pumps. 

In LAR 15-019, the licensee states that in the original CPS design, CPS rinse effluent was 
discharged to the circulating water system (CWS).  However, in order to preclude potentially 
radioactive resin fines from the CPS rinse effluent from directly entering the CWS, the CPS 
rinse effluent path was modified to discharge to the waste water system (WWS) via the turbine 
building main sumps, where it is subject to radiation monitoring.  Even with these changes, the 
CPS continues to meet the design functions described in the current licensing basis.  The 
licensee further states that the original turbine building main sump design had inadequate 
pumping capacity to handle the CPS rinse effluent stream.  As a result, the licensee modified 
the turbine building main sump design to add a second identical sump pump to each sump.  
These changes enabled the turbine building main sumps to accommodate the increased flows 
from CPS rinsing operations. 

Due to the large amount of liquid effluent resulting from a CPS rinse operation, LAR 15-019 
discusses operational controls to be put in place before beginning CPS rinse operations to 
ensure that the turbine building main sumps will be able to perform their function including 
ensuring that the sump water levels are equal to or less than 20 percent fill and minimizing flows 
from other sources to the turbine building main sumps. 

In the NRC’s request for additional information (RAI) dated June 16, 2017 (ADAMS Accession 
No. ML17167A296), the SNC was requested to provide additional information about the 
capacity of the pumps (i.e., gpm rating), the worst case in-flow rate and volume expected from 
the CPS rinse operation, the expected timeframe between a HIGH-level alarm activation and 
overflow of the sump(s), and whether the plant service air is capable of supporting/running 
these additional sump pumps.  SNC was also asked to clarify whether these turbine main 
sumps are designed to have a freeboard allowance similar to those radioactive waste sumps 
described in DCD Tier 2, Section 9.3.5. 

In the response to the RAI, dated August 31, 2017 (ADAMS Accession No. ML17243A459), the 
licensee stated that the CPS rinse operation would have a maximum expected volume of 
11,100 gallons via a maximum expected flow rate of 1750 gpm.  Given the descriptions and 
values stated in the RAI response, the NRC staff was able to independently determine that each 
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turbine building main sump is approximately 138″ in depth.  The NRC staff determined that a 20 
percent fill plus a complete 11,100 gallon CPS rinse operation would put the sump level at 
approximately 56″.  At this level, and assuming all non-CPS effluents at full delivery capacity, 
the sump would overflow in approximately 67 minutes.  For this calculation the staff used a 224 
gpm net flow into a sump (474 gpm worst-case non-CPS flow into the sumps, and 250 gpm 
discharge flow using the two 125-gpm pumps) as the bounding scenario.  Measures would 
include securing certain inflows and aligning the discharge to the WLS via a hose-line.  The 
NRC staff finds 67 minutes to be a reasonable amount of time to take measures to prevent 
overflow. 

Although there is no HIGH-HIGH sump level alarm, the licensee stated that the sump level 
HIGH alarm actuates at 105.5″ and the NRC staff agrees that the sump would have 26.6 
minutes before the sump overflows assuming the same net inflow (224 gpm) as above.  During 
these 26.6 minutes following a HIGH-level alarm, the licensee stated that plant operators would 
be dispatched to verify the sump level(s) and align the sump pump discharge as necessary.  
Measures would include securing certain inflows and aligning the discharge to the WLS via a 
hose-line.  The NRC staff finds this to be a reasonable amount of time to take measures to 
prevent overflow.   

Regarding the air supply for the air-operated sump pumps, the licensee stated in its response, 
dated August 31, 2017, that the demand for all four turbine building main sump pumps is 560 
scfm.  The site service air subsystem contains two 100 percent compressors each capable of 
800 scfm.  Therefore, the NRC staff has reasonable assurance that there is sufficient air to run 
the new additional pumps. 

Regarding the freeboard allowance for the turbine building main sumps, the licensee stated in 
their response, dated August 31, 2017, that the turbine building main sumps have over 20 
percent of freeboard allowance (approximately 32.5 inches), compared to the 10 percent 
described in UFSAR Section 9.3.5.2.2.  The NRC staff has reasonable assurance that there is 
sufficient freeboard.  Therefore, GDC 60 is met because the NRC staff has reasonable 
assurance that there will not be an overflow of potentially radioactive liquids when LAR 15-019 
is implemented. 

Regarding GDC 64, the licensee states, in its LAR, that the turbine building main sump design 
includes a radiation monitor in the common discharge piping of the turbine building main sump 
which alarms and trips the sump pumps in the case that radioactivity is detected in the sump 
water.  The licensee also states that radioactive contamination of the CPS can occur if it is in 
operation while there is primary to secondary leakage in a steam generator.  Any radioactive 
waste water could be manually diverted to the WLS via a temporary hose connection to the 
steam generator blowdown system.  If any radioactive effluent were to reach the turbine building 
main sump, and inadvertently reach the turbine building waste water retention basin, it would be 
a monitored release.  Because the turbine building main sump discharge has radiation 
monitoring, an alarm and trip function for the sump pumps in the case that radioactivity is 
detected, and the capability exists to manually divert any contaminated waste water flows to the 
WLS, the NRC staff concludes that the change is acceptable because it meets the requirements 
of GDC 64 for monitoring of radioactive materials in liquid effluents. 

The purpose of the change was to ensure the turbine building main sump pumping capability to 
accommodate the increased flow from CPS polishing operations.  Because the changes to 
Tier 1 information do not change the design or operation of the turbine building main sumps and 
ensure that the turbine building main sumps can perform their function with the addition of CPS 
rinse operations, and since the design provides for radiation monitoring and associated trip of 
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the pumps on detection of radiation, the NRC staff concludes that the changes to Tier 1 
information are acceptable.  As described in Section 3.1 of this safety evaluation, the proposed 
changes to Tier 1 information are authorized by law and consistent with the common defense 
and security, and special circumstances exist pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12 which outweigh the 
standardization of the AP1000 design.  The staff also notes that the changes to the Tier 2 
information is associated with the Tier 1 changes for consistency and are appropriate; therefore 
the staff finds the Tier 2 changes acceptable because GDC 60 and 64 continue to be met as are 
the licensed design functions of the turbine building main sumps and CPS. 

4.0 STATE CONSULTATION 
 
In accordance with the Commission regulations in 10 CFR 50.91(b)(2), the designated Georgia 
State official was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment.  The State official had no 
comment (ADAMS Accession No. ML17299A017 dated October 26, 2017).  
 
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.”  Based on the staff evaluation and conclusion stated in Section 
3.2, the NRC staff 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, 
and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation 
exposure.  The Commission previously issued a proposed finding that the amendment involves 
no significant hazards consideration, and there has been no public 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 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 NRC 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) is a special 
circumstance that outweighs the reduction in standardization, and (5) does not significantly 
reduce the level of safety at the licensee’s facility.  Therefore, the staff grants the exemptions 
from the Tier 1 information specified by the SNC. 
 
Additionally, the staff has concluded, based on the considerations discussed in Section 3.2 of 
this safety evaluation and confirming that these changes do not change an analysis 
methodology, assumptions, or the design itself, that:  (1) there is reasonable assurance that the 
health and safety of the public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) 
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there is reasonable assurance that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the 
Commission regulations, and (3) the issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the 
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.  Therefore, the staff finds 
the changes to Tier 2 information proposed in this license amendment acceptable. 
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