





and iodine inventory associated with normal operatin? concentrations
into the containment atmosphere. The licensee calculated the site-
specific value for this EAL based on instantaneous release and
dispersal of the reactor coolant noble gas and iodine inventory
associated with 2 - § percent gap activity. The licensee stated
that the range of the reactor containment building accident monitors
would not indicate if there was a loss of reactor coolant system
with normal chemistry values and therefore would not be a reliable
indicator of reactor coolant system leakage without some fuel
damage. The licensee’s departure from the guidance is acceptable.

Table 4 in NUMARC/NESP-007, "PWR EMERGENCY ACTION LEVEL FITSION
PRODUCT BARRIER REFERENCE TABLE THRESHOLDS FOR LOSS OR PO1 +" JAL
LOSS OF BARRIERS," contains an example EAL for the potential loss of
the containment barrier as indicated by containment pressure, (site
specific) PSIG and increasing. The NUMARC guid-ice states “hat the
site-specific value used for this EAL should be the containment
design pressure. The licensee omitted this EAL and instead included
an EAL, Critical Safety Function Containment - Red, as an equivalent
EAL. The threshold for entering a Red path on the Containment
Critical Safety Function is the containment design pressure. The
licensee prefers to use the Critica) Safety Function Containment -
Red path rather than duplicating a containment pressure value. The
licensee's departure from the guidance is acceptable.

Table 4 in NUMARC/NESP-007, "PWR EMERGENCY ACTION LEVEL FISSION
PRODUCT BARRIER REFERENCE TABLE THRESHOLDS FOR LOSS OR POTENTIAL
LOSS OF BARRIERS," coitains an example EAL for the potential loss of
the containment barrier as indicated by, Core exit thermocouples in
excess of 1200 “F and restoration » ceduies not effective within 15
minutes; or, core exit thermocoupi excess of 700 °F with
reactor vessel level below top of ¢. .ve fuel and restoration
procedures not effective within 15 minutes. The licensee omitted
this EAL and instead included an EAL, Critical Safety Function Core
Cooling - Orange > 15 minutes, as an equivalent EAL. The licensece
stated that there is a direct relationship between the NUMARC
example EAL and the STP EAL, Critical Safety function Lore Looiing -
Orange > 15 minutes. The licensee prefers to use Critical Safety
Function path as an indication of the putential loss of the
Containment barrier. The licensee’s departure from the guidance is
acceptable.



6. NUMARC/NESP-007 IC AA2 includes an example EAL for low water level
in the reactor refueling cavity that will result in irradiated fuel
becoming uncovered. The licensee did not include a site-specific
EAL corresponding to this example EAL due to the lack of remote
level indicators for this area. The licensee has specified EALs
based on radiation monitor readings to indicate that the fuel is
uncovered in this area. The licensee’s departure from the guidance
is acceptable.

In summary, the staff has reviewed the licensee’s submittal for conformance tc
the applicable industry guidance and the justifications for any departure from
that guidance. The staff finds that the licensee has met the applicable
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47 and 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E.

3.0 CONCLUSION

The proposed emergency action level changes in Revision 3 to OERVO1-ZV-INO1,
*Emergency Classification,” are consistent with the guidance in NUMARC/NESP-
007, with variations as identified and accepted in this review. The licensee
meets the applicable requirements of 10 CFR 50.47 and Appendix E to 10 CFR

Part 50.
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