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By letter dated December 21, 2017, Southern Nuclear Company submitted License Amendment
Request No. 17-037 to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) for Vogtle Electric Generating
Plant Units 3 and 4, Combined License Nos. NPF-91 and NPF-92 (ADAMS Accession

No. ML17355A416). The NRC staff is reviewing the request to enable the staff to reach a conclusion
on the safety of the proposed changes.

The NRC staff has identified that additional information is needed to continue the review. The staff's
request for additional information (RAIl) is contained in the attachment to this email.

To support the review schedule, you are requested to respond within 30 days of the date of this
email. If changes are needed to the final safety analysis report, the staff requests that the RAI
response include the proposed wording changes.

If you have any questions or comments concerning this matter, you may contact me at 301-415-1035.

Sincerely,

Donald Habib, Project Manager
Licensing Branch 4

Division of New Reactor Licensing
Office of New Reactors
301-415-1035
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Request for Additional Information — LAR 17-037-4
Issue Date: 04/23/2018
Application Title: VEGP Units 3 and 4 - LARs
Operating Company: Southern Nuclear Operating Co.
Docket No. 52-025 and 52-026

The process for changes and departures from Tier 2* information is provided, in part, in 10 CFR
Part 52 Appendix D Section VIII.B.6.b (i.e., Tier 2* matters that do not expire at full power) and
states that departures from Tier 2* will be treated as a license amendment request and require
prior staff review and approval.

SECY-17-0075 (ML16196A321) provides regulatory insights regarding Tier 2* content. Per
SECY-17-0075, the purpose of the Tier 2* designation is to control certain information which the
staff has determined to have safety significance commensurate with Tier 1 information. Any
modification to the Tier 2* change process must still ensure that information with safety
significance commensurate with that of Tier 1 information is controlled in a similar manner (e.g.
changes to such information require prior staff review and approval).

Part 52 Appendix D, Section VIII.B.6.b Item (7), "Screen design criteria," (for containment sump
screens) is one of the items designated as Tier 2* information for the AP1000 design. LAR
17-037 proposes to evaluate departures from item (7) in part by applying a screening criterion
identified as Qualifying Criterion 4, "[a]dversely affects the debris screen design criteria."

LAR 17-037 Enclosure 1 provides screening guidance used to assess if a proposed change is
adverse with respect to Qualifying Criterion 4. Specifically, "[a]n adverse change is any change
that would be considered a non-conservative change of a debris value established in the
UFSAR" and "[a]n adverse change would be any change that changes any element of the
evaluations used to determine the design of the debris screens."

The staff requests that the applicant provide the following information in the LAR:

1. Identify the DCD/UFSAR Section(s) which contain(s) information subject to LAR 17-037
Qualifying Criterion 4 and associated guidance.

2. ldentify the debris value(s) that are subject to Qualifying Criterion 4.

3. State how you would evaluate (e.g., in the Qualifying Criterion 4 bases section) any
relaxation of the debris values identified in response to item (2) above and state whether
each relaxation adversely affects the debris screen design criteria, including in-vessel
debris effects on long-term core cooling. Explain the basis for your conclusion regarding
each relaxation, whether adverse or not adverse.

4. Identify a) the elements of the evaluations, other than debris values, used to determine
the design of the debris screens that are subject to Qualifying Criterion 4 and b) the
debris screens that are subject to Qualifying Criterion 4.

5. State how you would evaluate (e.g., in the Qualifying Criterion 4 bases section) any
relaxation to any element of the evaluations used to determine the design of the debris
screens associated with item 4) above (other than debris values) and state whether each
relaxation adversely affects any element of the evaluations used to determine the design
of the debris screens. Explain the basis for your conclusion regarding each relaxation,
whether adverse or not adverse.



6. Revise license condition 2.D.(13)(a)4 (i.e., Qualifying Criterion 4) to include containment
debris limits in addition to debris screen design criteria.

As part of the response, provide a markup of the LAR to reflect this information request or
describe in detail why it is not necessary.



