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Ladies/Gentlemen:

DOCKETS 50-266 AND 50-301

SUPPLEMENT 1 TO APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO
FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE APPENDIX A
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS 1 AND 2

On November 15, 1999, Wisconsin Electric Power Company (WE), licensee for the Point Beach
Nuclear Plant (PBNP), submitted an application to amend Appendix A, Technical Specifications,
for Facility Operating Licenses DPR-24 and DPR-27 for Point Beach Nuclear Power Plant,
Units 1 and 2, respectively (reference letter NPL 99-0669). The application proposed to convert
the Point Beach Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the Point Beach Improved Technical
Specifications (ITS). That application contained documentation for ITS Chapters 1.0 and 2.0
and Sections 3.0 through 3.9.

Documentation for ITS Chapters 4.0 and 5.0 is enclosed with this letter. The detailed description
and justification for this final section of the proposed license amendment consists of one volume.
An explanation of the contents and organization of this volume is included in Attachments 1 and
2 of this letter, and is described below:

Attachment 1, “Summary of the Proposed License Amendment Request,” summarizes the
organization and content of this submittal.

Attachment 2, “Beyond Scope Changes,” provides a listing of those changes that are different
than both the CTS and NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (including pending changes).

The conversion to ITS also requires establishment of a Core Operating Limits Report (COLR)
and Pressure Temperature Limits Report (PTLR). These applications were provided separately
as Technical Specification Change Requests 218 and 219 respectively (reference

NPL 2000-0114 dated March 2, 2000 and NPL 2000-0123 dated March 10, 2000).

Any revisions to the Point Beach Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) required as a result of
this proposed license amendment request will be made in accordance with 10 CFR 50.71(e). As
stated in the initial submittal, it is our intent to implement this license amendment request at
Point Beach in 2001. This projection is based on the time required for procedure revisions,
including the development of new programs, training schedules for both licensed and
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non-licensed operators, and the timing of implementation with respect to refueling outages. This
projection is also based on the NRC review being completed and a Safety Evaluation issued by
approximately March 2001.

The proposed changes in this license amendment request supplement have been reviewed by
both the on-site (Manager’s Supervisory Staff) and the off-site review committees in accordance
with Point Beach Technical Specifications requirements.

Wisconsin Electric has determined that the proposed amendment does not involve a significant
hazards consideration, authorize a significant change in the types or total amounts of effluent
release, or result in any significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation
exposure. Therefore, Wisconsin Electric concludes that the proposed amendments meet the
categorical exclusion requirements of 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9) and that an environmental impact
appraisal need not be prepared.

Wisconsin Electric is notifying the State of Wisconsin of our application for this license
amendment request by transmitting a copy of this letter, and its attachments, to the Public
Service Commission of Wisconsin.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, the statements contained in this document are true and
correct. In some respects, these statements are not based entirely on my personal knowledge, but
on information furnished by cognizant Wisconsin Electric employees, contractor employees,
and/or consultants. Such information has been reviewed in accordance with company practice,
and I believe it to be reliable.

Sincerely,

Tl Qe

¢ Mark Reddemann
Site Vice President
Point Beach Nuclear Plant

Subscribed to and sworn before me
on this A¥* day of March, 2000

%LMMM#Z
otary@ublic, State of Wisconsin

My Commission expires on 6208/

CAC/tja

Attachments

cc: NRC Regional Administrator NRC Project Manager

NRC Resident Inspector PSCW



Attachment 1

SUMMARY OF THE IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTAL
(page 1 of 4)

This submittal supplement for the conversion to Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) was
prepared with consideration of the guidance contained in NEI 96-06, “Improved Technical
Specifications Conversion Guidance.” This portion of the submittal consists of one volume and
related attachments to the transmittal letter. The enclosed volume consist of ITS Section
packages. Provided below is a brief description of the contents of each of the Section packages,
as well as a brief explanation of how the material was prepared and the terminology that is being
used.

This supplement to the Technical Specifications Improvement Project (T'SIP) for Point Beach is
based on Revision 1 of NUREG-1431 and the Point Beach CTS with amendments through
February 2000. All approved Technical Specifications Task Force (TSTF) generic change
travelers through January 3, 2000 have also been reviewed for incorporation.

This submittal contains TSIP documentation for Chapters 4.0 and 5.0.

The Cross-references, Descriptions of Changes, Justifications for Deviations, and No Significant
Hazards Considerations are reports generated from a database that contains the details of the
conversion submittal. The CTS and NUREG-1431 mark-ups are Microsoft Word® documents
with graphical overlays. The Point Beach ITS sections are also Microsoft Word® documents.
The use of graphical overlays rather than hand-marking provides substantial benefits for
readability and document searching. Although the use of graphical overlays creates the potential
for unintended format changes within the mark-up documents, we have not discovered any
significant format errors associated with the use of overlays.

The criteria in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) were applied to the Point Beach Current Technical
Specifications (CTS) requirements. For those CTS requirements that do not meet any of the
NRC selection criteria and are not retained in the proposed ITS, an evaluation of the CTS
requirement against the criteria is provided.

SECTIONS 4.0 THROUGH 5.0
Each Section package corresponds to a Section of NUREG-1431, Revision 1. Each Section
package contains the required information to review the conversion to ITS. The information in

each package is organized as described below:

Cross-Reference Report

The cross-reference report contains two tables arranged in alpha-numeric order. One
table is the CTS to ITS cross-reference and the other is the ITS to CTS cross-
reference.
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SUMMARY OF THE IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTAL
(page 2 of 4)

Descriptions of Changes (DOC)

The DOC report contains the descriptions of changes to the CTS that are proposed for
conversion to ITS. The descriptions of changes are listed in alpha-numeric order.
The DOCs are categorized as follows:

Designator Category
A ADMINISTRATIVE - changes to the CTS that result in

no additional or reduced restrictions or flexibility. These
changes are supported in aggregate by a single finding of no
significant hazards consideration (NSHC).

L LESS RESTRICTIVE "Specific" - changes to the CTS
that result in reduced restrictions or added flexibility. Each
less restrictive change is supported by a corresponding
evaluation supporting a finding of NSHC.

LA LESS RESTRICTIVE - changes to the CTS that eliminate
detail and relocate the detail to a licensee controlled
document. Typically, this involves details of system design
and function, or procedural detail on methods of conducting

a surveillance. These changes are supported in aggregate
by a single NSHC.

LB LESS RESTRICTIVE "Generic" - changes that remove
details that are duplicative of other regulatory requirements.

These changes are supported in aggregate by a single
NSHC.

M MORE RESTRICTIVE - changes to the CTS that result in
added restrictions or reduced flexibility. These changes are
supported in aggregate by a single NSHC.

R RELOCATIONS - changes to the CTS that encompass the
requirements that do not meet the selection criteria of
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii). These changes are supported in
aggregate by a single NSHC.
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SUMMARY OF THE IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTAL
(page 3 of 4)

CTS Mark-up

The CTS mark-up contains annotated copies of the CTS pages which show the
disposition of existing requirements into the proposed ITS. The pages are arranged in
CTS order. The upper right hand corner of the CTS page is annotated with all the
NUREG-1431 Section numbers in which the CTS page occurs. Items on the CTS
page that are addressed in other proposed ITS sections are annotated with the
appropriate location.

The CTS pages in the Section packages reflect License Amendments issued as of
February 2000. Future License Amendment Requests (other than PTLR and COLR)
will be incorporated after approval of those License Amendment Requests.

Where a proposed ITS requirement differs from a CTS requirement, individual details
of the CTS revision are annotated with alpha-numeric designators which relate to the
appropriate Description of Change (DOC). The DOC provides a concise justification
for the change. The alpha-numeric designators also correspond to the evaluations
supporting a finding of No Significant Hazards Consideration (NSHC) for each
Section package.

NUREG-1431 Justifications for Deviations (JFD)

The JFD report describes and justifies the differences between the NUREG-1431,
Revision 1, and the proposed ITS specifications and bases.

NUREG-1431 Markup

The NUREG-1431 mark-up contains annotated copies of the applicable
NUREG-1431, Revision 1 sections, which show how the proposed ITS differs from
the NUREG-1431, Revision 1, requirements. Where a proposed ITS requirement
differs from the NUREG-1431, individual details of the change are annotated with
alpha-numeric designators which relate to the appropriate Justification for Deviation
(JED). The JFD provides a concise justification for the change. The NUREG-1431
mark-up also shows the incorporation of approved generic changes (Technical
Specifications Task Force [TSTF] change travelers) that are applicable.

The JFDs are numbered sequentially for each NUREG-1431 Section.
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SUMMARY OF THE IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTAL
(page 4 of 4)

No Significant Hazards Consideration (NSHC)

The NSHC report contains the evaluations required by 10 CFR 50.91(a) supporting a
finding of No Significant Hazard Consideration. Based on inherent similarities in the
evaluations, generic evaluations for a finding of NSHC have been written for each
category of changes, except Category “L,” which have specific NSHC evaluations.

Proposed Improved Technical Specifications (ITS)

The proposed ITS contains the Point Beach specific Improved Technical
Specifications. The proposed ITS is derived by incorporation of all NUREG-1431
mark-up information to the applicable NUREG-1431 section.



Attachment 2
Beyond Scope Changes

15-Mar-00
NUREG-1431
Section Explanation
4.0 NUREG-1431 states that new fuel storage rack design is based on an aqueous foam
moderator. The PBNP design basis is optimum moderator density conditions. The PBNP CTS
did not state this design basis. Therefore, this design basis has been added into the proposed
ITS. The aqueous foam design basis was not adopted.
CTS: o DOC: NUREG: ~ JFD:
NEW M.03  SPEC 4.03.01.02.C 04
5.03 The PBNP CTS does not currently reference Regulatory Guide 1.8. NUREG-1431 identifies RG
1.8, Revision 2, 1987, or more recent revisions, as the valid reference. The appropriate
reference for PBNP is RG 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975.
- cTs: DOC: NUREG: JFD:
15.06.03.01 M.01 SPEC 5.03.01 01
5.05 NUREG-1431 has been modified by the addition of a Containment Leakage Rate Testing

Program. The CTS requirements for the Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program are
retained, with the addition of air lock testing requirements.

crs: DOC: NUREG: _ JFD:
NEW M.16 N/A 15
NEW M.16  N/A 15
NEW M.16  N/A 15

Page 10of 1



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

ITSto CTS 10-Mar-00
ITS CTS DOC
SPEC 4.01 15.05.01 A0
SPEC 4.02  15.05.03.A A.01 h
SPEC 4.02.01 15.05.03.A.01 A1
15.05.03.A.01 L.01
15.05.03.A.02 L.01
15.05.03.A.02 LA.02
SPEC 40202 15.05.03.A.04 - A0t
SPEC 403 ' 15.05.04 A1
SPEC4.03.01.01 15.05.04.02 o A0t
SPEC 4.03.01.01.A 15.06.04.02 A01
'SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.01 15.05.04.02 ‘ A0t
'SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.02 15.05.04.02 7 A01 .
SPEC 40301018 7 15.05.04.02 o R A0 "
SPEC 4.03.01.01.C  15.05.04.02 ) - Moz
SPEC 4.03.01.02 ) 15.05.04.02 o AO1
'SPEC 4.03.01.02.A 15.05.04.02 A.01
SPEC4030102C 15.05.04.02 B AQ1
NEW M.03
SPEC 4.03.01.02.D  15.05.04.02 __ M.02 )
SPEC 40302 CNEW N Mo
SPEC 4.03.03 NEW 7 A0

Page 1 of 1



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

CTSto ITS 10-Mar-00

CTS ITS DOC
15.05.01 SPEC 4.01 A01
15.05.01 APPL DELETED A2
150601 OB N DELETED * A.03
15.05.02 o FSAR - LA.01 A
15.05.02.A FSAR LAOT
15.06.02.A01 _ FSAR _ LA.O1
15.05.02.A.02 FSAR LA.O1
15.05.02.8 FSAR LAOT
150502801 " FSAR N LA.01
15.05.028.02 7 : FSAR CLA01
15.06.02C  FsAR 7 LA01
15.06.02.C.01 FSAR LA.O1
15.05.02.C.02 FSAR LA.01
150508 : DELETED | ‘ A04 .
15.05.08 APPL ) DELETED - A2
15.05.03 OBJ DELETED - A.03
15.05.03A SPEC402 A0t
15.05.03.A.01 - FSAR 7 7 LA.02

SPEC 4.02.01 A01

SPEC 4.02.01 L.01
15.05.03.A.02 ‘ ; FSAR N LA.02

SPEC 4.02.01 L.01

SPEC 4.02.01 LA.02
15.05.03.A.03 - FSAR H LA.02
15.05.03.A.04 FSAR o LA.02

SPEC 4.02.02 A0
15.05.03.A.05 FSAR LA.02
15.05.03.A.06 FSAR LA.02
15.05.03.8 o FSAR LA.02
15.05.03.8.01 FSAR LAO2
15.05.03.8.02 o FSAR LA.02
15.05.03.8.02.A FSAR LA.02
15.05.03.8.02.B k FSAR ) LA.02
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Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

CTS to ITS 10-Mar-00
cTS ITS DOC
15.05.03.B.03 FSAR LA.02
15.05.04 7 SPEC 4.03 AOT
15.05.02 APPL DELETED A.02
15.05.04 OBJ ~ DELETED A03
{é.-0-5.04.01 - 7 - FSAR o LA.03
15050402 B FSAR ) LA.02

FSAR LA.03
SPEC 4.03.01.01 A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.01.A A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.01 A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.02 A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.01.B AT
SPEC 4.03.01.01.C M.02
SPEC 4.03.01.02 A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.02.A A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.02.C A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.02.D M.02
150702 o FSAR LA.04
15.07.02 F 15.07.02-01 FSAR LAO4

Page 2 of 2



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A.01

In the conversion of Point Beach current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:

150501 ' SPEC 4.01

15.05.03.A - SPEC 4.02

15.05.03.A.01 ' " SPEC 4.02.01

15.05.03.A.04 SPEC 4.02.02 S
15.05.04 N - ’  SPEC 4.03 N

15.05.04.02 SPEC 4.03.01.01

SPEC 4.03.01.01.A
SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.01
SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.02
SPEC 4.03.01.01.B
SPEC 4.03.01.02
SPEC 4.03.01.02.A
SPEC 4.03.01.02.C

A.02

The CTS provides an introductory statement (Applicability) for the given section. This
information does not establish any regulatory requirements for the systems and components
addressed within this Section. Accordingly, deletion of this information does not alter any
requirement set forth in the Technical Specifications. This change is administrative and
consistent with the format and presentation for the ITS as provided in NUREG 1431.

CTS: ITS:

15.05.01 APPL o ) ' DELETED )

15.05.03 APPL R DELETED

15.05.04 APPL DELETED -

Page 1of 5



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A.03

The CTS provides an introductory statement (Objective) at the beginning of this Section of the
Technical Specifications which provides a brief summary of the purpose for this Section. This
information does not establish any regulatory requirements for the systems and components
addressed within this Section. Accordingly, deletion of this information does not alter any
requirement set forth in the Technical Specifications. This change is administrative and
consistent with the format and presentation for the ITS as provided in NUREG 1431.

CTS: L o TS :
15.05.01 OBJ - DELETED
15.05.03 OBJ DELETED
15.05.04 OBJ DELETED

A.04 CTS 15.5.3 is provided with references to various FSAR sections. These references are not
being retained in ITS, because they do not establish a regulatory requirement. It is unnecessary
to provide references in the Technical Specifications. References, when necessary, are
provided in the Bases of the ITS. Therefore, deletion of these references is administrative in
nature.
CTS: o S _ ITS:
15.05.03 DELETED

A.05 The approved spent fuel storage pool capacity is not included in the CTS and is being added to
the ITS. The approved capacity is contained in License Condition 3.E of Operating Licenses
DPR-24 and DPR-27 for Point Beach Units 1 and 2, respectively. As this ITS provision is
duplicative of an existing License Condition, this change is administrative only.
CTS: ITS:
NEW SPEC 4.03.03

L.01 The CTS does not contain a provision allowing the limited use of lead test assemblies in non-

limiting locations in the reactor core. Therefore, addition of this allowance is less restricitive.
Use of test assemblies in non-limiting core locations is acceptable, since analyses utilizing NRC
approved codes and methods ensure that limiting core locations are identified and are occupied
by fuel assemblies of approved design, thereby ensuring all safety analysis and design basis
limits are met. The specifics of the fuel types to be used in the PBNP cores is also being
relocated and replaced with a general provision that the fuel assembly types be limited to those
analyzed with NRC approved codes. This is acceptable in that it assures that analyses are
performed using approved codes and demonstrate that existing safety analysis and design limits
are met.

CTS: ITS:
15.05.03.A.01 ~ SPEC 4.02.01 o
15.05.03.A.02 SPEC 4.02.01

Page2of 5



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

LA.01 CTS 15.5.2 specifies the design features of the Containment System. This information does not
establish a regulatory requirement, but rather provides a description of plant equipment/design
which is not required to be in the Technical Specifications to provide adequate protection of
public health and safety. This information is a reflection of system design and capabilities which
are contained in the FSAR. Changes to the FSAR are controlled in accordance with the 10 CFR
50.59 process.

CTS: ITS:

15.05.02 ‘ ' "~ FSAR .

15.05.02.A FSAR
15.05.02.A.01 FSAR

15.05.02.A.02 ’ FSAR

15.05.02.B o h FSAR ) i
15.05.02.8.01 ’ FSAR .
15.05.02.8.02 ' "FSAR

15.05.02¢C¢ ' " FSAR )
15.05.02.C.01 N FSAR

15.05.02.C.02 FSAR S
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

DOC Number

LA.02

The explicit description of fuel assembly type and design as well as core design and
configuration characteristics and fuel in the new fuel storage vault characteristics are being
removed from the Technical Specifications. In addition, information related to the Reactor
Coolant System is being removed. This information is not contained in NUREG-1431 and will
not be retained in the proposed ITS. This information is not required to be in the Specifications
to provide adequate protection of public health and safety. This information is a reflection of core
and reactor coolant system design information which is contained in the FSAR and controlled in

accordance with 10 CFR 50.59.

CTS: ITS:

15.05.03.A.01 FSAR

15.05.03.A.02 “EeAR
SPEC 4.02.01

15.05.03.A.08 csaR -

15.05.03.A.04 FSAR i

15.05.03.A.05 FSAR _

15.05.03.A.06 ESAR ~ )

15.05.03.B CSAR § )

15.05.03.B.01 FSAR - -

15.05.03.B.02 FSAR

15.05.03.B.02.A ““EsAR - R

15.05.03.8.02B FSAR

15.05.03.8.03 FSAR -

15.05.04.02 FSAR i}

LA.03

Certain information presently in the CTS related to the design and characteristics of the new fuel
and spent fuel storage racks is being removed from the Technical Specifications. Remaining
and added information is in accordance with the guidance in NUREG 1431. The relocated
information is contained in the FSAR and is subject to change in accordance with the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.59. Requirements and conditions remaining within the TS are
sufficient to ensure the health and safety of the public.

CTS: ITS: B o
115.05.04.01 FSAR
15.05.04.02 FSAR
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

LA.04

The site map and information and effluent release points are being relocated to licensee
controlled documents and programs including the FSAR and ODCM. These documents are
changed via appropriate change mechanisms including 10 CFR 50.59. This information is not
necessary within the TS to ensure the health and safety of the public.

¢rs: A ) ITS: B
15.07.02 ) i FSAR
15.07.02 F 15.07.02-01 FSAR

M.01 Design provisions for the spent fuel storage pool that limit inadvertent drainage of the pool are
not contained in the CTS. Design provisions to prevent inadvertent drainage of the spent fuel
pool are described in the Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR). This is a new condition for the
TS thereby making it more restrictive. This addition reflects current design.
CTsS: ) i LT )
NEW SPEC 4.03.02

M.02 CTS does not contain parameter specific design criteria related to spacing in the spent fuel and
new fuel storage racks, but does contain the criticality (Keff) design limits and fuel enrichment
limits. The specific, nominal fuel spacing in the racks is being added consistent with the NUREG
recommended presentation. Addition of the design specific spacing information is a new, more
restrictive requirement. Overall acceptance criteria for storage of fuel is not changed by this
addition.
CTS: - _!TS: 7
15.05.04.02 SPEC 4.03.01.01.C

SPEC 4.03.01.02.D
M.03 CTS does not contain the additional design restriction on the new fuel storage racks that Keff be

maintained </= 0.98 under optimum moderator density conditions. This design restriction is
consistent with approved analyses. The addition of this restriction is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW ’ SPEC 4.03.01.02.C
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Spec 4.0
Page 1 of 10

15.5 DESIGN FEATURES

15.5.1 SITE

Applicability

Applie cation and extent of the reactor site.

ObeCi:ZﬂKscagr‘f‘?’—_’_—'—_—___——‘__ﬂ———————_’_————————— (__{g?B
To defi ects of the site which affect the overall safety of the installation|

Specification
The Point Beach Nuclear Plant is located on property owned by Wisconsin Electric Power Company

at a site on the shore of Lake Michigan, approximately 30 miles southeast of the city of Green Bay.
The minimum distance from the reactor containment center line to the site exclusion boundary as

defined in 10 CFR 100.3 is 1200 meters.

Unit 1 - Amendment 52 15.5.1-1
Unit 2 - Amendment 58 August 20, 1981
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15.5.2 CONTAINMENT

Applicability

Applies to those design features of the Containment System relating to operational and publj¢ safety.

Objective

To define the significant design features of the reactor containment structure.

Specifications

A. Reactor Containment

1. The reactor containment completely encjéses the entire reactor and Reactor Coolant
System and ensures that an acceptabl€ upper limit for leakage of radioactive materials
to the environment is not exceeded even if gross failure of the Reactor Coolant System
occurs. The structure provideg biological shielding for both normal and accident

situations.

2. The containment stfucture is designed for an internal pressure of 60 psig, plus the
loads resulting from an earthquake producing .08g in the vertical and 0.12g in the
horizontal planes simultaneously. The containment is also structurally designed to

withstapd an external pressure 2.0 psi higher than the internal pressure.!)
B. Penetrajfons
All penetrations through the containment reinforced concrete pressure barrier for pipe,

electrical conductors, ducts and access hatches are provided with double barriers

against leakage.®

15.5.2-1 LA 1]
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2. The automatically actuated containment isolation valves are designed to close
upon high pressure in the containment (set-point no higher than 6 psig) and on
safety injection signal. The actuation system is designed such that no sing]

component failure will prevent containment isolation if required.

C. Containment Systems

1. The containment vessel has an internal spray system whij¢h is capable of
providing a distributed borated water spray of at leasy’1200 gpm. During the
initial period of spray operation, sodium hydroxig€ would be added to the spray

water to increase the removal of iodine from $He containment atmosphere.*

2. The containment vessel has an internglair recirculation system which consists of
four ventilation fans and air cooleys capable of a total heat removal capability of

41,700 Btuw/sec under conditiopé following a loss-of-coolant accident.®”

References:
(1) PSAR Section 5.1.2.2
FSAR Section 5.1.2.6
(3) FSAR Section 6.4
(4) FSAR Section 6.3

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 174 15.5.2-2 July 9, 1997
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 178
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15.5.3 REACTOR

Applicability o
Applies to 7 Reactor Coolant System, and Emergency Core Cooling Systems. <
Objective

To define i tures which are essential in providing for safe system operation.

Specifications

A

A. Reactor Core
1. General

The uranium fuel is in the form of slightly enriched uranium dioxide pellets. The
pellets are encapsulated in Zircaloy-4 or ZIRLO™ tubing to form fuel rods. The
reactor core is made up of 121 fuel assemblies. |Eachfuelassembly nominally

(‘ i }—*I contains179 fuslrods™.| Where safety limits are not violated, limited substitutions of
fuel rods by filler rods consisting of Zircaloy 4, ZIRLO™, or stainless steel, or by

vacancies, may be made to replace damaged fuel rods if justified by cycle specific

reload analysis.
IL;.:LJ' > Insert 4.0-1 —J

2. Core

A reactor core is a core loading pattern containing any combination of 14x14 OFA and
14x14 upgraded OFA, or any combination of 422V+ and burned 14x14 OFA or
burned 14x14 upgraded OFA fuel assemblies. The use of these fuel assemblies will be

justified by a cycle specific reload analysis.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 193 15.5.3-1 February 8, 2000

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 198
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3. Burnable absorber and/or water displacer rods are incorporated for reactivit

power distribution control. The burnable absorber rods orated pyrex glass

{:A.ﬁ_

2l clad with stainless steel®. The water di gf rods are empty burnable absorber rods

containing no pyr other type of burnable absorber may consist of a thin

of zirconium diboride on the radial surface of selected fuel rod pellets.

4. There are 33 full-length RCC assemblies in the reactor core. The full-length RCC
assemblies containfa T42-inchJength of]silver-indium-cadmium alloy clad with the
stainless steel.

5. Neutron source assemblies may be used to provide a required minimum count
during startup operations. A source assembly, if used, would typicalky Consist of four
source rodlets comprised of a mixture of antimony and um.

Az
e 6. Peripheral power suppression a ies (PPSA) are used to reduce neutron fluence at
the welds in the beltlineTegion of the reactor vessel. Peripheral fuel assemblies may
contain s, which utilize part-length hafnium absorber rods in the assembly guide
es.
B. Reactor Coolant System

1. The design of the Reactor Coolant System complies with the ced€ requirements®.

2. All high pressure piping, components of t €actor Coolant System and their
supporting structures are designe lass I requirements, and have been designed to
withstand:

a. e design seismic ground acceleration, 0.06g, acting in the horizontal and
0.04g acting in the vertical planes simultaneously, with stresses maintained
within code allowable working stresses.

A
Unit 1 - Amendment 127 May 8, 1991

Unit 2 - Amendment 131 15.5.3-2
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b. The maximum potential seismic ground acceleration, 0.12g, acting in
horizontal and 0.08¢g acting in the vertical planes simult sly with no loss
of function.

3. The nominal Reactor Coolant Syste ume (both liquid and steam) at rated
operating conditions €10 percent steam generator tube plugging is:
- 6500 ft*
Unit 2 - 6643 ft*

References
(1) FSAR Section 3.2.
(2) Deleted
(3) Deleted
(4) FSAR Section 3.2.3
(5) Deleted

FSAR Table 4.1-9

Unit 1 - Amendment 193 February 8, 2000
Unit 2 - Amendment 198 15.5.3-3



15.5.4 FUEL STORAGE

Applicability
Applie

1

and storage arrays of new and spent fuel.

Spec 4.0
Page 7 of 10

Objective
To define those aspects of fuel stora

fevention of criticality in fuel storage areas.

Specification

Y

a nominal
9.825 inch

N

witljm center-to-center distance between assembliesgo assure K <0.95

in the spent fuel
storage racks
and nominal 20
inch center-to-
center distance
between
assemblies in
the new fuel
storage racks

with the storage pool filled with unborated water and with the fuel loading in the
assemblies limited to 5.0 w/o U-235, with or without axial blanket loadings” Each

assembly with a fuel loading greater than 4.6 w/o U-235 must contain Integral Fuel [’M

Insert 4.0-2

Burnable Absorber (IFBA) rods in accordance with Figure 15.5.4-1 for the spent fuel

pool. ﬂestfuefassenﬁmwrﬂrﬂwmmmmwhmrofupﬂrs-ﬁwerghrpercm (_(:Lz

i cjﬂ"
s

- The spent ;
2100 ppm bor

A

Spent jucl s

perimeter or di

Yel>

subcri

fic

cal for less

R § 3 f

Insert 4.0-3

Unit 1 - Amendment 193
Unit 2 - Amendment 198

< See LCO 3.7.17 > |

15.5.4-1

|< See LCO 3.7.16 > }————

February 8, 2000
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Spec 4.0 Inserts

Insert 4.0-1:

Fuel assemblies shall be Timited to those fuel designs that have
- been analyzed with applicable NRC staff approved codes and methods
LW > and shown by tests or analyses to comply with all fuel safety

’ design bases. A limited number of lead test assemblies that have
not completed representative testing may be placed in nonlimiting
core regions.

Insert 4.0-2:

, which includes an allowance for uncertainties as described in
the FSAR. The new fuel storage racks are designed and shall be
maintained with K¢ < 0.98 under optimum moderator density
conditions, which includes an allowance for uncertainties as
described in Section 9.4 of the FSAR.

Insert 4.0-3:

4.3.2 Drainage

-1 } > The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained to

prevent inadvertent draining of the pool below
elevation 40 ft, 8 in.

4.3.3 Capacity

.5“f—>- The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained

with a storage capacity limited to no more than 1502 fuel
assemblies.
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15.7.2 SITE DESCRIPTION

Figure 15.7.2-1 is a site map for the Point B

and points within the site
approxi

€ar Plant Units 1 and 2. The site map shows the site boundary
om which gaseous and liquid effluents are released. Fence locations are

Unit 1 - Amendment 184
Unit 2 - Amendment 188

15.7.2-1

July 13, 1998
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SITE MAP

Figure 15.7.2-1
Unit 1 - Amendment 184 15.7.2-2 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment 188




Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
01 The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been provided.
ITS: NUREG:
N/A SPEC 4.03.01.01.D
SPEC 4.03.01.01.E
SPEC 4.03.01.01.F
SPEC 4.01 SPEC 4.01 o
SPEC 4.02.01 SPEC 4.02.01
SPEC 4.02.02 SPEC 4.02.02
SPEC 4.03.01.01.B o SPEC 4.03.01.01.8
SPEC 4.03.01.01.C SPEC4.03.01.01.C
SPEC 4.03.01.02.A SPEC 4.03.01.02.A
SPEC 4.03.01.02.B SPEC 4.03.01.02.B -
SPEC 4.03.01.02.C SPEG 4.03.01.02.C
SPEC 4.03.01.02.D SPEC 4.03.01.02.D0
SPEC 4.03.03 SPEC 4.03.03
02 CTS allows limited substitution of vacancies for fuel rods within fuel assemblies as supported by
cycle-specific reload analyses to verify safety limits are not violated. This additional allowance
must meet the same acceptance criteria as zirconium alloy or stainless steel filler rods as
allowed by the CTS and NUREG 1431.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 4.02.01 SPEC 4.02.01
03 Fuel is acceptable for storage in the PBNP spent fuel pool up to an enrichment of 4.6% U235

and up to 5% U235 as long as the assemblies contain IFBA as required by CTS figure 15.5.4-1.
CTS figure 15.5.4-1 is being replaced by ITS figure 3.7.12-1. Therefore, this change replaces
the NUREG recommended requirements with the corresponding plant specific information.

ITS: NUREG:

SPEC 4.03.01.01.A N/A

SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.01 SPEC 4.03.01.01.A
SPEC 4.03.01.01.A.02 N/A

Page 1 of 2



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
04 The criticality analyses performed for the PBNP new fuel storage racks does not specifically
assume the use of agueous foam in demonstrating Keff remains </= 0.98. The analysis
determines the optimum moderator density and demonstrates the acceptance criteria are met.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 4.03.01.02.C SPEC 4.03.01.02.C
05 The spent fuel pool is designed so there is no path for draindown below the bottom edge of the

SFP gates (elevation 40’ 8"). This corresponds to a decrease in level of 24 feet.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 4.03.02 SPEC 4.03.02

Page 2 of 2



4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

Design Features
4.0

Replace with |

4.1 Site Location |[[Text description of site location.] |«

Insert 4.0-1.

4.2 Reactor Core

121

4.2.1 Fuel Assemblies

Zircaloy-4 or ZIRLO™ |——

The reactor shall contain ﬁiﬁiiﬂ fuel assemblies.

Each assembly

or vacancies

— shall consist of a matrix of [| Zkeatley—er2IRLG-] fuel rods with
(TZv] an initial composition of natural or slightly enriched uranium
\: dioxide (UO,) as fuel material. Limited substitutions of

zirconium alloy or stainless steel filler rodsyfor fuel rods, in
accordance with approved applications of fuel rod configurations,

may be used. Fuel assemblies shall be Timited to those fue)

designs that have been analyzed with applicable
codes and methods and shown by tests or analyses
»'{"} all fuel safety design bases. A Timited number

placed in nonlimiting core regions.

NRC staff approved
to comply with
of lead test

assemblies that have not completed representative testing may be

Rod Cluster Control (RCC) _¢'

(
4.2.2 Contral—Redd Assemblies ;__[55]

RCC

The reactor core shall contain [L4841E99n£¢e4-44ﬁ£ﬂ assemblies. The
ISR —C 3 H—b o L on—carbide—

control material shall be

|e¢—hain+am—me;aL}|as approved by the NRC.

—>| silver indium cadmium alloy clad with stainless steel l——

4.3 Fuel Storage

4.3.1 Criticality

4.3.1.1 The spent fuel storage racks are designed and shall be

maintained with:

Y

Insert 4.0-2. of [4.5] weight percent;

3 ] Replace with a. Fuel assemblies having a maximum U-235 enri chment

b.  kess < 0.95 if fully flooded with

unborated water,

which includes an allowance for uncerta1nt1es as

described in

i Section 9.4 of the FSAR ——T

WOG STS 4.0-1

Rev 1, 04/07/95



4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

Design Feature
4.0

c. A nominal 9.825 inch center to center distance between

fuel assemblies placed in the fuel storage racks.

4.3 Fuel Storage (continued)

[c.

A nominal [9.15] inch center to center distance
between fuel assemblies placed in [the high density |«
fuel storage racks];]

4.3.1.2 The new fuel storage racks are designed and shall be
maintained with:

a.

Fuel assemblies having a maximum U-235 enrichment
of Egg%;ﬂigiigﬁg;percent;

Keie < 0.95 if fully flooded with unborafed‘water, ; ]
which includes an allowance for uncertainties as
described in j :

(

‘ ~= " [Section 9.4 of the FSAR |

kert < 0.98 [if moderated by aqu eous foamj which
includes an allowance for uncertainties as

described in fSection—9—t—oirbtbhe—ESART and

N
A nomin;?jééézéég inch center to center distance

between fuel assemblies placed in the storage
racks.

4.3.2 Drainage

under optimum moderator density conditions < z:~4ii]

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained to
prevent inadvertent draining of the pool below elevation

[40 £t 8 in

WOG STS

4.0-2 Rev 1, 04/07/95



Design Feature
4.0

4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

4.3 Fuel Storage (continued)

4.3.3 Capacity

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall_be majntained
with a storage capacity limited to no more than |E343 fuel
assemblies.

{1502

WOG STS 4.0-3 Rev 1, 04/07/95



SECTION 4.0 INSERTS

INSERT 4.0-1:
The Point Beach Nuclear Plant is Tlocated on property owned by
Wisconsin Electric Power Company at a site on the shore of
Lake Michigan, approximately 30 miles southeast of the city of
Green Bay. The minimum distance from the reactor containment
center line to the site exclusion boundary as defined in
10 CFR 100.3 is 1200 meters.

INSERT 4.0-2:

a. Fuel assemblies meeting at least one of the following
storage Timits may be stored in the spent fuel storage
racks:

1. Fuel assemblies with an enrichment of < 4.6 weight
percent U-235; or

2. Fuel assemblies which contain Integral Fuel Burnable
Absorber (IFBA) rods in the "acceptable range" of
Figure 3.7.12-1.



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient events. Therefore,
this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.

Page 1 of 4



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

L

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change limits the use of fuel assemblies to designs analyzed by applicable
NRC staff approved codes and shown by test or analyses to comply with all fuel safety design
bases and allows limited use of lead test assemblies in non-limiting core regions. This
requirement is less restrictive than the CTS, which allows use of specifically identified fuel
designs. These designs have been shown by analyses, using NRC approved methodologies,
to meet all fuel design bases. The requirements are essentially identical since use is
dependent on acceptable analyses utilizing approved codes and methodologies. Use of
approved codes and methodologies ensurse analyses remain bounding and all design limits
are met. Use of lead test assemblies is restricted to non-limiting core locations. This
provides assurance that all analyses and core design limits remain bounding. Thus, the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated cannot be significantly
increased.

2. Does the change create the possibility of new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed condition requires that fuel used in the reactor cores be shown to be
acceptable based on analyses performed using approved codes and methodology and shown
by tests or analyses to meet all fuel design limits. Lead test assemblies are allowed on a
limited bases in non-limiting core locations. This ensures that analyses performed, using
approved codes and methodologies, remain bounding for core operation. Thus, since
analyses remain bounding with acceptable margins of safety, a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated cannot be created.

3. Does the change result in a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

This ITS condition ensures that fuel utilized in the reactor core is shown to be acceptable by
analyses utilizing NRC approved codes and methodologies and is shown to meet all fuel
design limits. Lead test assemblies can only be used in non-limiting core locations on a
limited basis. Use of approved methodologies and codes, or tests to to ensure all design
safety limits are met, and restricting use of lead test assemblies to non-limiting core locations
ensures analyses remain bounding and all applicable safety margins are met. Therefore, a
significant reduction in a margin of safety cannot result.

Page 2 of 4



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LA

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relocates requirements from the Technical Specifications to the Bases,
FSAR, or other plant controlled documents. The Bases and FSAR will be maintained using
the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. In addition to 10 CFR 50.59 provisions, the Technical
Specifications Bases are subject to the change process in the Administrative Controls
Chapter of the ITS. Plant procedures and other plant controlled documents are subject to
controls imposed by plant administrative procedures, which endorse applicable regulations
and standards. Changes to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents will be
evaluated in accordance with the requirements of the Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0
of the ITS, 10 CFR 50.59, or plant administrative processes. Therefore, no increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated will be allowed.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any different requirements and adequate
control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this change does not create the possibility
of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the requirements to be moved from the Technical
Specifications to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents are as they currently
exist. Future changes to the requirements in the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled
documents will be evaluated in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, the
Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0 of the ITS, or the applicable plant process and no
reduction in a margin of safety will be allowed.

Page 3 of 4



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 4.0

10-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

M

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more restrictive requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter the assumptions relative to the mitigation of an
accident or transient event. These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process
variables, structures, systems and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses. Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements. However, these
changes do not affect any assumptions made in the safety analysis. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no affect on or increases the
margin of safety. Each change is providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.
These changes are consistent with the safety analysis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a reduction in a margin of safety.

Page 4 of 4



Design Features
4.0

4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

4.1 Site Location
The Point Beach Nuclear Plant is located on property owned by Wisconsin
Electric Power Company at a site on the shore of Lake Michigan, approximately
30 miles southeast of the city of Green Bay. The minimum distance from the
reactor containment center line to the site exclusion boundary as defined in
10 CFR 100.3 is 1200 meters.

4.2 Reactor Core

4.2.1

4.2.2

Fuel Assemblies

The reactor shall contain 121 fuel assemblies. Each assembly shall
consist of a matrix of Zircaloy-4 or ZIRLO™ fuel rods with an initial
composition of natural or slightly enriched uranium dioxide (UO2) as fuel
material. Limited substitutions of zirconium alloy or stainless steel filler
rods or vacancies for fuel rods, in accordance with approved applications
of fuel rod configurations, may be used. Fuel assemblies shall be limited
to those fuel designs that have been analyzed with applicable NRC staff
approved codes and methods and shown by tests or analyses to comply
with all fuel safety design bases. A limited number of lead test
assemblies that have not completed representative testing may be placed
in nonlimiting core regions.

Rod Cluster Control (RCC) Assemblies

The reactor core shall contain 33 RCC assemblies. The control material
shall be silver indium cadmium alloy clad with stainless steel as approved
by the NRC.

POINT BEACH 4.0-1 DRAFT REV. A



4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

Design Features
4.0

4.3 Fuel Storage

4.3.1 Criticality

4.3.1.1

4.3.1.2

The spent fuel storage racks are designed and shall be
maintained with:

a.

Fuel assemblies meeting at least one of the following
storage limits may be stored in the spent fuel storage
racks:

1. Fuel assemblies with an enrichment of < 4.6 weight
percent U-235; or

2. Fuel assemblies which contain Integral Fuel Burnable
Absorber (IFBA) rods in the "acceptable range" of
Figure 3.7.12-1.

ket < 0.95 if fully flooded with unborated water, which
includes an allowance for uncertainties as described in
Section 9.4 of the FSAR;

A nominal 9.825 inch center to center distance between
fuel assemblies placed in the fuel storage racks.

The new fuel storage racks are designed and shall be
maintained with:

a.

Fuel assemblies having a maximum U-235 enrichment of
5.0 weight percent;

ket < 0.95 if fully flooded with unborated water, which
includes an allowance for uncertainties as described in
Section 9.4 of the FSAR;

Kert < 0.98 under optimum moderator density conditions,
which includes an allowance for uncertainties as
described in Section 9.4 of the FSAR; and

A nominal 20 inch center to center distance between fuel
assemblies placed in the storage racks.

POINT BEACH

4.0-2 DRAFT REV. A



Design Features
4.0

4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

4.3 Fuel Storage (continued)

4.3.2 Drainage

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained to
prevent inadvertent draining of the pool below elevation 40 ft 8 in.

4.3.3 Capacity

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained with a
storage capacity limited to no more than 1502 fuel assemblies.

POINT BEACH 4.0-3 DRAFT REV. A



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
ITS CTS DOC
SPEC 5.01.01 15.06.01.01 M.03
15.06.01.01 M.01
15.06.01.01 A.01
SPEC 5.01.02 15.06.01.02 M.02
15.06.02.02.B L.01

Page 1 of 1



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01
CTS to ITS

15-Mar-00
CTS ITS DOC
15.06.01.01 SPEC 5.01.01 M.03
SPEC 5.01.01 M.01
SPEC 5.01.01 A.01
15.06.01.02 SPEC 5.01.02 T Mmo2
15.06.02.02.B SPEC 5.01.02 L.01

Page 1 of 1



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01

15-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

A.01 In the conversion of Point Beach current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:
15.06.01.01 SPEC 5.01.01
L.01 CTS 15.6.2.2.b states the following, "When there is fuel in either unit, an SRO shali be in the

control room at all times." This requirement is not a NUREG-1431 requirement and will not be
retained in the proposed ITS.

Proposed ITS 5.1.2 states the following, "During any absence of the DSS from the control room
while either unit is in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4, an individual with an active Senior Reactor Operator
(SRQ) license shall be designated to assume the control room command function. During any
absence of the DSS from the control room while both units are in MODE 5 or 6, an individual
with an active SRO license or Reactor Operator license shall be designated to assume the
control room command function." Therefore, NUREG-1431 and the proposed ITS allows the
control room command and control function to be assumed by a RO license if the units are in
MODE 5 or 6.

Having a Reactor Operator licensed individual assume control room command and control
provides adequate protection to the public health and safety when the reactor is in MODE 5 or

6. SRO licensed individuals would still be on-site and be able to respond to the control room in a
timely manner if necessary. This change is less restrictive.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.02.02.B SPEC 5.01.02 -
M.01 CTS 15.6.1.1 specifies that the Plant Manager delegate his responsibilities for overali facility

operation in writing when absent from PBNP for greater than 48 hours and where ready contact
by telephone or other means is not assured. This attribute will not be maintained in ITS.
NUREG-1431 (ISTS) requires that the Plant Manager delegate his responsibilities in writing
during his absence, without specifing timeframes or contact availability. Therefore, adopting the
ISTS is more restrictive, because it requires delegation in writing regardless of absence
timeframes involved or contact availability.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.01.01 SPEC 5.01.01

Page 10of 2



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01

15-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

M.02 CTS 15.6.1.2 states that the Duty Shift Superintendent (or during his absence from the control
room, the Duty Operating Supervisor) shall be responsible for the Control Room Command
function. NUREG-1431 also states this, but specifies in more detail who has the Control Room
Command function during the Shift Supervisor's absence, based on what Mode the Unit is in
(SRO for Modes 1, 2, 3, or 4 vs. RO for Modes 5§ or 6). Therefore, adopting the ISTS is more

restrictive.
CTS: ITS:
15.06.01.02 SPEC 5.01.02
M.03 NUREG-1431 item 5.1.1 states the following "The Plant Manager or his designee shall approve,

prior to implementation, each proposed test, experiment or medification to systems or equipment
that affect nuclear safety." This requirement will be adopted in proposed ITS 5.1.1. This
requirement is not in the CTS; therefore, adopting this requirement is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.01.01 SPEC 5.01.01

Page 2 of 2



Spec 5.1

A.0L Page 1 of 2
15.6  ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
15.6.1 RESPONSIBILITY | See ITj 5-1.1 |

15.6.1.1  |The Plant Manager shall be responsible for overall facility operation
and shall delegate in writing the succession to this responsibility during
absences from the Point Beach Nuclear Plant areajfe%gfea-t-er-t-han—r%

M.0L 1€ SN wWnRCreC 1 Caay-Contac C “i'i"i'i"""""'“
rasstured:

15.6.1.2 | The Duty Shift Superintendent (or during his absence from the control

M. 02 See ITS 5.1.2 F——»

| room, the Duty Operating Supervisor) shall be responsible for the

Control Room Command function.

15.6.2 ORGANIZATION

15.6.2.1

See Spec 5.2 l

,01 site and offsite organizations shall be established plant operation
and corporate management, r¢ ively. :

87
g
o
(921

g
C:

a. | Lines of authority, responsibility, a unication shall be
tablished and defined for the highest management levels
through intermediate levels to and including all operating

See Spec 5.2

ety

J organization positions. These relationships hall be docum

L

o 3.

and updated, as appropriate, in the form of organization ch
functional descriptions of dey ntal responsibilities and
relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel positic
in equivalent forms of documentation. These requirements shall
be documented in the Point Beach Nuclear Plant Final Safety

172}
@
Len §

4

Analysis Report, or plant procedures

b. | The Plant Manager shall be responsible for overall safe plan

See Spec 5.2

—

| operation and shall have control over those onsite activities

necessary for safe operation and maintenance of the plant.

The Plant Manager

nuclear safety.

proposed test, experiment or modification to systems or equipment that affect

or his designee shall approve, prior to impiementation, each

See ITS 5.1.1

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195

A

15.6.1/2-1 August 11, 1999



A.01 Spec 5.1
Page 2 of 2

15.6 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS (Continued)
15.6.2 ORGANIZATION (Continued)
FACILITY STAFF (Continued)
15.6.2.2 (Continyed)

b. When there is fuel in either unit, an SRO* sh in the

control room at all times. In addition to this SRO¥*, for each

unit containing ;an RO* or SRO* shall be present at the

cQ S at all times.

c. DELETED

()
} O

An individual qualified in radiation protection procedur

all be on site when fuel is in either reactor.** ~

1l core alterations shall be directly supervised by either a

See Spec 5.2

icensed Senior Reactor Operator or Senior Reactor Operator

imited to Fuel Handling who has no other concu

esponsibilities during this operatiot

*SRO =NRC Sénicﬁ_ o ctor Operator License
RO =NRC Reactor Ops itor Li]c;:r ie’;ﬁ;;_ , '

**This shift may be less than the minimum requirements for a period of time not

to exceed 2 hours in ¢ to accommodate unexpected absence of :E:)é‘rs'cnn

provided immediate action is taken to 'fgsto e the shift makeup to iviﬁdin the

minimum requir 1 e |
%% A unit is considere to be operating v it is in 2a mode than cold shutdown or re tuu,lvi:ng
shutdown.
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.2-3 August 11, 1999

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195




Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01

15-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
01 The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been provided.
In addtion, administrative wording changes where necessary to reflect the two (2) Unit Point
Beach site design.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.01.02 SPEC 5.01.02
02 Administrative wording changes where made as necessary to reflect the two {2) Unit, single

control room Point Beach design. NUREG-1431 refers to "unit" staff, which could be
misinterpreted to mean that the requirements apply to each "unit” or reactor. Therefore, "unit"
was replaced with the word "facility” in the proposed ITS to avoid any potential confusion with
respect to "unit” specific requirements.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.01.01 SPEC 5.01.01

Page 1 of 1



Responsibility
5.1

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.1 Responsibility | facility

Approved
TSTF-65, R1

R
51.1 The kP]ant i ent] fhall be responsible for overall Unj
operation and shall deTegate in writing the succession to this
responsibility during his absence.

Plant
Manager

X
The |[P1an i ent] lor his designee shall approve, prior to
impTementation, each proposed test, experiment or modification to
systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety.

(55

R’ 5.1.2 The {[Shift Supervisor (SS)]Jsha11 be responsible for the control

Puty Shift room command function. During any absence of the [SS]|from the
f;g:f““e“da“ control room whi]e,EEgﬂUnit is in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4, an

individual with an active Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license

[ shall be designated to assume the control room command function.

» D55 [During any absence of the [SS] |from the control room while
_Jﬂlgng:gin MODE 5 or 6. an individual with an active SRO Tlicense
» Doth units are | "orReactor Operator license shall be designated to assume the

control room command function.

WOG STS 5.0-1 Rev 1, 04/07/95



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient events.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.

Page 1of 3



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

L.01

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant systems, structures or
components, changes in parameters governing normal plant operation, or methods of
operation. The proposed change results in a change to an administrative requirement that
allows for the control room command and control function to be assumed by a licensed
reactor operator when both units are in MODES 5 or 6.

The deletion of an administrative requirement does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident previously evaluated because no such accidents are affected by
the proposed revision. The proposed change does not introduce any new accident initiators
since no accidents previously evaluated have as their initiators anything related to this
administrative requirement. All Limiting Conditions of Operation, Limiting Safety System
Settings, and Safety Limits specified in the TS remain unchanged. Therefore, this change
does not increase the probability of previously evaluated accidents.

This change does not involve a significant increase in the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated because the source term, containment isolation or radiclogical releases
are not being changed by the proposed change. Existing system and component redundancy
and operation is not being changed by this proposed change. The assumptions used in
evaluating the radiological consequences in the PBNP Final Safety Analysis Report are not
invalidated; therefore, this change does not affect the consequences of previously evaluated
accidents.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change to this administrative requirement does not involve any physical
alteration of plant systems, structures or components, nor does it alter parameters governing
normal plant operation. The proposed change does not introduce a new mode of operation.
The design and design basis of the facility remain unchanged. The plant safety analyses
remain unchanged. Therefore, the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated is not created.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
Changing this administrative requirement has no bearing on any margin of safety.

Accordingly, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

Page 2 of 3



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.01

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

M

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more restrictive requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter the assumptions relative to the mitigation of an
accident or transient event. These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process
variables, structures, systems and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses. Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements. However, these
changes do not affect any assumptions made in the safety analysis. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no affect on or increases the
margin of safety. Each change is providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.
These changes are consistent with the safety analysis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a reduction in a margin of safety.

Page 3 of 3



Responsibility

5.1

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.1 Responsibility

5.1.1 The Plant Manager shall be responsible for overall facility operation and
shall delegate in writing the succession to this responsibility during his
absence.
The Plant Manager or his designee shall approve, prior to
implementation, each proposed test, experiment or modification to
systems or equipment that affect nuclear safety.

5.1.2 The Duty Shift Superintendent (DSS) shall be responsible for the control

room command function. During any absence of the DSS from the
control room while either unit is in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4, an individual with
an active Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license shall be designated to
assume the control room command function. During any absence of the
DSS from the control room while both units are in MODE 5 or 6, an
individual with an active SRO license or Reactor Operator license shall be
designated to assume the control room command function.

POINT BEACH 5.1-1 DRAFT REV. A



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00

ITS CTS DOC
SPEC 5.01.02 15.06.02.02.A.01 A.02
SPEC 5.02.01 15.06.02.01 A.01
SPEC 5.02.01.A 15.06.02.01.A A.01
SPEC 5.02.01.B 15.06.02.01.8 A.01
SPEC 5.02.01.C 15.06.02.01.C N AO1
SPEC 5.02.01.D 15.06.02.01.D M.01

15.06.02.01.D A.01
SPEC 5.02.02.A 15.06.02.02.A.05 A2
SPEC 5.02.02.8 15.06.02 FOOT NOTE (**) A.02
SPEC 5.02.02.C 15.06.02.02.D ‘ A02
SPEC 5.02.02.D ) 15.06.03.05 A.04
SPEC 5.02.02.E 15.06.02.02.A.02 A.02

15.06.03.04

A.03

Page 1 of 1



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00

CTS ITS DOC
15.06.02 FOOT NOTE (™) SPEC 5.02.02.8 A.02
15.06.02.01 - - SPEC 5.02.01 a0
15.06.02.01.A SPEC 5.02.01.A A.01
15.06.02.01.B SPEC 5.02.01.B N A1
15.06.02.01.C SPEC 5.02.01.C A1
15.06.02.01.D SPEC 5.02.01.D M.01

SPEC 5.02.01.D A.01
15.06.02.02.A.01 SPEC 5.01.02 AR
15.06.02.02.A.02 SPEC 5.02.02.E A.02
15.06.02.02.A.03 N/A LB.O1
15.06.02.02.A.04 N/A LBO1
15.06.02.02.A.05 SPEC 5.02.02.A A.02
15.06.02.02.D SPEC 5.02.02.C A.02
15.06.02.02.E NA LB.O1
15.06.03.04 SPEC 5.02.02.E A03

A.04

15.06.03.05

SPEC 5.02.02.D

Page 1 of 1



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A.01

In the conversion of Point Beach current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 {i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:

15.06.02.01 " SPEC 5.0201

15.06.02.01.A SPEC 5.02.01.A

15.06.02.01.B SPEC 5.02.01.B N )
15.06.02.01.C SPEC 5.02.01.C

15.06.02.01.D SPEC 5.02.01.D

A.02

Included in CTS 15.6.2.2 are the requirements for the facility staff. The below identified CTS
requirements are consistent with the requirements contained in NUREG-1431 and the proposed
ITS, and are summarized as follows.

CTS 15.6.2.2.a.1 requires one Shift Superintendent (SS) per shift - this requirement is the same
as proposed ITS 5.1.2, which states that the SS is responsible for the control room command
function. CTS 15.6.2.2.a.2 requires one shift technical advisor per shift - this requirement is the
same as proposed ITS 5.2.2.e. CTS 15.6.2.2.a.5 contains the requirements for non-licensed
operators - these requirements are the same as those contained in proposed ITS 5.2.2.a. CTS
15.6.2.2.d requires an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures to be on site when
there is fuel in either reactor - this requirement is the same as proposed ITS 5.2.2.c. The double
asterisk in CTS 15.6 allows for a relaxation of the shift manning requirements for up to 2 hours to
accommodate unexpected absences of personnel — this relaxation is included in proposed ITS
5.2.2.b.

These changes are administrative.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.02 FOOT NOTE (**) SPEC 5.02.02.B :
15.06.02.02A01 SPEC 5.01.02

15.06.02.02A02 SPEC50202E

15.06.02.02.A.05 ~ SPEC 5.02.02.A "

15.06.02.02.D - SPECS5.0202C

Page 10of 3



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

AQ3

CTS 15.6.3.4 describes the qualification requirements for the Shift Technical Advisor (STA).
NUREG- 1431 item 5.2.2.g (proposed ITS 5.2.2 e) states that the STA position meet the
qualifications specified by the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift.
Option 2 (the option that PBNP currently employs) of the Policy Statement requires that the STA
position shall meet the STA criteria of NUREG-0737, ltem [LA.1.1. The requirements specified in
this NUREG item (I.A.1.1) are consistent with the requirements specified in CTS 156.6.3.4. The
proposed ITS 5.2.2 e adopts NUREG-1431 item 5.2.2.g in whole, which is equivalent to CTS
15.6.3.4; therefore, this change is administrative.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.03.04 o SPEC 5.02.02.E

A.04

CTS 15.6.3.5 states that the Operations Manager shall: 1) Hold a Senior Reactor Operator
(SRO) license at PBNP; or 2) Have held a SRO license at PBNP or a similar unit; or 3) Have
been certified at an appropriate simulator for equivalent senior operator knowledge level, and if
the Operations Manager does not hold a SRO license at PBNP, then an operations middle
manager to whom the operating crews report shall hold a SRO license at PENP. NUREG-1431
item 5.2.2.f states that the Operations Manager or Assistant Operations Manager shall hold an
SRO license. This requirement will be adopted in whole as proposed ITS 5.2.2.d.

This change is administrative because in either case one of the two operations senior managers
(in the chain of command to whom the operating crews report) must have an SRO license at
PBNP.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.03.05 SPEC 5.02.02.D

LB.01

Included in CTS 15.6.2.2 are the requirements for the facility staff. The below identified CTS
requirements are consistent with the requirements already contained in 10 CFR 50.54 and are
summarized as follows.

CTS 15.6.2.2.a.3 requires one Operating Supervisor (OS) per shift - this requirement is the
same as that contained in 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i). CTS 15.6.2.2.a.4 contains the requirements
for Reactor Operators - these requirements are the same as those contained in 10 CFR
50.54(m)(2)(i). CTS 15.6.2.2.e contains the supervision requirements for core alterations - these
requirements are the same as those contained in 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iv). These CTS
requirements will not be retained in the proposed ITS because they are duplicative of the code of
federal regulations, which all licensees are required to meet. These changes are less restrictive.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.02.02.A.03 N/A
15.06.02.02.A.04 N/A
15.06.02.02E N/A i

Page 2 of 3



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

M.01 NUREG-1431 item 5.2.1.d and proposed ITS 5.2.1.d add the “individuals who train the operating
staff’ to the functions that shall have independence from operating pressures. CTS 15.6.2.1.d
contains the requirements for functions that shall have independence from operating pressures,
but it does not include these individuals. This item will be adopted in the proposed ITS. This
change is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:
15.08.02.01.D SPEC 5.02.01.D

Page 3of 3



Spec 5.2
A.01 Page 1 of 5

15.6 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

15.6.1 RESPONSIBILITY

15.6.1.1  |The Plant Manager shall be responsible for overall facility operation
and shall delegate in writing the succession to this responsibility during
absences from the Point Beach Nuclear Plant area of greater than 48
see Spec 5.1 | urs and where ready ct by telephone or other means is not
assured. - o .
15.6.1.2 | The Duty Shift Superintendent (or during his absence from the control

see Spec 5.1 | room, the Duty Operating Supervisor) shall be responsible for the
Control Room Command function

15.6.2 ORGANIZATION

15.6.2.1 |Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for plant operation
See ITS 5.2.1 |—> and corporate management, respectively.

a. | Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall be
established and defined for the highest management levels
through intermediate levels to and including all operating

See ITS 5.2.1.a J——> organization positions. These relationships shall be documented
and updated, as appropriate, in the form of organization charts,
functional descriptions of departmental responsibilities and
relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel positions, or
in equivalent forms of documentation. These requirements shall
be documented in the Point Beach Nuclear Plant Final Safety
Analysis Report, or plant procedures.

b. | The Plant Manager shall be responsible for overall safe plant
operation and shall have control over those onsite activities
necessary for safe operation and maintenance of the plant.

A 4

See ITS 5.2.1.b

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.1/2-1 August 11, 1999
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195



Spec 5.2

T
= Page 2 of 5

15.6  ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS (Continued)

15.6.2 ORGANIZATION (Continued)

15.6.2.1  (Continued)

¢. | The Chief Nuclear Officer shall be an officer of the Company and
shall have corporate responsibility for overall plant nuclear safety
| See ITS 5.2.1.c I__. and shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptable
performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing
train the operating technical support to the plant to ensure nuclear safety.

.01

staff, or

d. | The individuals whorcarry out health physics and quality

[ e 175 5.2.1.a !  assurance functions may report.to the app.rop.rlate onsite manager;
however, they shall have sufficient organizational freedom to

ensure their independence from operating pressures.

FACILITY STAFF

E@ 15.6.2.2  |Facility staffing shall be subject to the following requirements:
y

A
[ See ITS 5.1.2

| a.  Each on-duty shift shall normally be composed of at least the
minimum shift crew composition as follows:**

1. Shift Superintendent (SRO)* - one per shift

2. Shift Technical Advisor - one per shift located on-site on ten

—’| See IT§ 5.2.2.e > minute call to the control room

3. Operating Supervisor (SRO)* - one per shift

[LB.01}—» 4. Operator (RO)* - three per shiff for one or two unit

ration***
- two per shift with neither unit in
operation®**

5. Non-licensed Operator - one per shift for each unit
‘—’l See ITS 5.2.2.a ’—’ containing fuel and an additional one per shift when either
unit is in operation***

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.2-2 August 11, 1999
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195



15.6  ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS (Continued)
15.6.2 ORGANIZATION (Continued)
FACILITY STAFF (Continued)
15.6.2.2 (Continued)

Spec 5.2
Page 3 of 5

b.  When there is fuel in either unit, an S

control room at all times. In addition t

See Spec 5.1 unit ¢ ining fue RO* or SRO*

O* shall be in the

this SRO*, for each

controls at all times

 DELETF

L2

1all be present at the

A.02 See ITS 5.2.2.c l———> shall be on site when fuel is in either reactor.**

d. Anindividual qualified in radiation protection procedures

@_} licensed Senior Reactor Operator or S

Limited to Fuel Hand

ffities during this operation.

e. All core alterations shall be directly supervised by eith

eactor Operator

0 has no other concurrent

*SRO = NRC Senior perator License

=NRC Reactor Operator License

**This shift may be less than the minimum requirements for a period of time not
to exceed 2 hours in order to accommodate unexpected absence of personnel,
provided immediate action is taken to restore the shift makeup to within the

minimum requirements.

X

4—| See ITS 5.2.2.b

**% A unit is considered to be operating when it is in a mode other than col ueling
"| shutdown.
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.2-3 August 11, 1999

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195



Spec 5.2
Page 4 of 5

DALY “XE A =g o) wp )

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.2-4 August 11, 1999
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195



15.63.3

o1 Spec 5.2
: Page 5 of 5

See Spec 5.3

15.6.3.4

In the event the position of Health Physicist is vacatec 1heprop sed replacement does not meet all

,,
=
=g
o

the qualifications of 15.6.3.2, but is determined to be otherwise well

the concurrence of NRC

shall be sought i éppm\ the qualification of that individual

See [TS5.2.2.¢

15.63.5

Unit 1 -
Unit 2 -

The Shift Technical Advisor shall have a bachelor's degree or equivalent in a scientific or engi ng
discipline with specific training in plant design and response sis of the plant for transients and
accidents. The Shift Technical i all also receive training in plant design and layout including

th itities of instrumentation and controls in the control room.

The Operations Manager shall:

1) Hold a Senior Reactor Operator license at PBNP; or

2) Have held a Senior Reactor Operator license at PBNP or asintilar unit; or

3) Have been certified at an appropriate si T for equivalent senior operator knowledge level.
If the Operations Manager doe old a Senior Reactor Operator license at PBNP, then an operations

middle mana, om the operating crews report shall hold a Senior Reactor Operator license at

The Operations Manager or Assistant Operations
Manager shall hold an SRO License at Point Beach.

A

A.04

Amendment No. 190 15.6.3-2
Amendment No. 195 August 11, 1999




Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00
JED Number JFD Text
m
01 The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been provided.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.02.01.A SPEC 5.02.01.A
02 NUREG-1431 item 5.2.2.a contains a bracketed requirement that states the following: "two unit

sites with both units shutdown or defueled require a total of three non-licensed operators for the
two units". This requirement was not adopted for the proposed PBNP ITS because there is not
a CTS requirement for non-licensed operators when both units are defueled.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.02.02.A SPEC 5.02.02.A
03 NUREG-1431 item 5.2.2.e contains bracketed requirements for facility staff overtime. These

requirements were not adopted for the proposed PBNP ITS because there are no CTS
requirements for facility staff overtime.  Facility staff overtime requirements are appropriately
covered in station policies and procedures. Accordingly, the changes to this section made
under TSTF-258, Rev. 4 were not incorporated.

ITS: NUREG:
N/A SPEC 5.02.02.E
04 NUREG-1431 item 5.2.2.f states that "the [Operations Manager or Assistant Operations

Manager] shall hold an SRO license." TSTF-65, Rev. 1 removed the brackets from this
requirement. In addition, this requirement was slightly modified in proposed ITS 5.2.2.d to add
"at Point Beach". This was added to avoid the potential for incorrect interpretation with respect
to plant applicability for the SRO license.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.02.02.D SPEC 5.02.02.F
05 Administrative wording changes where made as necessary to reflect the two (2) Unit, single

control room Point Beach design. NUREG-1431 refers to "unit" staff, which could be
misinterpreted to mean that the requirements apply to each "unit" or reactor. Therefore, "unit"
was replaced with the word "facility" in the proposed ITS to avoid any potential confusion with
respect to "unit" specific requirements.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.02.02.A SPEC 5.02.02.A
SPEC 5.02.02.C  SPEC5.02.02.D v
SPEC 5.02.02.E SPEC 5.02.02.G

Page 1 of 2



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00

JFD Number JFD Text

06 NUREG-1431 item 5.2.1.c states, in part, "a specified corporate officer shall have corporate
responsibility”. The word "corporate" was deleted in proposed ITS 5.2.1.c based on the
following. Wisconsin Electric (WE), license holder for Point Beach, is currently engaged in
transferring this license authority to the Nuclear Management Corporation (NMC). The word
corporate was deleted to avoid any potential confusion with respect to what is considered
corporate (i.e. WE or NMC). When the license transfer is complete, this officer referred to in
ITS 5.2.1.c will be employed by the NMC.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.02.01.C SPEC 5.02.01.C

Page 2 of 2



Organization
5.2

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.2 Organization

5.2.1

Approved
TSTF-65, Rl

Onsite and Offsite Organizations

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for unit
operation and corporate management, respectively. The onsite and
offsite organizations shall include the positions for activities
affecting safety of the nuclear power plant.

A4

a. Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall
be defined and established throughout highest management

, including the plant- levels, intermediate Tevels, and all operating organization

specific titles of those
personnel fulfilling the

positions. These relationships shall be documented and

responsibilities of the updated, as appropriate, in organization charts, functional
positions delineated in descriptions of departmental responsibilities and

these Technical
Specifications,

relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel

positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These

requirements gha11 be documented in the [FSAR 1; /on

Plant

»
Manager

b Tﬁe'ﬂP]ant S ' nt] [shall be responsible for overall

A specified

— porate

[« 1cer A

safe operation of the plant and shall have control over
those onsite activities necessary for safe operation and

maintenance of the plant; FSAR

A 4

Th?_Li_§E9ElfiBd_canpana%e—exeﬁutTv€‘§6§TfTBHT-Fha11 have
[cor FESpPONSiDI 1ty for overall plant nuclear safety

(e8]

5.2.2

WOG STS

and shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptable
performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and
providing technical support to the plant to ensure nuclear
safety: and

d. The individuals who train the operating staff, carry out
health physics, or perform quality assurance functions may
report to the appropriate onsite manager; however, these
individuals shall have sufficient organizational freedom to
ensure their independence from operating pressures.

Facility
géii Staff

The staff organization shall include the following:

05

a. A non-Ticensed operator shall be assigned to each reactor
containing fuel and an additional non-licensed operator

5.0-2 Rev 1, 04/07/95



Organization

5.2
5.2 Organization
52.2 Unit Staff (continued) ,
—_ 05 }——b{ when either
shall be assigned for each control reem—From wiTich a reactor
is operating in MODES 1, 2, 3, or 4
Two unit sites with both units shutdo
require a total of =T7censed operators for t he
Lw i
b. At least one licensed Reactor Operator (RO) shall ent
in the control room when fuel is in or. In
addition, while the unit is— DE 1, 2, 3, or 4, at Teast
approved one license ToT Reactor Operator (SRO) shall be present
TSTF-258, R4 ||| & control room.

Approved
TSTF-65, Rl

Ly

|

(o4

radiation
protection
technician

v

either

Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum

requirement of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)( i) and 5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.@2

for a period of time not to exceed 2 hours in order to
accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members
provided immediate action is taken to restore the shift crew
composition to within the minimum requirements.

!i A [[Health P ‘ tian] khall be on site when fuel is
in

reactor. The position may be vacant for not more than
2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence, provided
immediate action is taken to fill the required position.

e

05

g

Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemented —
to 1imit the working hours of unit staff who perform safet
related functions (e.g.. licensed SROs. Ticensed ROs, alth
physicists, auxiliary operators, and key maintenang
personnel).

Adegquate shift coverage shall be maintgirted without routine
heavy use of overtime. The objecti shall be to have

operating personnel work an [8 12] hour day, nominal 40
hour week while the unit is-oberating. However, 1in the
event that unforeseen lems require substantial amounts

of overtime to be d, or during extended periods of
shutdown for refueling, major maintenance, or major plant
modificatigwy on a temporary basis the following guidelines
shall pe-Tollowed:

An individual should not be permitted to work more than
16 hours straight, excluding shift turnover time:

WOG STS
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Organization
5.2

5.2 Organization

5.2.2 Unit Staff (continued)

Approved
TSTF-258, R4

///’2. An individual should not be permitted to work more than

16 hours 1in any 24 hour period, nor more than 24 hours
in any 48 hour period, nor more than 72 hours in any 7/
day period, all excluding shift turnover time;

3. A break of at least 8 hours should be allowed betw een
work periods, including shift turnover time;

4. Except during extended shutdown periods, e use of
overtime should be considered on an indfvidual basis and
not for the entire staff on a shift.

Any deviation from the above guidelipés shall be a uthorized
in advance by the [Plant Superintensdent] or his designee, in
accordance with approved adminisfrative procedures. or by
higher levels of management, N accordance with established
procedures and with documeptation of the basis for granting
the deviation.

Controls shall be i uded in the procedures such that
individual overtimé shall be reviewed monthly by the [Plant
Superintendent}or his designee to ensure that excessive
hours have ngt been assigned. Routine deviation from the

ines is not authorized. ,///

performing safety related functions shall be Timited and
controlled in accordance with the NRC Policy Statement on
working hours (Generic Letter 82-12).

Th;,@)perations Manager or Assistant Operations Managgc][Z[

SfiatT notd an SRU Ticense4

| at Point
"1 Beach

e

The Shift | rSOr (STA) [shall provide advisory [ f2¢HH®Y
Technical support to the Phift S 7 In the areas

of thermal hydraulics, reactor enginéering, and'51ant
analysis with regard to the safe operation of the Wj IEI

An individual

N
»

laddition, the—STA Fhall meet the qualifications specified by

L 3| This individual

_;Fhe Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on
S

hift. (05 p[UDEE] operations shift crew

WOG STS
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

in accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient events.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.

Page 10of 3



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LB

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

This change involves deletion of a Specifications/information which is duplicative of
information contained in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFRs). This information is more
appropriately addressed by the CFRs and serves no purpose in the Technical Specifications.
Deletion of this information will not result in an increase in the probability of an accident.
Regulatory requirements do not alter plant design or configuration; therefore, this does not
alter any event precursor. Accordingly, there will be no effect on the consequences of any
accident.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not reguire a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which
are adequately addressed in the CFRs. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which are

duplicative of requirements contained in the CFRs. These items are not an input to any
accident analysis and, therefore, have no impact on margin of safety.

Page 2 of 3



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.02

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

M

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more restrictive requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter the assumptions relative to the mitigation of an
accident or transient event. These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process
variables, structures, systems and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses. Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements. However, these
changes do not affect any assumptions made in the safety analysis. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no affect on or increases the
margin of safety. Each change is providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.
These changes are consistent with the safety analysis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a reduction in a margin of safety.

Page 3of 3



Organization
5.2

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.2 Organization

521 Onsite and Offsite Organizations

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for unit operation
and corporate management, respectively. The onsite and offsite
organizations shall include the positions for activities affecting safety of
the nuclear power plant.

a.

Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall be
defined and established throughout highest management levels,
intermediate levels, and all operating organization positions. These
relationships shall be documented and updated, as appropriate, in
organization charts, functional descriptions of departmental
responsibilities and relationships, and job descriptions for key
personnel positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation.
These requirements, including the plant-specific titles of those personnel
fulfilling the responsibilities of the positions delineated in these Technical
Specifications, shall be documented in the FSAR;

The Plant Manager shall be responsible for overall safe operation of
the plant and shall have control over those onsite activities
necessary for safe operation and maintenance of the plant;

A specified officer shall have responsibility for overall plant nuclear
safety and shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptable
performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing
technical support to the plant to ensure nuclear safety; and

The individuals who train the operating staff, carry out heaith
physics, or perform quality assurance functions may report to the
appropriate onsite manager; however, these individuals shall have
sufficient organizational freedom to ensure their independence from
operating pressures.

POINT BEACH
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5.2 Organization

Organization
5.2

5.2.2

Facility Staff

The facility staff organization shall include the following:

a.

A non-licensed operator shall be assigned to each reactor
containing fuel and an additional non-licensed operator shall be
assigned when either reactor is operating in MODES 1, 2, 3, or 4.

Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum requirement
of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) and 5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.e for a period of
time not to exceed 2 hours in order to accommodate unexpected
absence of on-duty shift crew members provided immediate action
is taken to restore the shift crew composition to within the minimum
requirements.

A radiation protection technician shall be on site when fuel is in
either reactor. The position may be vacant for not more than

2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence, provided
immediate action is taken to fill the required position.

The Operations Manager or Assistant Operations Manager shall hold an
SRO License at Point Beach.

An individual shall provide advisory technical support to the
operations shift crew in the areas of thermal hydraulics, reactor
engineering, and plant analysis with regard to the safe operation of
the facility. This individual shall meet the qualifications specified by
the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on
Shift.

POINT BEACH

5.2-2 DRAFT REV. A



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
ITS CTS DocC
SPEC 5.03.01 15.06.03.01 M.01
15.06.03.02 A.01
SPEC 5.03.02 NEW A.02
SPEC 5.03.03 15.06.03.03 A.01
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Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03
CTS to ITS

15-Mar-00
CTS ITS DOC
15.06.03.01 SPEC 5.03.01 M.01
15.06.03.02 SPEC 5.03.01 AOT
15.06.03.03 SPEC 5.03.03 A.01
15.06.04.01 N/A LB.01
15.06.05.01 N/A A.03
15.06.05.02 FSAR Laol
15.06.05.03 FSAR LA.01
15.06.06 NA AO3
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A.01

CTS 15.6.3.1 specifies that the facility staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of
ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable positions or “as clarified in 15.6.3.2 through 15.6.3.5.” The
attribute "as clarified in 15.6.3.2 through 15.6.3.5" will not be maintained. CTS 15.6.3.2 contains
additional requirements for the Health Physicist supervisor. These requirements were added
because the requirements for this position in ANSI N18.1-1971 are minimal.

The proposed ITS 5.3.1 will add the additional staff qualification requirements contained in
Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975 (here after referred to as RG 1.8). RG 1.8
endorses ANSI N18.1-1971, but also adds additional requirements for the Radiation Protection
supervisor. These requirements are equivalent to the Health Physicist supervisor requirements
stated in CTS 15.6.3.2. Therefore, by committing to RG 1.8 in the proposed ITS, retention of
15.6.3.2 is unnecessary. This change is administrative.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.03.02 SPEC 5.03.01
15.06.03.03 SPEC 5.03.03
A.02 Proposed ITS 5.3.2 adds a clarification definition for licensed senior reactor operator and
licensed reactor operator. This was added as a result of Approved TSTF-258, rev. 4. This
change is administrative.
CTS: ITS:
NEW SPEC 5.03.02 )
A.03 In the conversion of Point Beach current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant

specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:
15.06.05.01 N/A
15.06.06 N/A
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

LA.O01

Wisconsin Electric Power Company has concluded that CTS 15.6.5.2 "OFF-SITE REVIEW
COMMITTEE (OSRC)" and 15.6.5.3 "Fire Protection Audits" can be relocated to licensee
control. The basis for this conclusion is as follows:

The current PBNP Technical Specifications (CTS) describe the composition and functional
requirements of the OSRC and fire protection audit requirements in TS section 15.6.5.2 and
15.6.5.3. These requirements will not be maintained in the proposed ITS and will be relocated to
licensee control. NUREG-1431 does not contain these administrative requirements.

PBNP proposes to relocate the requirements in these CTS sections to Section 1.4 “Quality
Assurance Program” of the PBNP Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR). This section of the
FSAR describes the PBNP Quality Assurance Program (QAP) in detail. Changes to this section
of the FSAR are controlled in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(a). Relocating
these requirements out of the CTS and into FSAR §1.4 is consistent with the guidance contained
in NRC Administrative Letter (AL) 95-06 “Relocation of Technical Specification Administrative
Controls Related to Quality Assurance,” dated December 12, 1995. NRC AL 95-06 states that
the NRC encourages relocation of the review and audit functions out of the licensee’s Technical
Specifications and into QAP descriptions as long as future revisions to said functions are
controlled in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54.

Based on the above information, the requirements in CTS 15.6.5.2 and CTS 15.6.5.3 can be
relocated to licensee control.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.05.02 FSAR
15.06.05.03 FSAR

LB.01

Included in CTS 15.6.4.1 are the requirements for the retraining and replacement training
program for the facility staff, and states that the program meet or exceed the requirements in
section 5.5 of ANSI N18.1-1971 and 10 CFR Part 55. This attribute will not be retained in the
proposed ITS. NUREG-1431 does not contain this requirement. The requirements contained in
10 CFR Part 55 go far above and beyond the requirements contained in section 5.5 of ANSI
N18.1-1971. Therefore, transferring CTS 15.6.4.1 into the proposed PBNP ITS is not
necessary, because the requirement is duplicative of the code of federal regulations (10 CFR
Part 55), which all licensees are required to meet. This change removes CTS details that are
duplicative of other regulatory requirements.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.04.01 N/A
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

M.01

CTS 15.6.3.1 specifies that the facility staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of
ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable positions or as clarified in 15.6.3.2 through 15.6.3.5. The
ANSI requirement will be maintained in the proposed ITS, but an additional requirement will be
added to state "as supplemented by Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975" (here
after referred to as RG 1.8), and the attribute "as clarified in 15.6.3.2 through 15.6.3.5" will not be
maintained (deletion of this attribute is discussed in DOC A.01 of this section).

NUREG-1431 (ISTS) requires that the licensee commit to an ANSI standard or Reg Guide
acceptable to the NRC staff for facility qualifications. Because an additional requirement wili be
imposed in the proposed ITS that does not currently exist in the CTS (RG 1.8), this change is
more restrictive. The reason for the addition of RG 1.8 to the proposed ITS 5.3.1 is discussed in
DOC A.01 of this section.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.03.01 SPEC 5.03.01
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Spec 5.3

See ITS 5.3.1 »| > as supplemented by Regulatory Guide Page 1 of 10
ce 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975, g
15.6.3 FACILITY STAFF QUALIFICATIONS
15.6.3.1 Each member of the facility staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSIN18.1-1971v¥
A O01/M.O for comparable positions [er-as-clarifiedin15-63-2-through15-6-3-5. |<_}
L
15.6.3.2 Except as provided in 15.6.3.3, the Health Physicist shall be a line supervisor and shall meet the

following requirements:

a. The individual shall have a bachelor's degree or the equivalent in a science or engfheering
subject, including some formal training in radiation protection. For purposes et this paragraph,
"equivalent” is as follows:

A0l (1) Four years of formal schooling in science or engineering; or

(2) Four years of applied radiation protection experience atanuclear facility; or

5.3.1 . . . o
See ITS (3) Four years of operational or technical experiencedr training in nuclear power; or

(4) Any combination of the above totaling fouryears.

b. Except as provided in d., below, the indj¥idual shall have at least five years of professional
experience in applied radiation proteefion. A master's degree in a related field is equivalent to
one year of experience and a doctef's degree in a related field is equivalent to two years of
experience.

c. Except as provided in d4'below, at least three of the five years of experience shall be in applied
radiation protectionxork in a nuclear facility dealing with radiological problems similar to those
encountered in puclear power plants.

d. If the indj¥idual has a bachelor's degree specifically in health physics, radiological health, or
radiatjef protection, at least three years of professional experience is required; if the individual
has-4 master's or a doctor's degree specifically in health physics, radiological health, or radiation

rotection, at least two years of professional experience is required. This experience shall be in
applied radiation protection in a nuclear facility dealing with radiological problems similar to
those encountered in nuclear power plants.

For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) and a licensed reactor operator
(RO) are those individuals who, in addition to meeting the requirements of TS 5.3.1, perform the functions

described in 10 CFR 50.54(m)

See ITS 5.3.2

F 3

[ A.02 ]

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 183 15.6.3-1
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 187 March 24, 1998



ADOL Spec 5.3
Page 2 of 10

15.6.3.3 In the event the position of Health Physicist is vacated and the proposed replacement does not meet all
— the qualifications of 15.6.3.2, but is determined to be otherwise well qualified, the concurrence of NRC
Seelts 333 ™| shall be sought in approving the qualification of that individual.
15.6.3.4 The Shift Technical Advisor shall have a bachelor's degree or equivalent in a scientific or engineering
disc‘ph‘n > with spe Sific tr mng i‘ﬁ'piavn_t design and respon ve and analysis of the plant for transients and
accidents. The Shift T ] i:céi‘AdV'isorv shall also receive :t:ai ing in plant design and layout including
it il capabﬂlties of instrur Lntationandcontrok I thé control room :
15.6.3.5 The Operations anager shall _ ‘ = ‘
1) Hold a Seni or Reacto Olpurator‘iiéeme at PBNP; or
2) _Have.i‘xéld‘ as ;ﬂior tor Operator license at PBNI or d s;m ilar unit;
3):: Have beenbért fied at an approp fi‘ate simulator for equivale nt senior perator knowledge level.
See Spec a7 If the Operations M a ‘. er does not hold a Senior Reactk’(_)bp(C bérator license at PBNI— then an operations
middle manager to whom 1> Lbf ratm > c, e s report s 1511 hold a Senio Reacta Ope _é‘u license at
S o L v .
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.3-2

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195 August 11, 1999
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15.6.4 TRAINING [LB.OII

A 4

15.6.4.1 A retraining and replacement training program for the facility s

maintained under the direction of the Traini ager and shall meet or

exceed the requirement commendations of Section 5.5 of ANSIN18.1-

1971 CFR Part 55.

15.6.5 REVIEW AND AUDIT

15.6.5.1 Manager's Supervisory Staff - DELETED (Relocat ontrolled
documents
A.03
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.4/5-1 August 11, 1999

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195




Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195

A03

A 4

Spec 5.3
Page 4 of 10

INTENTIONA
LE
LANK

15.6.5-2

August 11, 1999




- Spec 5.3
La0l Page 5 of 10

15.6.5.2 OFF-SITE REVIEW COMMITTEE (OSRC)

FUNCTION
15.6.5.2.1  The Off-Site Review Committee shall function to provide independent
review and audit of designated activities in the areas of:
a) nuclear power plant operations
b) nuclear engineering
¢) chemistry and radiochemistry
d) metallurgy
e) instrumentation and control
f) radiological safety
g) mechanical and electrical engineering
h) quality assurance practices

1)  environmental monitoring

COMPOSITION

15.6.5.2.2 The Off-Site Review Committee is made up of a minimum of five regular members
appointed by the President and one or more ex-officio members. Of the five or more regular members,
at least two will be persons not directly employed by the Licensee. All members will be experienced in

one or more aspects of the nuclear industry.

ALTERNATES

15.6.5.2.3 Alternate members may be appointed in writing by the OSRC Chairman to serve on a
temporary basis; however, no more than two alternates shall participate in OSRC activities at any one

time.

CONSULTANTS

15.6.5.2.4 Consultants shall be utilized as determined by the OSRC Chairman to provide expert advice
to the OSRC.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 114 15.6.5-4 April 18, 1988
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 117
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L el Page 6 of 10

MEETING FREQUENCY

15.6.5.2.5 The OSRC shall meet at least twice per year at approximately six month intervals.

QUORUM

15.6.5.2.6 A quorum of OSRC shall consist of not less than a majority of the members or designated

alternates and shall include the Chairman or his designated alternate. No more than a minority of the

quorum shall have line responsibility for operation of the facility.

REVIEW

15.6.5.2.7 The OSRC shall review:

a) The safety evaluations for 1) changes to procedures, equipment or systems, and 2)
tests or experiments completed under the provision of 10 CFR, Section 50.59, to
verify that such actions did not constitute an unreviewed safety question.

b) Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems which involve an
unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 CFR, Section 50.59.

¢) Proposed tests or experiments which involve an unreviewed safety question as
defined in 10 CFR Section 50.59.

d) Proposed changes in Technical Specifications or Licenses.

e) Violations of applicable statutes, codes, regulations, orders, Technical
Specifications, license requirements, or of internal procedures or instructions having
nuclear safety significance.

f)  Significant operating abnormalities or deviations from normal and expected
performance of plant equipment that affect nuclear safety.

g) All reportable events.

Unit 1 - Amendment 128 15.6.5-5

Unit 2 - Amendment 132 September 4, 1991
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A

15.6.5.2.7 (Continued)

h)

i)

AUDITS

Any indication of an unanticipated deficiency in some aspect of design or operation
of safety related structures, systems, or components.

Reports and meeting minutes of the Manager's Supervisory Staff.

15.6.5.2.8  Audits of facility activities shall be performed under the

cognizance of the OSRC. These audits shall encompass:

a)

b)
©)

d)

e)

AUTHORITY

The conformance of facility operation to provisions contained within the Technical
Specifications and applicable license conditions.

The performance, training and qualifications of the licensed operating staff.

The results of actions taken to correct deficiencies occurring in facility equipment,
structures, systems or method of operation that affect nuclear safety.

The results of audits by the quality assurance organization on the performance of
activities required by the Quality Assurance Program to meet the criteria of
Appendix B, 10 CFR 50.

Any other area of facility operation considered appropriate by the President.

15.6.5.2.9  The OSRC shall report to and advise the President on those areas of responsibility
specified in Section 15.6.5.2.7 and 15.6.5.2.8.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 162 15.6.5-6 July 5, 1995
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 166
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RECORDS

15.6.5.2.10 Records of OSRC activities shall be prepared, approved and distributed as indicated below:

a) Minutes of each OSRC meeting shall be prepared, approved and forwarded to the
President within 14 days following each meeting.

b) Reports of reviews encompassed by Section 15.6.5.2.7.¢, f and g above shall be
prepared, approved and forwarded to the President within 14 days following
completion of the review.

¢) Audit reports encompassed by Section 15.6.5.2.8 above, shall be forwarded to the
President and to the management positions responsible for the areas audited within

30 days after completion of the audit.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 114 15.6.5-7 April 18, 1988
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 117
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15.6.5.3 Fire Protection Audits
a) An independent fire protection and loss prevention
inspection and audit shall be performed annually utilizing either qualified offsite
licensee personnel or an outside fire protection firm.
b) An inspection and audit of the fire protection and loss prevention program shall be
performed by an outside qualified fire consultant at intervals no greater than 3 years.
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 162 15.6.5-8 July 5, 1995
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 166
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15.6.6 D D 03

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.6-1 August 11, 1999
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
T —————— e e
01 NUREG-1431 item 5.3.1 requires that the licensee commit to an ANSI standard or Reg Guide

acceptable to the NRC staff for facility qualifications. CTS 15.6.3.1 specifies that the facility
staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971 for comparable
positions or as clarified in 15.6.3.2 through 15.6.3.5. This requirement will be maintained in the
proposed ITS, and an additional requirement will be added to state "as supplemented by
Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975" (here after referred to as RG 1.8), and the
attribute "as clarified in 15.6.3.2 through 15.6.3.5" will not be maintained (deletion of this
attribute is discussed in DOC A.01 of section 5.03).

The addition of RG 1.8 is being made to the proposed ITS 5.3.1 because it endorses ANSI
N18.1-1971, and also adds additional requirements for the Radiation Protection supervisor.
These additional requirements for the Radiation Protection supervisor (In RG 1.8) are equivalent
to the Health Physicist supervisor requirements stated in CTS 15.6.3.2 (which is not being
maintained in the proposed ITS). Approved TSTF-258, rev. 4 expanded the brackets in
NUREG-1431 item 5.3.1 to include the entire second sentence which states, “The staff not
covered by Regulatory Guide 1.8 shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of
Regulations, Regulatory Guides, or ANS| Standards acceptable to NRC staff.” This bracketed
item was not adopted in the proposed ITS, because there is not a CTS requirement for this, and
therefore, it is not part of the current licensing basis.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.03.01 SPEC 5.03.01
02 Administrative wording changes were made as necessary to reflect the two (2) Unit, single

control room Point Beach design. NUREG-1431 refers to "unit" staff, which could be
misinterpreted to mean that the requirements apply to each "unit" or reactor. Therefore, "unit"
was replaced with the word "facility" in the proposed ITS to avoid any potential confusion with
respect to "unit” specific requirements.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.03 SPEC 5.03
03 CTS 15.6.3.3 states the following "In the event the position of Health Physicist is vacated and

the proposed replacement does not meet all the qualifications of 5.3.1, but is determined to be
otherwise well qualified, the concurrence of NRC shall be sought in approving the qualification
of that individual." PBNP wants to maintain this CTS attribute; therefore, it will be retained in the
proposed ITS as 5.3.3.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.03.03 N/A
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Unit Staff Qualifications

5.3
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
Facility !:O.2 ]
5.3 Staff Qualifications
(Reviewer's Note: Minimum qualifications for members of the j aff shall
be specified by use of an overall qualtification At referencing an ANSI
Standard acceptable to the NRC staff pecifying individual position
qualifications. Generall irst method is preferable; however, the
second method j able to those unit staffs requiring special
qua fon statements because of unique organizational structures. L
5.3.1 Fach member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the mi
qualifications of [Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revisi ; 87, or more
recent revisions, or ANSI Standard e to the NRC staff].
The staff not covered b atory Guide 1.8] shall meet or
exceed the mini qualifications of [Regulations, Regulatory
Gui —or ANSI Standards acceptable to NRC staff].
—>
5.3.3 In the event the position of Health Physicist is vacated and the proposed
replacement does not meet all the qualifications of TS 5.3.1, but is determined to be
otherwise well gqualified, the concurrence of NRC shall be sought in approving the
qualification of that individual.
5.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator
(SRO) and a licensed reactor operator (RO) are those individuals who, in
addition to meeting the requirements of TS 5.3.1, perform the functions
described in 10 CFR 50.54 (m)
Approved
TSTF-258, R4
Each member of the facility staff shall meet or exceed the
minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971, as supplemented by
Regulatory Guide 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975, for comparable
positions.
y
(o1 ]
WOG STS 5.0-5 Rev 1, 04/07/95




No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient events.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.

Page 1 of 4



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LA

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relocates requirements from the Technical Specifications to the Bases,
FSAR, or other plant controlled documents. The Bases and FSAR will be maintained using
the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. In addition to 10 CFR 50.59 provisions, the Technical
Specifications Bases are subject to the change process in the Administrative Controls
Chapter of the ITS. Plant procedures and other plant controlled documents are subject to
controls imposed by plant administrative procedures, which endorse applicable regulations
and standards. Changes to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlied documents will be
evaluated in accordance with the requirements of the Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0
of the ITS, 10 CFR 50.59, or plant administrative processes. Therefore, no increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated will be allowed.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any different requirements and adequate
control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the requirements to be moved from the Technical
Specifications to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents are as they currently
exist. Future changes to the requirements in the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled
documents will be evaluated in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, the
Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0 of the ITS, or the applicable plant process and no
reduction in a margin of safety will be allowed.
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LB

in accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

This change involves deletion of a Specifications/information which is duplicative of
information contained in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFRs). This information is more
appropriately addressed by the CFRs and serves no purpose in the Technical Specifications.
Deletion of this information will not result in an increase in the probability of an accident.
Regulatory requirements do not alter plant design or configuration; therefore, this does not
alter any event precursor. Accordingly, there will be no effect on the consequences of any
accident.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which
are adequately addressed in the CFRs. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which are

duplicative of requirements contained in the CFRs. These items are not an input to any
accident analysis and, therefore, have no impact on margin of safety.
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.03

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

M

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more restrictive requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter the assumptions relative to the mitigation of an
accident or transient event. These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process
variables, structures, systems and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses. Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant {(no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements. However, these
changes do not affect any assumptions made in the safety analysis. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no affect on or increases the
margin of safety. Each change is providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.
These changes are consistent with the safety analysis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a reduction in a margin of safety.

Page 4 of 4



Unit Staff Qualifications

5.3
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
5.3 Facility Staff Qualifications
5.31 Each member of the facility staff shall meet or exceed the minimum
qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971, as supplemented by Regulatory
Guide 1.8, Revision 1, September 1975, for comparable positions.
5.3.2 For the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4, a licensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) and

a licensed reactor operator (RO) are those individuals who, in addition to
meeting the requirements of TS 5.3.1, perform the functions described in
10 CFR 50.54(m).

5.3.3 In the event the position of Health Physicist is vacated and the proposed
replacement does not meet all the qualifications of TS 5.3.1, but is determined to
be otherwise well qualified, the concurrence of NRC shall be sought in approving
the qualification of that individual.

POINT BEACH 5.3-1 DRAFT REV. A



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
ITS CTS DOC
SPEC 5.04.01 15.06.08.01 M.01
15.06.08.01 A.02
15.06.08.01 A.01
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Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00
CTS ITS DOC
15.06.08.01 SPEC 5.04.01 M.01
SPEC 5.04.01 A.02
SPEC 5.04.01 A.01
15.06.08.02 FSAR LA.01
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A.01

In the conversion of Point Beach current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:

15.06.08.01 SPEC 5.04.01

A02

The CTS requirement for having procedures for quality assurance for effluent and environmental
monitoring is simply being relocated from CTS 15.7.8.3 to CTS 15.6.8.1. This requirement is
identical to NUREG-1431 item 5.4.1.c and proposed ITS item 5.4.1.i. This change is
administrative.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.08.01 SPEC 5.04.01

LA.O1

Wisconsin Electric Power Company has concluded that CTS 15.6.8.2 "Approval of Procedures”
and 15.6.8.3 "Changes to Procedures" can be relocated to licensee control. The basis for this
conclusion is as follows:

The current PBNP Technical Specifications (CTS) describe the procedure review and approval
process in CTS section 15.6.8.2 and 15.6.8.3. These requirements will not be maintained in the
proposed ITS and will be relocated to licensee control. NUREG-1431 does not contain these
administrative requirements.

PBNP proposes to relocate the requirements in these CTS sections to Section 1.4 "Quality
Assurance Program” of the PBNP Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR). This section of the
FSAR describes the PBNP Quality Assurance Program (QAP) in detail. Changes to this section
of the FSAR are controlled in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(a). Relocating
these requirements out of the CTS and into FSAR §1.4 is consistent with the guidance contained
in NRC Administrative Letter (AL) 95-06 “Relocation of Technical Specification Administrative
Controls Related to Quality Assurance,” dated December 12, 1995. NRC AL 95-06 states that
the NRC encourages relocation of the procedure review and approval process out of the
licensee’s Technical Specifications and into QAP descriptions as long as future revisions to
these functions are controlled in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54.

Based on the above information, the requirements in CTS 15.6.8.2 and CTS 15.6.8.3 can be
relocated to licensee control.

CTs: ITS:

15.06.08.02 FSAR

Page 1 of 2



Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

156-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

M.01 The NUREG-1431 item 5.4.1.e requirement for having procedures for "all the programs
specificed in Specification 5.5" is being adopted in proposed ITS 5.4.1.j. The programs specified
in proposed ITS 5.5 include the following: Offsite Dose Calculation Manual, Primary Coolant
Sources Outside Containment, Post Accident Sampling, Radioactive Effluent Controls Program,
Component Cyclic or Transient Limit, Reactor Coolant Pump Flywheel Inspection Program,
inservice Testing Program, Steam Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance Program, Secondary
Water Chemistry Program, Ventilation Filter Testing Program, Explosive Gas Monitoring
Program, Diesel Fuel Qil Testing Program, Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control
Program, Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP), Containment Leakage Rate Testing
Program, and the Reactor Coolant System (RCS) Pressure Isolation Valve (PIV) Leakage
Program.

Having implementing procedures for these programs is an inherent attribute of having these
individual programs in place at PBNP. However, the CTS does not currently have this
requirement; therefore, adopting this requirement is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.08.01 SPEC 5.04.01

Page 2 of 2



Spec 5.4

Page 1 of 2

15.6.8 PLANT OPERATING PROCEDURES

15.6.8.1 The plant shall be operated and maintained in accordance with approved
procedures. Procedures shall be provided for the following operations where
these operations involve nuclear safety of the plant:
1. Normal sequences of startup, operation and shutdown of components,

systems and overall plant.

A 02 2. Refueling.

3. Specific and foreseen potential malfunctions of systems or components

Quality Assurance for

effluent and — including abnormal reactivity changes.

environmental

itori . .

oo 4.  Security Plan Implementation.
5. Emergencies which could involve release of radioactivity.
6. Nuclear core testing.

M.O01 . ' .
7. Surveillance and Testing of safety related equipment.
Y
All programs specified 8.  Fire Protection Implementation.
in Specification 5.5 —
SR 4

15.6.8.2  Approval of Procedures.

A. Each procedure, or change thereto, of the categories listed in 15.6.8.1 (excep

15.6.8.1.4) and_15.6.11 shall be reviewed by an individual or group othef than the

individual who prepared the_ procedure, or change thereto. All procedures of the

categories listed in 15.6.8.1 (except 15.6.8.1.4)-and 15.6.14" and modifications to

the intent thereof, shall be approved by the Plant Mdnager or a_ department

manager assigned responsibility for those pracedures (hereafter referred to as the

Approval Authority) prior to implemefitation. Non-intent changes shall be

reviewed and approved _in accordance with 15.6.8.2 or 15.6.8.3.

t or exceed the qualifications of Technical Specification 15.6.3.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.8-1 August 11, 1999
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195



15.6.8

Spec 5.4
Page 2 of 2

PLANT OPERATING PROCEDURES (Continued)

Each review shall include a determination of whether or not additional, cross-
disciplinary review is necessary. If deemed necessary, such review shall be

performed by qualified personnel of the appropriate discipline.

Each review shall include an assessment for applicability of 10 CFR 50.59 and

when necessary appropriate evaluations shall be performed.

15.6.8.3 Changes to Procedures

A.

Changes to procedures, of the categories in 15/6.8.2A, that may involve a change
to the intent of the original procedures shall be approved in accordance with

15.6.8.2.

Temporary changes to procedfires, of the categories listed in 15.6.8.2A, which do_
not change the intent of fHe approved procedure, may be made provided such
changes are approved’by two members of the plant staff, at least one of whom

holds a Senior Reactor Operator’s License.

All temporary changes to procedures of the categories listed in 15.6.8.2A shall_
subséquently by reviewed and approved in accordance with 15.6.8.2 within 2
eeks. Temporary changes only become permanent changes after approval by the

Approval Authority.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.6.8-2 August 11, 1999
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195




Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

15-Mar-00

JFD Number

01

JFD Text

The CTS 15.6.8.1 requirements for plant procedures is being retained in the proposed ITS
5.4.1. The NUREG-1431 item 5.4.1.a requirements for plant procedures (procedures
recommended in Reg Guide 1.33) is not being adopted in the proposed ITS. Point Beach is not
committed to Regulatory Guide 1.33, Revision 2, Appendix A, February 1978; therefore, it is not
part of the current licensing basis.

The NUREG-1431 item 5.4.1.b requirements for plant procedures (emergency operating
procedures (EOPs) required to implement the requirements of NUREG-0737 and Supplement 1,
as stated in Generic Letter 82-33) is not being adopted in the proposed ITS. Point Beach
responded to GL 82-33 in an April 15, 1983 letter from C. W. Fay (WE) to H. R. Denton (NRC).
The response stated that the PBNP EOPs were completely rewritten based on Westinghouse
Owners Group (WOG) guidelines. The PBNP response to GL 82-33 was accepted by the NRC
and closed out. Therefore, PBNP has already met the requirements of GL 82-33 and stating
this in the ITS is unnecessary.

The NUREG-1431 item 5.4.1.c requirements for plant procedures (quality assurance for effluent
and environmental monitoring) will be adopted in the proposed ITS. The CTS already contains
this requirement in CTS 15.7.8.3.

The NUREG-1431 item 5.4.1.d requirements for plant procedures (fire protection program
implementation) will be adopted in the proposed ITS and is consistent with CTS 15.6.8.1.8.

The NUREG-1431 item 5.4.1.e requirements for plant procedures (all programs specified in
specification 5.5) will be adopted in the proposed ITS.

ITS: NUREG:

SPEC 5.04.01 SPEC 5.04.01

Page 1 of 1



Procedures

5.4
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
5.4 Procedures
5.4.1 Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and
maintained covering the following activities:
a . The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory Guid
1.33, Revision 2, Appendix A, February 1978;
. The emergency operating procedures requir o implement the
requirements of NUREG-0737 and to N -0737, Supplement 1,
as stated in [Generic Letter 8 1
C. Quality assurance for-Effluent and environmental monitoring:
a. Fire Pro 1on Program implementation; and
e . 1 programs specified in Specification 5.5.

a. Normal sequences of startup, operation and shutdown of components, systems and
overall plant;

b. Refueling;

c. Specific and foreseen potential malfunctions of systems or components including
abnormal reactivity changes;

d. Security Plan Implementation:

e. Emergencies which could involve release of radiocactivity;

f. Nuclear core testing;

g. Surveillance and Testing of safety related equipment;

h. Fire Protection Implementation;

i. Quality Assurance for effluent and environmental monitoring;

J. A1l programs specified in Specification 5.5

(1)

WOG STS 5.0-6 Rev 1, 04/07/95



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or fransient events.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.

Page 1 of 3



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LA

in accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relocates requirements from the Technical Specifications to the Bases,
FSAR, or other plant controlled documents. The Bases and FSAR will be maintained using
the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. In addition to 10 CFR 50.59 provisions, the Technical
Specifications Bases are subject to the change process in the Administrative Controls
Chapter of the ITS. Plant procedures and other plant controlled documents are subject to
controls imposed by plant administrative procedures, which endorse applicable regulations
and standards. Changes to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents will be
evaluated in accordance with the requirements of the Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0
of the ITS, 10 CFR 50.59, or plant administrative processes. Therefore, no increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated will be allowed.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any different requirements and adequate
control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the requirements to be moved from the Technical
Specifications to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents are as they currently
exist. Future changes to the requirements in the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled
documents will be evaluated in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, the
Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0 of the ITS, or the applicable plant process and no
reduction in a margin of safety will be allowed.

Page 2of 3



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.04

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

M

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more restrictive requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter the assumptions relative to the mitigation of an
accident or transient event. These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process
variables, structures, systems and compenents are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses. Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements. However, these
changes do not affect any assumptions made in the safety analysis. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no affect on or increases the
margin of safety. Each change is providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.
These changes are consistent with the safety analysis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a reduction in a margin of safety.

Page 3of 3



Procedures

54
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
5.4 Procedures
541 Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained
covering the following activities:
a. Normal sequences of startup, operation and shutdown of components,
systems and overali plant;
b. Refueling;
c. Specific and foreseen potential malfunctions of systems or components
including abnormal reactivity changes;
d. Security Plan Implementation;
e. Emergencies which could involve release of radioactivity;
f.  Nuclear core testing;
g. Surveillance and Testing of safety related equipment;
h. Fire Protection Implementation;
i. Quality Assurance for effluent and environmental monitoring;
j-  All programs specified in Specification 5.5.
POINT BEACH 5.4-1 DRAFT REV. A



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
ITS CTS DOC
ODCM 15.07.01 A LA.01
15.07.01.B LA.01
15.07.01.C LA.01
15.07.01.D LA.O1
SPEC 5.05.01.A 15.07.08.03.A A.03
15.07.08.03.C A.04
15.07.08.03.C A.05
'SPEC 5.05.01.B 15.07.08.03.A A.04
15.07.08.03.A A.03
15.07.08.03.8.08 A.04
SPEC 5.05.01.C 15.07.08.07.B A.05
'SPEC 5.05.01.C.01 15.07.08.07.B.01 A.05
SPEC 5.05.01.C.01. 15.07.08.07..01.a A.04
SPEC 5.05.01.C.01.i 15.07.08.07.8.01.b A.04
SPEC 5.05.01.C.02 15.07.08.07.B.02 A.04
'SPEC 5.05.01.C.03 15.07.08.07.B.03 A.05
SPEC 5.05.02 NEW M.02
SPEC 5.05.02.a NEW M.02
SPEC 5.05.02.b NEW M.02
SPEC 5.05.03 15.06.08.04.A A.07
15.06.08.04.A M.01
SPEC 5.05.03.A 15.06.08.04.A.| A.04
SPEC 5.05.03.B 15.06.08.04.A.I A.04
'SPEC 5.05.03.C 15.06.08.04.A Il A.04
SPEC 5.05.04 15.07.08.03 A.05
15.07.08.03.8 A05
SPEC 5.05.04.8 15.07.08.03.B.03 A04
SPEC 5.05.04.C 15.07.08.03.8 A.05
15.07.08.03.B.02 A.05
15.07.08.03.B.02 A.04
SPEC 5.05.04.D 15.07.08.03.C A.04
15.07.08.03.C A.05
15.07.08.03.C M.05
15.07.08.03.8.04 A.04

SPEC 5.05.04.E

Page 10of 5



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00

ITS CTS DOC

SPEC 5.05.04.F 15.07.08.03.B.05 M.04

SPEC 5.05.04.G 15.07.08.03.8.06 A.04
15.07.08.03.B.06.2 A.04
15.07.08.03.B.06.b A.04
15.07.08.03.B.06.c A.04

'SPEC 5.05.04.H NEW 'M.06

SPEC 5.05.04.I 15.07.08.03.B.07 AO4

SPEC 5.05.04.J 15.07.08.03.C M.05

SPEC 5.05.05 NEW M07

SPEC 5.05.06 NEW M.08

'SPEC 5.05.07 15.04.02 A.04
15.04.02.B A.04
15.04.02.8.03 A.04

SPEC 5.05.07.a NEW M09

SPEC 5.05.07.b NEW M.09

'SPEC 5.05.07.¢ NEW M.09

SPEC 5.05.07.d 15.04.02.8.03.a A.04

SPEC 5.05.08 15.04.02.A A.04
NEW M.10

SPEC 5.05.08 T 5.05.08-01 15.04.02 T 15.04.02-01 A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.2 15.04.02.A.05.A A.04

SPVEC 5.05.68.6.01 15.04.02.A.01 A.04 i

SPEC 5.05.08.2.02 15.04.02.A.05.A A.04

'SPEC 5.05.08.2.03 15.04.02.A.05.A A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.2.04 15.04.02.A.05.A A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.2.05 15.04.02.A.05.A A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.2.06 15.04.02.A.05.A A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.b 15.04.02.A.02 AO4

SPEC 5.05.08.b.01 15.04.02.A.02.A A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.b.01.i 15.04.02.A.02.A.01 A.04

'SPEC 5.05.08.b.01.i 15.04.02.A.02.A.02 AO4

SPEC 5.05.08.b.02 15.04.02.A.02.8 A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.6.02. 15.04.02.A.02.B AD4
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Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00

ITS CTS DOC

SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.i 15.04.02.A.02.8 A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.ii 15.04.02.A.02.B A04

SPEC 5.05.08.b.03 15.04.02.A.02.C A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.b.04 15.04.02.A.02.D A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.b.05 15.04.02.A.02.F A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.c 15.04.02.A.03 A10

SPEC5.0508d 15.04.02.A.04 N A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.d.01 15.04.02.A.04.A AO4

SPEC 5.05.08.d.02 15.04.02.A.04.B A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.d.03 15.04.02.A.04.C A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.d.04 15.04.02.A.04.D A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.d.05 15.04.02.A.04.E A.04

SPEC 5.05.08.¢ 15.04.02.A.06 A.09

SPEC 5.05.09 DPR-24 OL 3.I A.04
DPR-27 OL 3.1 A.04

SPEC 5.05.09.A DPR-24 OL 3.1.01 A.04
DPR-27 OL 3.1.01 A.04

'SPEC 5.05.09.B DPR-24 OL 3.1.02 A.04
DPR-27 OL 3.1.02 A.04

SPEC 5.05.09.C DPR-24 OL 3.1.03 AO4
DPR-27 OL 3.1.03 A.04

SPEC 5.05.09.D DPR-24 OL 3.1.04 A.04
DPR-27 OL 3..04 A.04

SPEC 5.05.00.E DPR-24 OL 3.1.05 A4
DPR-27 OL 3.1.05 A.04

SPEC 5.05.00F DPR-24 OL 3.1.06 A.04
DPR-27 OL 3.1.06 A.04

'SPEC 5.05.10 NEW A.04
NEW M.12

SPEC 5.05.10. 15.03.12.02. A11
15.04.11.04.2 A.04
15.04.11.04.b A.04
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ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
ITS CTS DOC
SPEC 5.05.10.b 15.03.12.02.a A1
15.04.11.04. M.11
15.04.11.04.c M.11
SPEC 5.05.10.c 15.03.12.02.b A11
15.04.11.04.d A.04
BASES A.04
SPEC 5.05.10.d 15.04.11.01 LA.06
15.04.11.01 M.03
SPEC 5.05.11 NEW M.13
SPEC 5.05.11.A NEW M.13
SPEC 5.05.12 15.04.06.A.06 A13
SPEC 5.05.12.A NEW M.14
SPEC 5.05.12.A.1 NEW M.14
SPEC 5.05.12.A.2 NEW M.14
SPEC 5.05.12.A.3 NEW M.14
SPEC 5.05.12.B NEW M.14
SPEC 5.05.12.C NEW M.14
SPEC 5.05.13 NEW M5
SPEC 5.05.13.A NEW M5
SPEC 5.05.13.B.1 NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.13.B.2 NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.13.C NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.13.D NEW o M.15
SPEC 5.05.14 NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.14.01.A NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.14.01.B NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.14.01.C NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.14.01.D NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.14.02.A NEW M.15
'SPEC 5.05.14.02.B NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.14.02.C NEW M.15
SPEC 5.05.15 15.06.12 A.04
15.06.12.A A.04

SPEC 5.05.15.A
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Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
ITS CTS DOC
SPEC 5.05.15.8 15.06.12.B A.04
SPEC 5.05.15.C 15.06.12.C A.04
SPEC 5.05.15.D 15.06.12.D A.04
SPEC 5.05.15.D.01 15.06.12.D.01 A.04
SPEC 5.05.15.D.02 15.06.12.D.02 A.04
SPEC 5.05.15.D.03 NEW M.16
SPEC 5.05.15.D.03.a NEW M.16
'SPEC 5.05.15.D.03.b NEW M.16
SPEC 5.05.15.E 15.06.12.E A04
SPEC 5.05.15.F 15.06.12.F A.04
SPEC 5.05.16 NEW A.08
SPEC 5.05.16.01 165.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).01 A.04
SPEC 5.05.16.02 15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).02 A04
SPEC 5.05.16.03 15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).03 A.04
SPEC 5.05.16.04 15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).04 A.04
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CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00
CTS ITs DOC
15.03.09 N/A A.01
15.03.12.02.2 N/A LA.06
SPEC 5.05.10.a A11
SPEC 5.05.10.b A11
15.03.12.02.b N/A LA.06
SPEC 5.05.10.c A11
15.04.02 SPEC 5.05.07 A.04
15.04.02 APPL N/A CA12
15.04.02 OBJ N/A - A12
15.04.02 T 15.04.02-01 SPEC 5.05.08 T 5.05.08-01 AO4
15.04.02.A SPEC 5.05.08 A.04
15.04.02.A.01 SPEC 5.05.08.2.01 A.04
15.04.02.A.02 SPEC 5.05.08.b A.04
15.04.02.A.02.A SPEC 5.05.08.5.01 A.04
15.04.02.A.02.A.01 o SPEC 5.05.08.b.01. A.04
15.04.02.A.02.A.02 SPEC 5.05.08.b.01.i A.04
15.04.02.A.02.8 B SPEC 5.05.08.b.02 A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.5.02.i A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.i A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.ii A.04
15.04.02.A.02.C SPEC 5.05.08.b.03 A.04
15.04.02.A.02.D SPEC 5.05.08.b.04 A.04
15.04.02.A.02.E N/A A.09
15.04.02.A.02.F SPEC 5.05.08.b.05 A.04
15.04.02.A.03 SPEC 5.05.08.c N A10
15.04.02.A.04 SPEC 5.05.08.d A.04
15.04.02.A.04.A SPEC 5.05.08.d.01 A4
15.04.02.A.04.8 SPEC 5.05.08.d.02 AO4
15.04.02.A.04.C SPEC 5.05.08.d.03 A.04
15.04.02.A.04.D SPEC 5.05.08.d.04 A4
15.04.02.A.04.E SPEC 5.05.08.d.05 AQ4

Page 10of 6



Cross-Reference Report - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00
CTS ITS DOC
15.04.02.A.05.A N/A A.09
SPEC 5.05.08. A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.2.02 A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.2.03 A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.2.04 A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.2.05 A.04
SPEC 5.05.08.2.06 A.04
15.04.02.A.06 SPEC 5.05.08.¢ A.09
15.04.02.B N/A LB.05
SPEC 5.05.07 A.04
15.04.02.B.01 N/A LB.05
15.04.02.8.01.a N/A LB.05
15.04.02.B.03 N/A LB.05
SPEC 5.05.07 A.04
15.04.02.8.03.a SPEC 5.05.07.d A04
15.04.04. NA LB.02
15.04.04.1LA N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.B N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.01 N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.01.A N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02 N/A LB.02
15.04.04.1.C.02.A N/A LB.02
15.04.0411.C02.B N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.B.} N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.B.1I N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.B.1lI N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.B.IV N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.C N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.D N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.E N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.C.02.E.01 N/A LBO2
15.04.04.11.C.02.E.02 N/A LB.02
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CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00

CTS ITS DOC
15.04.04.11.C.02.E.03 N/A LB.02
15.04.04.11.D N/A LB.02
15.04.04.ll N/A LB.03
15.04.04.11LA N/A LB.03
15.04.04.111.B N/A LB.03
15.04.04.111.C N/A LB.03
15.04.04.111.C.01 N/A LBO3
15.04.04.111.C.02 N/A LB.03
15.04.04.111.C.03 N/A LB.03
15.04.04.111.C.04 N/A ) LB.03
15.04.04.111.C.05 N/A LB.03
15.04.04.111.C.06 N/A LB.03
15.04.04.111.D N/A LB.03
15.04.04.1Il.E N/A LB.03
15.04.04.1V N/A LB.04
15.04.04.IV.A N/A LB.04
15.04.04.1V.A.01 R N/A LB.04
15.04.04.1V.A.02 N/A LB.04
15.04.04.1V.8 N/A LB.04
15.04.04.IV.C N/A LB.04
15.04.04V.D N/A N LBO4
15.04.04.IV.E N/A 1BO4
15.04.06.A.06 SPEC 5.05.12 A13
15.04.10 » N/A A1
15041101  SPEC5.05.10d LA.06

SPEC 5.05.10.d M.03
15.04.11.04.2 N/A LAOE

SPEC 5.05.10.2 A.04
15.04.11.04.b N/A LAOE

SPEC 5.05.10.a A04

SPEC 5.05.10.b M.11
15.04.11.04c “ N/A Y

SPEC 5.05.10.b M.11
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CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00

CTS ITS DOC
15.04.11.04.d N/A LA.06

SPEC 5.05.10.c A.04
15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).01 SPEC 5.05.16.01 A.04
15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).02 SPEC 5.05.16.02 A.04
15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).03 SPEC 5.05.16.03 A.04
15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).04 SPEC 5.05.16.04 A.04
15.06.08.04.A SPEC 5.05.03 A.07

SPEC 5.05.03 M.01
15.06.08.04.A FOOT NOTE * N/A A.07 7
15.06.08.04.A FOOT NOTE ** N/A A.07
15.06.08.04.A1 SPEC 5.05.03.A A.04
15.06.08.04.AI SPEC 5.05.03.B A.04
15.06.08.04.A Il SPEC 5.05.03.C A.04
15.06.12 SPEC 5.05.15 A04
15.06.12.A - SPEC 5.05.15.A A.04
15.06.12.B SPEC 5.05.15.B A.04
15.06.12.C SPEC 5.05.15.C A04
15.06.12.D SPEC 5.05.15.D A.04
15.06.12.D.01 SPEC 5.05.15.D.01 A.04
15.06.12.D.02 SPEC 5.05.15.D.02 A.04
15.06.12.E SPEC 5.05.15.E A04
15.06.12F SPEC 5.05.15.F A.04
1507 N/A CA02
15.07.01.A ODCM LA.01
15.07.018 ODCM LA.O1
1507.01.C ~ obcm LAO1
15.07.01.D oDCM LA.O1
15.07.03 N/A A.01
1s07.04 N N/A A.01
15.07.05 N/A A.01
15.07.05 APPL N/A A12
1507.05084 N/A A2
1507.05A N/A  LAO7
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CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00

CTS ITS DOC
15.07.05.A.01 N/A LA.07
15.07.05.A.02 N/A LA.O7
15.07.06 N/A A.01
16.07.07 N/A A1 )
15.07.08.02 N/A LA.04
15.07.08.02.A N/A LAO4
15.07.08.02.8 N/A LA.04
15.07.08.03 SPEC 5.05.04 A.05
15.07.08.03.A N/A LA.02

SPEC 5.05.01.A A.03

SPEC 5.05.01.8 A.03

SPEC 5.05.01.B A.04
15.07.08.03.B SPEC 5.05.04 A.05

SPEC 5.05.04.C A.05
15.07.08.03.B.02 SPEC 5.05.04.C A.04

SPEC 5.05.04.C A.05

15.07.08.03.B.03 SPEC 5.05.04.B A.04
15.07.08.03B.04 SPEC 5.05.04.E A.04
15.07.08.03.B.05 SPEC 5.05.04.F M.04
15.07.08.03.B.06 SPEC 5.05.04.G A.04
15.07.08.03.B.06.a SPEC 5.05.04.G A.04
15.07.08.03.B.06.b SPEC 5.05.04.G A.04
15.07.08.03.B.06.c SPEC 5.05.04.G A.04
15.07.08.03.B.07 SPEC 5.05.04.1 A.04
15.07.08.03.B.08 SPEC 5.05.01.8 A.04
15.07.08.03.C SPEC 5.05.01.A A.04
SPEC 5.05.01.A A.05
SPEC 5.05.04.D A.05
SPEC 5.05.04.D M.05
SPEC 5.05.04.D A.04
SPEC 5.05.04.J M.05
15.07.08.03.D N/A LB.01
15.07.08.05 N/A  LAO3
15.07.08.05.A N/A LA.03
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CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00

CTS ITS DOC
15.07.08.05.8 N/A LA.03
15.07.08.05.C N/A LA.03
15.07.08.05.D N/A LA.03
15.07.08.05.E N/A LA.03
16.07.08.05.F N/A LA.03
15.07.08.07.A N/A LB.01
15.07.08.07.A.01 N/A LB.O1
15.07.08.07.A.02 N/A © LB.O1
15.07.08.07.A.03 N/A LB.01
15.07.08.07.8 SPEC 5.05.01.C A.05
15.07.08.07.B.01 SPEC 5.05.01.C.01 A.05
15.07.08.07.8.01.a SPEC 5.05.01.C.01., A.04
15.07.08.07.B.01.b SPEC 5.05.01.C.01.i A.04
15.07.08.07.B.02 SPEC 5.05.01.C.02 A.04
15.07.08.07.B.03 o SPEC 5.05.01.C.03 A.05
15.07.08.07.B.04 N/A A.06
BASES N/A LA.05

SPEC 5.05.10.c A.04
DPR-24 OL 3.| SPEC 5.05.09 AO4
DPR-24 OL 3.1.01 SPEC 5.05.09.A A.04
DPR-24 OL 3.1.02 SPEC 5.05.09.B A.04
DPR-24 OL 3.1.03 SPEC 5.06.00.C A.04
DPR-24 OL 3..04 SPEC 5.05.09.D A.04
DPR-24 OL 3.1.05 SPEC 5.05.00.E A.04
DPR-24 OL 3.1.06 SPEC 5.05.00.F AO4
DPR-27 OL 3.| SPEC 5.05.09 A.04
DPR-27 OL 3.1.01 SPEC 5.05.09.A A04
DPR-27 OL 3.1.02 SPEC 5.05.09.B A.04
DPR-27 OL 3.1.03 SPEC 5.05.09.C A.04
DPR-27 OL 3.1.04 SPEC 5.05.00.D A.04
DPR-27 OL 3..05 SPEC 5.05.09.E AO4

A.04

DPR-27 OL 3.1.06

SPEC 5.05.09.F
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A.01

The information contained in CTS sections 15.3.9, 15.4.10, 15.7.3, 15.7.4, 15.7.5, 156.7.6 and
15.7.7 is not being retained in ITS. This information does not provide any regulatory
requirements necessary to protect the public health and safety, but rather states that the
requirements previously contained in the above CTS sections were relocated to the Radiological
Effiuents and Materials Control and Accountability Program Manual (REMCAP). Therefore,
deletion of this information is administrative.

CTS: ITS:
15.03.09 N/A
15.04.10 N/A )
15.07.03 N/A
15.07.04 N/A N
156.07.05 N/A
15.07.06 N/A
15.07.07 N/A

A.02 The information contained in CTS 15.7 is not being retained in ITS. This information does not
provide any regulatory requirements necessary to protect the public health and safety, but rather
states that the RETS do not expand the responsibilities of the licensed operators, and the
material contained therein will not be the subject of SRO/RO licensing examinations. Therefore,
deletion of this information is administrative.
CTS: ITS:
15.07 N/A

A.03 CTS 15.7.8.3.a s revised to reflect the format of the ISTS. The Environmental Manual (EM) will

become the ODCM, which will contain the methodology and parameters used in the conduct of
the radiological environmental monitoring program. The ODCM will also contain the radiological
effluent controls and radiological environmental monitoring activities and descriptions of the
information that should be included in the Annual Monitoring Report.

CTS: ITS:

15.07.08.03.A SPEC 5.05.01.A
SPEC 5.05.01.B
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

A.04 In the conversion of Point Beach current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the TS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:

15.04.02 SPEC 5.05.07

15.04.02 T 15.04.02-01 SPEC 5.05.08 T 5.05.08-01
15.04.02.A SPEC 5.05.08
15.04.02.A.01 SPEC 5.05.08.a2.01
15.04.02.A.02 SPEC 5.05.08.b
15.04.02.A.02.A SPEC 5.05.08.b.01
15.04.02.A.02.A.01 SPEC 5.05.08.b.01.i
15.04.02.A.02.A.02 SPEC 5.05.08.b.01.ii
15.04.02.A.02.B SPEC 5.05.08.b.02

SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.i
SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.ii
SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.iii

15.04.02.A.02.C SPEC 5.05.08.b.03

15.04.02.A.02.D SPEC 5.05.08.b.04

15.04.02.A.02.F SPEC 5.05.08.b.05

15.04.02.A.04 SPEC 5.05.08.d

15.04.02.A.04.A ~ SPEC 5.05.08.d.01

15.04.02.A.04.B SPEC 5.05.08.d.02 -
15.04.02.A.04.C SPEC 5.05.08.d.03 )
15.04.02.A.04.D SPEC 5.05.08.d.04

15.04.02.A.04.E SPEC 5.05.08.d.05

15.04.02.A.05.A SPEC 5.05.08.a

SPEC 5.05.08.a.02
SPEC 5.05.08.a.03
SPEC 5.05.08.a.04
SPEC 5.05.08.a.05
SPEC 5.05.08.a.06

15.04.02.B SPEC 5.05.07

15.04.02.B.03 SPEC 5.05.07
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15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

15.04.02.B.03.a

SPEC 5.05.07.d

15.04.11.04.a SPEC 5.05.10.a
15.04.11.04.b SPEC 5.05.10.a
15.04.11.04.d SPEC 5.05.10.c

15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).01

SPEC 5.05.16.01

15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNQOTE (a).02

SPEC £.05.16.02

15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).03

SPEC 5.05.16.03

15.04.16 T 15.04.16-01 FOOTNOTE (a).04

SPEC 5.05.16.04

15.06.08.04.A.l

SPEC 5.05.03.A

15.06.08.04.A.ll SPEC 5.05.03.B

15.06.08.04.A.lll SPEC 5.05.03.C B
15.06.12 SPEC 5.05.15

15.06.12.A SPEC 5.05.15.A

15.06.12.B SPEC 5.05.15.B )
15.06.12.C SPEC 5.05.15.C

15.06.12.D SPEC 5.05.15.D )

15.06.12.D.01 SPEC 5.05.15.D.01

15.06.12.D.02 SPEC 5.05.15.D.02

15.06.12.E SPEC 5.05.15.E -

15.06.12.F SPEC 5.05.15.F

15.07.08.03.A SPEC 5.05.01.B -

15.07.08.03.B.02

SPEC 5.05.04.C

15.07.08.03.B.03

SPEC 5.05.04.B

15.07.08.03.B.04

SPEC 5.05.04.E

15.07.08.03.B.06

SPEC 5.05.04.G

15.07.08.03.B.06.a

SPEC 5.05.04.G

15.07.08.03.B.06.b

SPEC 5.05.04.G

15.07.08.03.B.06.¢c

SPEC 5.05.04.G

15.07.08.03.B.07

SPEC 5.05.04.1

15.07.08.03.B.08

SPEC 5.05.01.B

15.07.08.03.C

~ SPEC 5.05.01.A

SPEC 5.05.04.D

15.07.08.07.B.01.a

SPEC 5.05.01.C.01.i

15.07.08.07.B.01.b

SPEC 5.05.01.C.01.ii

15.07.08.07.B.02

SPEC 5.05.01.C.02
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

BASES

SPEC 5.05.10.c

DPR-24 OL 3.1

SPEC 5.05.09

'DPR-24 OL 3.1.01

SPEC 5.05.09.A

DPR-24 OL 3.1.02

SPEC 5.05.09.B

'DPR-24 OL 3.1.03

SPEC 5.05.09.C

DPR-24 OL 3.1.04

SPEC 5.05.00.D

DPR-24 OL 3.1.05

SPEC 5.05.09.E

DPR-24 OL 3.1.06

SPEC 5.05.09.F

DPR-27 OL 3.1

SPEC 5.05.09

DPR-27 OL 3.1.01

SPEC 5.05.08.A

DPR-27 OL 3.1.02

SPEC 5.05.09.B

DPR-27 OL 3.1.03

SPEC 5.05.09.C

DPR-27 OL 3.1.04

SPEC 5.05.09.D

DPR-27 OL 3.1.05

SPEC 5.05.09.E

DPR-27 OL 3.1.06

SPEC 5.05.09.F

NEW

SPEC 5.05.10

A.05

15.7.8.3, 156.7.8.3.b, 15.7.8.3.c and 15.7.8.7.B have been revised to reflect the concurrent
reorganization of the Radiological Effluents and Materials Control and Accountability Program
Manual (REMCAP), Environmental Manual (EM), Radiological Environmental Monitoring
Program (REMP) and Radiclogical Effluent Control Program (RECP) into the Offsite Dose
Calculation Manual (ODCM), consistent with the recommendation of GL 89-01. The revisions to
the CTS are necessary to adopt certain wording preferences or conventions which do not result

in technical changes.

CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.03 SPEC 5.05.04
15.07.08.03.B SPEC 5.05.04

SPEC 5.05.04.C

15.07.08.03.B.02

SPEC 5.05.04.C

15.07.08.03.C SPEC 5.05.01.A
SPEC 5.05.04.D
156.07.08.07.B SPEC 5.05.01.C

15.07.08.07.B.01

SPEC 5.05.01.C.01

15.07.08.07.B.03

SPEC 5.05.01.C.03
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

A.06

CTS 15.7.8.7.B.4 requires all changes regarding explosive gas to be made via the 50.59
process. The Explosive Gas Monitoring Program is required by procedure to be controlled by
the 10 CFR 50.59 process. It is unnecessary to state this requirement in Technical
Specifications. Therefore, deletion of this statement is administrative in nature.

CTS:

ITS:

15.07.08.07.B.04

N/A

A.07 CTS 15.6.8.4.A is modified by foot note *, "Post-Accident Cooclant Sampling and Post-Accident
Containment Atmospheric Sampling Systems" and foot note **, "It is acceptable if the licensee
maintains details of the program in plant operation manuals." These footnotes do not establish
or relax any requirement and these details are not required in ITS to provide adequate protection
of the public health and safety.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.08.04. A SPEC 5.05.03
15.06.08.04.A FOOT NOTE * N/A
15.06.08.04.A FOOT NOTE ** N/A

A.08 CTS 156.4.16, Table 15.4.16-1, footnotes (a) and (b) are retained in ITS as the requirements of
the RCS PIV Leakage Program. These footnotes are being preceded by a statement that the
program shall be established to verify the leakage from each RCS PIV is within the limits
specified, in accordance with the Event V Order, issued April 20, 1981. This statement does not
impose any additional requirements, but rather provides information necessary to apply the
specified limits to the RCS PiVs.

CTs: ITS:
NEW SPEC 5.05.16
A.09 CTS 15.4.2.A.2(e) and associated footnote 1, and 15.4.2.A.5(a) Definitions for F* Distance and

F* Tube and associated footnote 2, have not been retained in ITS. These items were applicable
only to Westinghouse Model 44 steam generators in Unit 2. According to the footnotes, these
requirements, definitions, and repair options are null and void following Unit 2 steam generator
replacement. Due to the replacement of the Unit 2 steam generators, these requirements,
definitions, and repair options are no longer required to be in the Technical Specifications, and

are therefore deleted.

CTS: ITS:
15.04.02.A.02.E N/A -
15.04.02.A.05.A N/A -

15.04.02.A.06

SPEC 5.05.08.e
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A10

CTS 15.4.2.A.3 has been modified by replacing reference to CTS 15.4.2.B.1 with a reference to
10 CFR 50.55a(g). CTS 15.4.2.B.1 provided Inservice Inspection requirements, which have
been removed from the Technical Specifications, because they are duplicative of the 10 CFR
50.55a(g) requirements.

CTS: ITS:

15.04.02.A.03 SPEC 5.05.08.c

A1

CTS 15.3.12.2.a states the results of the in-place cold DOP and halogenated hydrocarbon tests
on the HEPA and charcoal adsorber banks shall show a "minimum of 99% DOP removal and
99% halogenated hydrocarbon removal." CTS 15.3.12.2.b states the laboratory charcoal
adsorbent tests shall show a "minimum of 99% removal of methyl iodide." The requirements of
CTS 15.3.12.2.a have been changed to "penetration and system bypass </=1.0%." The
requirement of CTS 15.3.12.2.b has been changed to "methyl iodide penetration </= 1.0%."
These revisions do not change the requirements, but rather restate the same requirement in
different terms. Therefore, this change is administrative.

CTS: ITS:

15.03.12.02.a SPEC 5.05.10.a
SPEC 5.05.10.b

15.03.12.02.b SPEC 6.05.10.¢c

A2

CTS 15.4.2 and 15.7.5 provide introductory statements (Applicability / Objectives) which simply
state which systems/components are addressed within each section and provide a brief
summary of the purpose for each Section. This information does not establish any regulatory
requirements for the systems and components addressed within this Section. Accordingly,
deletion of this information does not alter any requirement set forth in the Technical
Specifications. This change is administrative and consistent with the format and presentation for
the ITS as provided in NUREG 1431.

CTS: ITS:
15.04.02 APPL N/A
15.04.02 OBJ N/A B
15.07.05 APPL N/A o
15.07.05 OBJ - N/A

A3

Editorial changes to CTS 15.4.6.A.6 have been made to clarify the diesel fuel oil testing
program. The program will include sampling and testing requirements and acceptance criteria in
accordance with applicable ASTM standards.

CcTs: Ts:

15.04.06.A.06 SPEC 5.05.12
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00
DOC Number DOC Text
LA.01 The information contained in CTS sections 15.7.1 is not being retained in ITS. This information
does not provide any regulatory requirements necessary to protect the public health and safety,
but provides definitions for frequently used terms in the RETS. The requirements of the RETS
were removed from the CTS in Amendments 184/188 and placed in the Radiological Effluents
and Materials Control and Accountability Program (REMCAP). In conjunction with the ITS
project, the REMCAP is being reorganized to reflect the recommendations of GL 89-01, and will
become the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM). The information contained in CTS 15.7.1
will be moved to the ODCM. This information is not necessary to adequately describe the actual
regulatory requirement and can be moved to other documents without impact on safety.
Changes to the ODCM will be controlled by the ODCM process in Section 5 of the proposed ITS.
CTS: ITS:
15.07.01.A ODCM
15.07.01.B ODCM
15.07.01.C ODCM ) o
15.07.01.D ODCM )
LA.02 The information contained in CTS sections 15.7.8.3.a regarding an annual milk survey is not
being retained in ITS. This information will be located in the ODCM. This information is not
necessary to adequately protect the public and can be moved to other documents without impact
on safety. Changes to the ODCM will be controlled by the ODCM process in Section 5 of the
proposed ITS.
CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.03.A N/A )
LA.03 The information contained in CTS 15.7.8.5 regarding major changes to radioactive liquid,
gaseous and solid waste treatment systems is not being retained in ITS. This information will be
located in the ODCM. This information is not necessary to adequately protect the public and can
be moved to other documents without impact on safety. Changes to the ODCM will be
controlled by the ODCM process in Section 5 of the proposed ITS.
CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.05 ' N/A
15.07.08.05.A N/A
15.07.08.05.B N/A -
15.07.08.05.C N/A
15.07.08.05.D N/A
15.07.08.05.E N/A -
15.07.08.05.F N/A B
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

LA.04

The information contained in CTS 15.7.8.2 regarding audits of the activities encompassed by the
Radioactive Effluent and Materials and Accountability Program (REMCAP) is not being retained
in ITS. In conjunction with the ITS project, the REMCAP is being reorganized to reflect the
recommendations of GL 89-01, and will become the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM).
The information contained in CTS 15.7.8.2 will be moved to the ODCM. This information is not
necessary to adequately protect the public and can be moved to other documents without impact
on safety. Changes to the ODCM will be controlled by the ODCM process in Section 5 of the
proposed ITS.

CTS: ITS:

15.07.08.02 N/A

15.07.08.02.A N/A

16.07.08.02.B N/A

LA.O5

The Bases associated with CTS 15.4.2 is not being retained in ITS, but is moved to the FSAR.
This information provides details which are not directly pertinent to the actual requirements.
Since these details are not necessary to adequately describe the actual regulatory requirement,
they can be moved to other documents without impact on safety. Changes to the FSAR are
controlled in accordance with the 10 CFR 50.59 process.

CTS: ITS:

BASES N/A

LA.06

CTS 15.3.12.A, Control Room Emergency Filtration, has been modified by removing the testing
requirements of the Control Room Emergency Filtration (CREF) system. The CREF testing
requirements will instead be in accordance with the applicable portions of Regulatory Guide
(RG) 1.52, Revision 2, ASTM D3803-1989 and ASME N510-1989, as applicable. Although this
change will result in less restrictive testing requirements for the HEPA filters and charcoal
adsorbers, Regulatory Guide 1.52 contains methods acceptable to the NRC for implementing the
regulations in 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, with regard to the testing criteria for air filtration and
adsorption units of ESF atmospheric cleanup systems designed to mitigate the consequences of
a postulated accident.

CTS: ITS:
15.03.12.02.a N/A

15.03.12.02.b N/A

15.04.11.01 SPEC 5.05.10.d

15.04.11.04.a ' N/A

15.04.11.04.b N/A

15.04.11.04.c ’ N/A

15.04.11.04.d : ' N/A '
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00
DOC Number DOC Text
LA.07 The Gas Decay Tank oxygen concentration limit and the required actions if the limit is exceeded
are not being retained in ITS. This information will be contained in the Explosive Gas Monitoring
Program. This information is not necessary to adequately protect the public and can be moved
to other documents without impact on safety. Changes to the Explosive Gas Monitoring
Program will be controlled via the 10 CFR 50.59 process.
CTS: ITS:
15.07.05.A N/A
15.07.05.A.01 N/A
15.07.05.A.02 N/A
LB.O1 CTS 15.7.8.3.d and 15.7.8.7 contain requirements to establish and maintain a Process Control

Program (PCP) to assure compliance with 10 CFR Parts 20, 61 and 71. These requirements
duplicate current regulations which provide sufficient and appropriate control of these
requirements. Therefore, these details are not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate
protection of public health and safety. Since this information is contained in 10 CFR Parts 20, 61
and 71, the requirements will continue to be applicable to Point Beach. Therefore, this change is
an administrative relocation of information.

CTS: ITS:

15.07.08.03.D N/A :
15.07.08.07.A N/A o )
15.07.08.07.A.01 N/A -
15.07.08.07.A.02 N/A

15.07.08.07.A.03 N/A .
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

LB.02 The Tendon Surveillance Program of CTS 15.4.4.11 is not being retained in the ITS. 10 CFR
50.55.a requires facilities to adopt the ASME Section XI, Subsection IWE and IWL programs by
September 2001. Point Beach will adopt these Section Xl programs prior to ITS
implementation. Therefore, the Tendon Surveillance Program will be duplicative of the
requirements specified by ASME Section XI, as endorsed and required under 10 CFR 50.55a.
Inclusion of these requirements via reference into 10 CFR 50.55a makes these requirement
applicable to Point Beach without the need to duplicate these requirements in the Technical

Specifications.

CTS: ITS:

15.04.04.11 N/A

15.04.04.11.A N/A

15.04.04.1.B N/A i
15.04.04.11.C N/A o
15.04.04.11.C.01 N/A

15.04.04.1.C.01.A N/A .

15.04.04.11.C.02 N/A -
15.04.04.11.C.02.A N/A -
15.04.04.1.C.02.B N/A

15.04.04.11.C.02.B.] N/A -
15.04.04.11.C.02.B.1I ) ; N/A )
15.04.04.11.C.02.B.1Il N/A

15.04.04.11.C.02.B.IV N/A o
15.04.04.1.C.02.C ) N/A i
15.04.04.11.C.02.D B N/A

16.04.04.11.C.02.E N/A

15.04.04.11.C.02.E.01 N/A

15.04.04.1.C.02.E.02 N/A B
15.04.04.11.C.02.E.03 N/A

15.04.04.1.D N/A B )
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number DOC Text

LB.03 The End Anchorage Concrete Surveillance requirements of CTS 15.4.4 11l are not being retained
in the ITS. The Inservice Inspection of ASME Code Class 1, Class 2, and Class 3 components
are required to be performed in accordance with Section Xl of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55.a(g) modified by
Section 50.55.a(b), except where specific relief is granted by the NRC, pursuant to 10 CFR 50,
Section 50.55a(g)(6)(i). Therefore, the Inservice Inspection requirements in the CTS are
duplicative of the above ASME Section XI requirements and removing these requirements from
CTS is an administrative relocation of the information.

CTS: ITS:
15.04.04.11| N/A
15.04.04.111.A N/A
15.04.04.111.B N/A
15.04.04.111.C N/A
15.04.04.111.C.01 N/A
15.04.04.111.C.02 N/A
15.04.04.111.C.03 N/A
15.04.04.11.C.04 N/A
15.04.04.111.C.05 N/A
15.04.04.111.C.06 N/A
15.04.04.111.D N/A
15.04.04.111.E N/A o
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00
DOC Number DOC Text
LB.04 The Liner Plate examination requirements of CTS 15.4.4.1V are not being retained in the ITS.
The Inservice Inspection of ASME Code Class 1, Class 2, and Class 3 components are required
to be performed in accordance with Section Xl of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code
and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55.a(g) modified by Section
50.55.a(b), except where specific relief is granted by the NRC, pursuant to 10 CFR &0, Section
50.55a(g)(6)(i). Therefore, the Inservice Inspection requirements in the CTS are duplicative of
the above ASME Section Xl requirements and removing these requirements from CTS is an
administrative relocation of the information.
CTS: ITS:
15.04.04.1vV N/A
15.04.04.1IV.A N/A
15.04.04.1V.A.01 N/A
15.04.04.1IV.A.02 N/A
15.04.04.IV.B N/A
15.04.04.IV.C N/A i
15.04.04.IV.D N/A
15.04.04.IV.E N/A - -
LB.05 The Inservice Inspection requirements of CTS 15.4.2.B, 15.4.2.B.1 and 15.4.2.B.3 are not being

retained in the ITS. The Inservice Inspection of ASME Code Class 1, Class 2, and Class 3
components are required to be performed in accordance with Section Xl of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55.a(g)
modified by Section 50.55.a(b), except where specific relief is granted by the NRC, pursuant to
10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g)(6)(i). Therefore, the Inservice Inspection requirements in the CTS
are duplicative of the above ASME Section Xl requirements and removing these requirements
from CTS is an administrative relocation of the information.

M.01

CTS: ITS:

15.04.02.B N/A o ’
15.04.02.B.01 “ N/A

15.04.02.B.01.a " N/A -
15.04.02.B.03 N/A -
CTS 15.6.8.4.Ais proposed to be revised by the addition of "radioactive gases, and particulates
in" before the words "containment atmosphere and in plant gaseous effluent samples . . " The
addition of this text imposes additional requirements on unit operation and is more restrictive.
CTS: ITS:

15.06.08.04.A SPEC 5.05.03
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

M.02

The CTS has been revised by the addition of a requirement to establish, implement and maintain
a Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment Program. This program is required to provide
controls to minimize leakage from those portions of systems outside containment that could
contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to levels as low as
practical. The program will be required to include preventive maintenance and periodic visual
inspection requirements, and integrated leak test requirements for each system. This change
imposes additional requirements for unit operation and is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.02
SPEC 5.05.02.a
SPEC 5.05.02.b

M.03

CTS 15.4.11.1 has been revised from requiring the pressure drop test across the combined
HEPA filters and charcoal adsorber banks be demonstrated to be < 6 inches of water at "design
Flow rate" to "4950 cfm +/- 10%." Stipulating the value of the design flow in the Technical
Specifications imposes additional requirements and is therefore more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

15.04.11.01 SPEC 5.05.10.d

M.04

CTS 15.7.8.3.b.4) has been modified by the addition of a requirement in the Radiological Effluent
Program to provide limitations on the functional capability and use of the appropriate portions of
the of the liquid and gaseous effluent treatment system. This revision imposes additional
requirements on unit operation and is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.03.B.05 SPEC 5.05.04.F

M.05

15.07.08.03.C - SPEC 5.05.04.D

CTS 15.7.8.3.¢c has been modified by the addition of the following requirements. In addition to
the requirements to specify the annual doses to a member of the public from radioactive
materials in liquid effluents and radioactivity and radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources
released from the facility to unrestricted areas, the ODCM will be required to specify quarterly
doses and dose commitments. This revision imposes additional requirements and is more
restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

SPEC 5.05.04.J
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

M.06

The CTS has been modified by the addition of the requirement to provide limitations on the
annual and quarterly air doses resulting from noble gases released in gaseous effluents from the
facility to areas beyond the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix |I. This revision
imposes additional requirements and is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.04.H

M.07

The CTS has been revised by the addition of a requirement to establish, implement and maintain
a Component Cyclic or Transient Limit Program. This program is required to provide controls to
track the FSAR Section 4.1, cyclic and transient occurrences to ensure that components are
maintained within design limits. The requirement to establish, implement and maintain a
Component Cyclic or Transient Limit Program imposes additional requirements for unit operation
and is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.05

M.08

The CTS has been revised by the addition of a requirement to establish, implement and maintain
a Reactor Coolant Pump Flywheel Inspection Program. This program is required to provide for
the inspection of each reactor coolant pump flywheel per the recommendations of Regulatory
Position ¢.4.b of Regulatory Guide 1.14, Revision 1. However, in lieu of position c.4.b(1) and
¢.4.b(2), a qualified in-place UT examination over the volume from the inner bore of the flywheel
to the circle one-half of the outer radius or a surface examination (MT and PT) of exposed
surfaces of the removed flywheels may be conducted at approximately 10 year intervals
coinciding with the Inservice Inspection schedule as required by ASME Section XI. The
reguirement to establish, implement and maintain a Reactor Coolant Pump Flywheel Inspection
Program imposes additional requirements for unit operation and is more restrictive.

CTs: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.06

M.09

CTS 15.4.2.B.3 has been modified by the adoption of a table that indicates the required
frequencies for performing inservice testing activities as they relate to the testing frequencies
specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda.
Also, statements requiring the provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 to be applicable to the
inservice testing activities frequencies have been added to CTS 15.4.2.B.3. These changes
impose additional requirements and are therefore more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.07.a
SPEC 5.05.07.b
SPEC 6.05.07.c
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

M.10

A statement requiring the provisions of SR 3.0.2 to be applicable to the SG Tube Surveillance
Testing Program test frequencies has been added to CTS 15.4.2.A. This change imposes
additional requirements and is therefore more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.08

CTS 15.4.11.4.b and 15.4.11.4.c have been revised from requiring the DOP and the halogenated
hydrocarbon testing at "design velocity +/- 20%" to "4950 cfm +/- 10%," to stipulate the actual
design flowrate of the Control Room Emergency ventilation system. This change imposes
additional requirements and is therefore more restrictive.

CTs: ITS:

15.04.11.04.b SPEC 5.05.10.b

15.04.11.04.c SPEC 5.05.10.b

A statement requiring the provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 to be applicable to the Ventilation
Filter Test Program test frequencies has been added to CTS 15.4.11. This change imposes
additional requirements and is therefore more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.10

CTS 15.7.5 has been modified by the addition of a requirement to establish, implement and
maintain an Explosive Gas Monitoring Program. This program is required to provide controls for
potentially explosive gas mixtures contained in the on-service Gas Decay Tank. The program
will include a limit for oxygen concentration in the on-service Gas Decay Tank and a surveillance
program to ensure the limit is maintained. Additionally, the provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3
will be applicable to the program surveillance frequencies. The requirement to establish,
implement and maintain an Explosive Gas Monitoring Program imposes additional requirements
and is therefore more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.11
SPEC 5.056.11.A
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

M.14

CTS 15.4.6.A.6 has been modified by specifying the diesel fuel oil program will establish
acceptability of new fuel for use by: determining that the fuel has an API gravity or an absolute
specific gravity within limits, a flash point and kinematic viscosity within limits for ASTM 2D fuel
oil, and by determining the fuel has a clear and bright appearance with proper color; within 31
days of addition of the new fuel oil to storage tanks, the properties of the new fuel oil (other than
API or absolute specific gravity, appearance, and flash point and kinematic viscosity) will be
verified to be within limits for ASTM 2D fuel oil; and total particulate concentration of the fuel oil
shall be < 10 mg/l, when tested every 92 days in accordance with the applicable ASTM
standards. Adopting these requirements imposes additional requirements on unit operation and
is therefore more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.12.A
SPEC 5.05.12.A1
SPEC 5.05.12.A.2
SPEC 5.05.12.A.3
SPEC 5.05.12.B
SPEC 5.05.12.C
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

M.15

Two new programs are added in the ITS. These programs are:

ITS 55.13 Technical Specification (TS) Bases Control
ITS 6.5.14 Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)

The TS Bases Control Program is provided to specifically delineate the appropriate methods and
reviews necessary for a change to the Technical Specification Bases. The Safety Function
Determination Program is included to support implementation of the support system
OPERABILITY characteristics of the Technical Specifications.

Adopting these programs imposes additional requirements and is therefore more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.13
SPEC 5.05.13 A
SPEC 5.05.13.B.1
SPEC 5.05.13.B.2
SPEC 5.05.13.C
SPEC 5.05.13.D
SPEC 5.05.14
SPEC 5.05.14.01.A
SPEC 5.05.14.01.B
SPEC 5.05.14.01.C
SPEC 5.05.14.01.D
SPEC 5.05.14.02. A
SPEC 5.05.14.02.B
SPEC 5.05.14.02.C
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

M.16

Included in CTS 15.6.12 are the requirements for the Containment Leakage Rate Testing
Program (CLRTP). These requirements will be retained in the proposed ITS in new section
5.5.15, with additional requirements for air lock testing being added.

NUREG-1431 SR 3.6.1.1 includes CLRTP acceptance criteria, which mirror those contained in
CTS 15.6.12.D. However, these requirements were not adopted in proposed ITS SR 3.6.1.1.
Proposed ITS SR 3.6.1.1 simply states “in accordance with the Containment Leakage Rate
Testing Program” when describing the CLRTP acceptance criteria. Therefore, the PBNP
CLRTP requirements are being added to section 5.5, “Programs and Manuals,” of the proposed
ITS so that the CLRTP requirements are included in the Technical Specifications.

NUREG-1431 SR 3.6.2.1 includes air lock leakage rate acceptance criteria. However, these
requirements were not adopted in proposed ITS SR 3.6.2.1. Proposed ITS SR 3.6.2.1 simply
states “in accordance with the Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program” when describing
the air lock leakage rate acceptance criteria. Therefore, the PBNP air lock leakage rate
acceptance criteria is being added to section 5.5.15 (CLRTP requirements) of the proposed ITS
so that the requirements are included in the Technical Specifications.

This change is more restrictive, since it adds an additional section on CLRTP requirements to
proposed ITS section 5.5.

CTs: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.05.15.D.03
SPEC 5.05.15.D.03.a
SPEC 5.05.15.D.03.b
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Spec 5.5

Wisconsin Electric Power Corporation
Page 1 of 41

H. Wisconsin Electric shall implement and maintain in effect all provisions of the

yproved fire protection program as described in the Final Safety Analysis Report for
the facil as approved in the SER dated August 2, 1979 (and Supplements dated
October 21, 1980, January 22, 1981, and July 27, 1988) and the safety evaluation
issued January 8, 1997, for Technical Specification. 1ent No. 170, subject to
the following provision: '

&

No Changes

The licensee may make changes to the approved fire protection

program without prior approval of the Commission only if those
changes would not adversely affect the ability tc ieve and
maintain safe shutdown in the event of a fire.

L. Secondary Water Chemistry Monitoring Program

The licensee shall implement a secondary water chemistry monitoring

I Deleted program to inhibit steam generator tube degradation. This program shall include:

L——» 1. Identification of a sampling schedule for the critical parameters and control
points for these parameters;

2. Identification of the procedures used to quantify parameters that are critical to

control points;

Identification of process sampling points

Procedure for the recording and management of data;

5. Procedures defining corrective actions for off control point chemistry
condition; and

6. A procedure for identifying the authority responsible for the interpretation of
the data, and the sequence and timing of administrative events required to
initiate corrective action.

W

L The licensee is authorized to repair Unit 1 steam generators by replacement of major
components. Repairs shall be conducted in accordance with the licensee's
commitments identified in the Commission approved Point Beach Nuclear Plant Unit
No. 1 Steam Generator Repair Report dated August 9, 1982 and revised
March 1, 1983 tional commitments identified in the staff's related Safety
Evaluation. ’

f G o e g

No Changes

K. Additional Conditions

The Additional Conditions contained in Appendix C, as revised through Amendment
No. 174, are hereby incorporated into this license. The licensee shall operate the
facility in accordance with the Additional Conditions

Point Beach Unit 1 Amendment No. 174
July 9, 1997
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G. Safety Injection Logic

The licensee is rized to modify the safety injection actuation logic and actuation
power supplies and related changes as described in licensee's application for
amendment dated April 27, 1979, as supp ed May 7, 1979. In the interim period
until the power y modification has been completed, should any DC powered

t t

€

et I

safety injection actu d for greater than one hour, the

e
ion channel be in a failed conditic
unit shall thereafter be shutdown using normal procedures and placed in a block-

permissive condition fog safety injectiqn actuation No Changes

H. Wisconsin Electric shall implement and maintain in effect all provisions of the
approved fire protection program as described in the Final Safety Analysis Report for
the facility and as approved in the SER dated August 2, 1979 (and Supplements dated
October 21, 1980, January 22, 1981, and July 27, 1988) and the safety evaluation
issued January 8, 1997, for Technical Specification Amendment No. 174, subject to

the following provisior

_ The licensee may make changes to the approved fire protect

program without prior approval of the Commission only if those
changes would not adversely affect the ability to achieve and
maintain safe shutdown in the event of a fire.

ITS559] {1. Secondary Water Chemistry Monitoring Program

The licensee shall implement a secondary water chemistry monitoring program to

inhibit steam generator tube degradation. This program shall include:

1. Identification of a sampling schedule for the critical parameters and control

I Deleted points for these parameters;

2. Identification of the procedures used to quantify parameters that are critical to
control points;

3. Identification of process sampling points

4. Procedure for the recording and management of data;

5. Procedures defining corrective actions for off control point chemistry
condition; and

6. A procedure for identifying the authority responsible for the interpretation of
the data, and the sequence and timing of administrative events required to
initiate corrective action.

J. Additional Conditions.
No Changes

The Additional Conditions ¢ ned in Appendix C, as revised through Amendment

No. 178, are hereby ncorporated into this license. The licensee shall operate the

facility in accordance with the Additional Conditions ‘ ‘

Point Beach Unit 2 Amendment No. 178

July 9, 1997
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Effluent Release

Radioactive Effluent imits, effluent sam ffluent analyses requirements are

contained in the Radiological Effluent and Materials Control and Accountability Pro
F

A1

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.3.9-1 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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CONTROL ROOM EMERGENCY FILTRATION

Applicability

Applies to the ¢

Objective

To specify functi

and refueling

£
o
o

requirements of thf“ 1 ,T oom emergency filira during power operation

Insert 5.5-1

Specification

See 3.7.10 >

1.  Exceptass

operable at

pec

all

ified in 15.3.12.3 below, the co 1 room emergency filtration system shall be

times during power operation and refueun n of either unit.

L—»

2. a.
LAG6

The results of in- place_lcald—DOP—and—habgea&ted—hydmc&pbgn tests, conducted in

accordance with Spea-ﬁcata-on—l—&d-—l—l on HEPA filter and charcoal adsorber banks shall

shovsd minin

T__{] A6 < 8ee 3.7.10 >

C.

sults of fan testing, conducted in accordance with specification 15.4.11, shall show

operation

within £10% of design flow

A > methyl iodide penetration < 1.0% —

the applicable portions of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2 and ASME N510-1989

L the applicable portions of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2 and ASTM D3803-1989 'A[L NS

penetration and system bypass < 1.0% Al 1

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 174 15.3.12-1 July 9, 1997
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 178
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15.4.2 INSERVICE INSPECTION AND TESTING OF SAFETY CLASS COMPONENTS

Specifications

A. Steam Generator Tube Inspection Requirements
1. Tube Inspection
Entry from the hot-leg side with examination from the point of entry completely around the U-
bend to the top support of the cold-leg is considered a tube inspection.
2. Sample Selection and Testing

Selection and testing of steam generator tubes shall be made on the following basis:

(a)  One steam generator of each unit may be selected for inspection during inservice
inspection in accordance with the following requirements:

1. The inservice inspection may be limited to one steam generator on an alternating
sequence basis. This examination shall include at least 6% of the tubes if the
results of the first or a prior inspection indicate that both generators are

performing in a comparable manner. o - "
(A "SS8IN
2. When both steam generators are required to be examined by Tablg 15.4.2-1 and if

the condition of the tubes in one generator is found to be more severe than in the
other steam generator of a unit, the steam generator sampling sequence at the
subsequent inservice inspection shall be modified to examine the steam generator
with the more severe condition.

[v A4 5.5.8-1

(b)  The minimum sample size, inspection result classification and the associated required
action shall be in conformance with the requirements specified in Table| 15.4.2-1. The
results of each sampling examination of a steam generator shall be classified into the
following three categories:

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 150 15.4.2-1 August 25, 1994
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 154
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Category C-1: Less than 5% of the total number of tubes examined are degraded but none
are defective.

Category C-2: Between 5% and 10% of the total number of tubes examined are degraded,
but none are defective or one tube to not more than 1% of the sample is defective.

Category C-3: More than 10% of the total number of tubes examined are degraded, but
none are defective or more than 1% of the sample is defective.

In the first sample of a given steam generator during any inservice inspection, degraded tubes not
beyond the plugging limit detected by the prior examinations in that steam generator shall be
included in the above percentage calculations, only if these tubes are demonstrated to have a
further wall penetration of greater than 10% of the nominal tube wall thickness.

(¢)  Tubes shall be selected for examination primarily from those areas of the tube bundle where
service experience has shown the most severe tube degradation. XA
5.5.8-1] X

(d)  Inaddition to the sample size specified in Tablg 15.4.2-1, the tubes examined in a given steam
generator during the first examination of any inservice inspection shall include all non-plugged
tubes in that steam generator that from prior examination were degraded.

(f)  During the second and third sample examinations of any inservice inspection, the tube inspection
may be limited to those sections of the tube lengths where imperfections were detected during
the prior examination.

3. Examination Method and Requirements

The examination method shall meet the intent of the requirements in ASME Section XI Appendix IV.

This includes equipment, personnel and procedure requirements, certification and calibration along with

records and reports. The actual technique may be the latest industry accepted technique, provided the

flaw detection capability is as good or better than the technique endorsed by the code in effect per
HM&MMM»B&' This allows the use of improvements in inspection techniques that
were not included in the code in effect. However, it means that word-for-word compliance with
Appendix IV of ASME Section XI may not be possible.

i This rpqn{wxm

—{ 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g) |

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 166 15.4.2-2 November 22, 1995
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 170
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Inspection Intervals

(a)
(®)

()

(d)

Inservice inspections shall not be more than 24 calendar months apart.

The inservice inspections may be scheduled to be coincident with refueling outages or any

plant shutdown, provided the inspection intervals of] 15.4.2.A.4(a) are not exceeded.
s (A4

If two consecutive inservice inspections covering a time span of at least 12 months yield
results that fall in C-1 category, the inspection frequency may be extended to 40 month
intervals.

If the results of the inservice inspection of steam generator tubing conducted in accordance
with Tab1e| 15.4.2- ll requires that a third sample examination must be performed, and the

5584‘

(e)

results of this fall in category C-3, the inspection frequency shall be reduced to not more than
20 month intervals. The reduction shall apply until a subsequent inspection demonstrates that
a third sample examination is not required. A4 5530

Unscheduled inspections shall be conducted in accordance with Specifications|15.4.2.A.2lon
any steam generator with primary-to-secondary tube leakage exceeding Specification

|15 .3.1.D.4{ All steam generators shall be inspected in the event of a seismic occurrence

greater than an operating basis earthquake, a LOCA requiring actuation of engineered
safeguards, or a main steam line or feedwater line break.

5. Acceptance Limits
(a) Definitions:

Imperfection is an exception to the dimension, finish, or contour of a tube from that required
by fabrication drawings or specifications. Eddy-current testing indications below 20% of the
nominal tube wall thickness, if detectable, may be considered as imperfections.
Degradation means a service induced cracking, wastage, wear, or general corrosion occurring
on either inside or outside of a tube.
Degraded Tube is a tube that contains imperfections caused by degradation greater than 20%
of the nominal tube wall thickness.

Unit 1 Amendment No. 95 15.4.2-3 August 15, 1985

Unit 2 Amendment No. 99
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Defect is an imperfection of such severity that it exceeds the minimum acceptable tube wall
thickness of 50%. A tube containing a defect is defective.

Plugging Limit is the imperfection depth beyond which the tube must be removed from
service or repaired, because the tube may become defective prior to the next scheduled
inspection. The plugging limit is 40% of the nominal tube wall thickness.

6. Corrective Measures
A9 All tubes that leak or have degradation exceeding the plugging limit shall be plugged or repaired by a
" J process such as sleevmgﬂ%ass;ﬁca&en—as—an—F—&ube%}prlor to return to power from a refueling or
inservice inspection condition. Sleeved tubes having sleeve degradation exceeding 40% of the
nominal sleeve wall thickness shall be plugged.
7. Reports Insert 5.5-2 M.10
(a) After each inservice examination, the number of plugged or repaired in each steam
generator shall be reported to the Cor sion as soon as practicable.
(b) The complete results of the steam generator tube inservice inspection shall be included in the
Annual Results and Data Report for the period in which the inspection was completed.
Reports shall includ
< See 5.6 >
1 er and of tubes inspected.
2. Location and percent of all thi s penetration for each
indication.
3. Identification of tubes plugged or repair
© Reports required by Table 15.4.2-1 - St Generator Tube Inspection shall provide the
information required by Specification 15.4.2.A.7(b) and a description of investigations
conducted to determine cause of the tube degradation and corrective measures taken to
prevent recurrence. The report shall be submitted to the Commission prior to resumption of
plant operation. ’

Brazed joints shall not be employed. Tubes previously subject to explosive plugging shall not be sleeved.

Unit 1 -
Unit 2 -

Amendment No.
Amendment No.

166
170

15.4.2-4

November 22,

1995
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a7 a s

l

B. In—Service@Tesﬁng of Safety Class Components Other than Steam Generator

Tubes < See 3.6.1 >

nservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, Class 2 and Class 3 components sha

da.as required by 10 CFR 50, Section-50"
Section 50.55a(b), except wherespecific writterrtelief is granted by the NRC, pursuant to
10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g)(6)G

e-eanstrued to

ing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code sha
supersede the requirements of any Technical Specification.

2. Containment isolation valves will be tested in accordance with the Containment Leakage

A

Rate Testing Program.

< (
3. Inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps, Valvesw shall be | :

performed in accordance with Section X1 of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code
and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50.55a.

—>
a. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be construed to

supersede the requirements of any Technical Specification.

Sasis Insert 5.5-3 J+— M.9

The steam geqerator tube inspection requirements are based on the guidance

given in NRC Regulatory Guide 1.83, "Inservice Inspection of Pressurized Water Reactor Steam
Generator Tubes." ASME Section XI Appendix IV is being used for defining the basic requiréments or
the inspection method. Howgver, at the present time, changes and improvements in steafn generator eddy
current inspection are occurringaster than the code can be revised. Thus, in ordef to ensure that the best
possible exam of the tubing and/or sleeyes is being done, the technique utilizé€d will, in general, be the
latest industry-accepted technique. This fireans that complete word-for<word compliance with Appendix
IV may not be possible. However, the basic requirements and jntént will be met, to the extent practical.

Specification 15.4.2.B delineates programmatic requir€émesnts for establishing Inservice Inspection and
Testing programs in accordance with the ASME-Section XI Codg and 10 CFR 50.55a requirements. The
Code establishes criteria for system and cefiponent inspection and testing to ensure an appropriate level
of reliability and detection of abnognrél conditions. Failure to meet Codexgquirements is evaluated on an
individual system or compongat bases to determine operability. Appropriate BCOs are entered if a
system or component is determined to be inoperable.

As stated in ¥5°4.2.B.1, safety class components, other than the steam generator tubing, will be~inspected in
accordatice with ASME Section XI. The code edition/addenda utilized for the inspection interval Will be as
defined in

A

A

LA

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 181 15.4.2-5 September 29, 1997
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 185
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OCFR 50. The same code is utilized for both Unit 1 and Unit 2. Safety-related components are classjfid
as safety Class 1, 2, or 3. The code boundaries are defined based upon the following documents:

(a) Regulatorg Guide 1.26, "Quality Group Classifications and Standards for WaterySteam, and
Radioactive Waste Containing Components of Nuclear Power Plants."

(b) American National Standaxd N18.2, "Nuclear Safety Criteria forthe Design of Stationary
Pressurized Water Reactor Plants,”

{© Point Beach Nuclear Plant Units 1 & 2 Fina] Safety Analysis Report.

Code classified components are tabulated showing each specific examination area and the examination
requirements in an inspection interval Jorig-term plan. This plan i>completely revised for each ten-year
inspection interval.

A sound roll expansiogAiroughout the F* distance provides a tube to tubesheet intexface that ensures the
requirements of Regulatory Guide 1.121 are met regardless of the severity of any tube degradation below
the F* distape€. The F* distance of 1.12 inches is comprised of 0.88 inches of sound roll expansion that

ensuresAtibe integrity requirements are met plus 0.24 inches which allows for eddy current measutament
upeértainty.

4

LAS

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 166 15.4.2-6 November 22, 1995
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 170
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STEAM GENERATOR TUBE INSPECTION PER UNIT
POINT BEACH UNITS 1 & 2
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IST SAMPLE EXAMINATION 2ND SAMPLE EXAMINATION 3RD SAMPLE EXAMINATION
Sample Size Result Action Required Result Action Required Result Action Required
A minimum of C-1 Acceptable for continued N/A N/A N/A N/A
S tubes per service
Steam . . ]
Generator C-2 Plug or repair tubes exceeding C-1 Acceptable for continued N/A N/A
(5.G.) the plugging limit and proceed service
o with 2nd sample examination of ) , _
7S tubes in same steam C-2 Plug or repair tubes exceeding C-1 Acceptable for continued
the plugging limit and proceed service
= ator
S=3(N/n) % gener with 3rd sample examination of ] ]
4S tubes in same steam C-2 Plug or repair tubes exceeding
generator plug limit. Acceptable for
Where: continued service
. C-3 Perform action required under
Iglflsst;zlellnumber C-3 of 1st sample examination
generators in C-3 Perform action required under N/A N/A
the plant =2 C-3 of 1st sample examination
C-3 Inspect essentially all tubes in C-lin Acceptable for continued N/A N/A
nis the number this S.G., plug or repair tubes other service
of steam exceeding the plugging limit 5.G.
enerators and proceed with 2nd sample ] ] )
ignspected examination of 2S tubes in the C-hZ in Perform action required ynd_er N/A N/A
during an other steam generator. other Cl;Z of 2nd sample examination
examination Reportable in accordance with 8G. above
10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(ii)- C-3in | Inspect essentially all tubes in N/A N/A
other S.G. & plug or repair tubes
S.G. exceeding the plugging limit.

Reportable in accordance with
10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(ii).

Unit 1 Amendment 95
Unit 2 Amendment 99

August 15, 1985




Spec S.5

Page 12 of 41

15.4.4 CONTAINMENT TESTS

Applicability
Applies to contai t leakage and structural integrity
Objectiv
To verify that potential leakag the containment and the pre-stressing tendon loads are
maintained within acceptable values
< See 3.6.1 >
Specification
L. Perform required visual examinations and leakage rate testing in accordance with the
Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program
I TENDON SURVEILLANCE
A. Object

sorder to insure containment structural integrity, selected tendgas shall be
periodigally inspected for symptoms of material deterioratioror lift-off force
reduction™~The tendons for inspection shall be random]ybut representatively
selected from each group for each inspection; howex€r, to develop a history and to
correlate the observed data, one tendon from gach group shall be kept unchanged
after initial selection. Tendons selected forinspection will consist of five hoop
tendons, three vertical tendons Jocatedapproximately 120° apart, and three dome
tendons, one from each of the thpe€ dome tendon groups.

Frequency
Tendon surveillangeshall be conducted at five>year intervals in accordance with

the following schedule:*

Unit Year Surveillance Required
1 1984 Physical

2 1984 Visual

1 1989 Visual

2 1989 Physical

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 169 15.4.4-1 October 9, 1996

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 173
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B

B

b

Inspections

Tendon surveillance in accordance with 15.4.4.11.B shall consist of either a visyal
or physical inspection.

D) Visual Inspection

a. Tendon anchorage assembly hardware of the randomly sefected
tendons shall be visually examined to the extent practigdble
without dismantling load bearing components of the dnchorage.
The immediate concrete area shall be checked visydlly for
indications of abnormal material behavior.

2) PhysicaNnspection

a. Tendons which are physically inspected sHall first be visually
inspested in accordance with C.(1).

b. All tendgns which are physically insptcted shall be subjected to a
lift-off tesk to monitor their prestregsing force.
(1) If the\prestressing force ¢f a selected tendon in a group lies

above the predicted loyer limit, the tendon is considered to
be acceptaple.

(i)  Ifthe prestrgssing force of a selected tendon lies between
the predicted dwer limit and 90% of the predicted lower
limit, two tendokgs, one on each side of the test tendon, shall
be checked for thelg prestressing forces. If the prestressing
forces fop'these tenddns are above the predicted lower limit
for the fendons, all threg tendons shall be restored to the
requifed level of integriti\ A single deficiency shall be
corisidered unique and accegtable. If the prestressing force
gf either of the adjacent tendoxs falls below the predicted
lower limit of the tendon, additiypal lift-off testing should
be done if necessary, so that the cayse and extent of such
occurrence can be determined and thg condition shall be
considered an abnormal degradation oRthe containment
structure and the provisions of Specification 15.3.6.E are
applicable.

(111)  If the prestressing force of the selected test tehdon falls
below 90% of the predicted lower limit, the tendon shall be
completely detensioned and a determination shall ke made
as to the cause of the condition. Such a condition sha]l be
considered an abnormal degradation of the containment
structure and the provisions of Specification 15.3.6.E are
applicable.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 169 15.4.4-2 October 9, 1996
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 173
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(iv)  Ifthe average of all measured tendon forces for each group
(corrected for average condition) is found to be less than
the minimum required prestress level at Anchorage locAtion
for that group, the condition should be considered as
abnormal degradation of the containment structure dnd the
provisions of 15.3.6.E are applicable. The averagé
minimum design values adjusted for elastic losges are as

follows:®
Hoop 134.5 ksi
Vertical 140.6 ksi
Nome 137.4 ksi
c. One rando selected tendon from each/group of tendons shall be

subjected to cymplete detensioning in ofder to identify broken or
damaged wires.\During the retensioning of the detensioned
tendon, simultanejus measurementg of elongation and jacking
force shall be madeat a minimuny of two levels of force between
the required seating force and zéro. During the detensioning and
retensioning of the tendyns tegted, if the elongation corresponding
to a specific load differs by more than 5% from that recorded
during installation of the #hdons, an investigation shall be made to
ensure that such discrepédncies are not related to wire failures or
slippage of wires in apgchorages

d. A tendon wire shall/be removed fxom the one tendon from each
group which has been completely dgtensioned. The wire shall be
inspected over if§ entire length to detsymine if evidence of
corrosion or other deleterious effects arg present. Tensile tests
shall be magt on three samples cut from sach removed wire. The
samples wfll be cut from the midsection ang each end of the
removeg/'wire. Failure of the material to demgnstrate the minimum
requirgd tensile strength of 240,000 psi shall b&considered an
abnotmal condition of the containment structure snd the
engineering evaluation provisions of Specification\|5.3.6.E.1 are
applicable. If an acceptable justification for continued operation
cannot be concluded from this evaluation, then the shudown
requirements of Specification 15.3.6.E.1 are applicable.

e. The sheathing filler grease will be sampled and inspected on each
physically inspected tendon. The operability of the sheathink filler
grease shall be verified by assuring:

D There are no voids in the filler material in excess of 5% 0
net duct volume.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 169 15.4.4-3 October 9, 1996
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 173
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2) Complete grease coverage exists for the different parts o
the Anchorage system, and
3) The chemical properties of the filler material are within the

tolerance limits specified by the manufacture

D. Reports
A final report doqumenting the results of each tendon sugv€illance will be

prepared and maintaiged as a permanent plant record,

Abnormal conditions obserwed during testing #1ll be evaluated to determine the
effect of such conditions on cohtainment stfuctural integrity. This evaluation
should be completed within 30 days.gfthe identification of the condition. Any
condition which is determined in thfs evaluation to have a significant adverse
effect on containment structurgtintegrity will be considered an abnormal
degradation of the containpaént structure.

Any abnormal degradation of the containment structure identified during the
engineering evgliation of abnormal conditions shall be répgrted to the Nuclear
Regulatory £ommission pursuant to the requirements of 10 CER 50.4 within
thirty days of that determination. Other conditions that indicate pegsible effects
on th¢ integrity of two or more tendons shall be reportable in the same manner.
>(ch reports shall include a description of the tendon condition, the condition of
the concrete (especially at tendon anchorages), the inspection procedure and the
corrective action taken.

ITt~_ End Anchorage Concrete Surveillance

ation obtained
ete and prestressing

ncrete during and after prestressing,
ents made during prestressing and the initial

locations for surveillance will be determined by i
from design lations, as-built end anchorage
records, observations e end anchora
and results of deformation meg
structural test.

B. The inspection intervals will be approximately one-half ye d one year after
e initial structural test and shall be chosen such that the inspectio
the warmest and coldest part of the year following the initial structural test.

A

rm—
NG

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 169 15.4.4-4 October 9, 1996
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 173
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A 4
S The inspections made shall include:

) Visual inspection of the end anchorage concrete exterior surfaces,

(2) A determination of the temperatures of the liner plate area or gefitainment
ipterior surface in locations near the end anchorage concrefe’under
suiweillance.

(3) Measturgment of concrete temperatures at specific epd anchorage concrete
surfaces being inspected.

4) The mapping\qf the predominant visible congrete crack patterns.

(5) The measurement.of the crack widths, by dse of optical comparators or
wire feeler gauges.

(6) The measurement of moyements, jfany, by use of demountable
mechanical extensometers.

D. The measurements and observatiops’shall be compared with those to which
prestressed structures have beepSubjectedNn normal and abnormal load
conditions and with those of preceding meastxgments and observations at the
same location on the reagtor containment.

E. The acceptance cpiteria shall be as follows:

If the inspeetions determine that the conditions are favorable inn¢omparison with
experigate and predictions, the close inspections will be terminated by the last of
the ifspections stated in the schedule and a report will be prepared which
décuments the findings and recommends the schedule for future inspections, if
any. If the inspections detect symptoms of greater than normal cracking or
movements, an immediate investigation will be made to determine the cause.

Liner Plate

late will be examined before the initial pres €st to determine the

following:

€)) Locate areas whi

inward fmations will be measure recorded. The areas will be
tmanently marked for future reference. The1 d deformations will
be measured between the angle stiffeners which are on 153
The measurements will be accurate to + .01 inch.

4

(LB4)

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 169 15.4.4-5 October 9, 1996
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 173
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A

2) Try to locate areas having strain concentrations by visual
examination paying particular attention to the condition of the liner
surface. Record the location of any areas having strain concentrations.

B. Shortly after the initial pressure test and at about one year after initial sfart-up,
eexamine the areas located in section (A). Measure and record inward
deformations. Record observations pertaining to strain concentrafions.

C. If the difference in the measured inward deformations exceeds 0.25 inch (for a
particular lgcation) and/or changes in strain concentration exist, then an
investigation'will be made. The investigation will dgtérmine the cause and any
necessary corrective action.

D. The surveillance program will only be contipded beyond the one year after initial
start-up inspection if somg¢ corrective actiofi was needed. If required, the
frequency of inspection for'q continued/Surveillance program will be determined
shortly after the "one year aftexinitial start-up inspection".

E. In addition to the preceding regliirernents, temperature readings will be obtained
at the locations where inwapd deformatipns were measured. Temperature
measurements will also bé obtained on thsoutside of the containment building
wall.

Basis
The containment is designedfor an accident pressure of 60 psig."’ While the reactor is operating,
the internal environment of the containment will be air at approximately atmospheric pressure

and a temperature of about 105°F. With these initial conditions, the tempgrature of the steam-air
mixture at the peak dccident pressure of 60 psig is 286°F.

Prior to initialOperation, the containment was strength tested at 69 psig and then legk-tested.

The designObjective of this preoperational leakage rate test was established as 0.4% by weight

per 24 heurs at 60 psig. This leakage rate is consistent with the construction of the

contgthment,” which is equipped with independent leak-testable penetrations and contains

chahnels over all containment liner welds, which were independently leak-tested during
onstruction.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 169 15.4.4-6 October 9, 1996
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 173
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h 4
afety analyses have been performed on the basis of a leakage rate of 0.40% by weight per 24 hours
at 80 psig. With this leakage rate and with minimum containment engineered safety systems for
iodins removal in operation, i.e. one spray pump with sodium hydroxide addition, the public expgsure
would Bg well below 10 CFR 100 values in the event of the design basis accident.”

The safety ahalyses indicate that the containment leakage rates could be slightly in excessg/of 0.75%
per day before a two-hour thyroid dose of 300R could be received at the site boundary,

The performance of'\geriodic integrated leakage rate tests during plant life provide 4 current
assessment of potentialleakage from the containment in case of an accident thay'would pressurize the
interior of the containment. These tests are performed in accordance with the/Containment Leakage
Rate Testing Program.

Periodic visual and physical inspection of the containment tendons is the method to be used to
determine loss of load-carrying capability because of wire breakage/0or deterioration. The tendon
surveillance program specified in 154 4.11 is based on the recomgendation of Regulatory Guide 1.35
Rev. 3. Containment tendon structural Wtegrity was demonstrated for both units at the end of one,
three and eight years following the initial spntainment structaral integrity test.

The pre-stress lift-off test provides a direct measure of the load-carrying capability of the tendon. A
deterioration of the corrosion preventive propertids of the sheathing filler will be indicated by a
change in the physical appearance of the filler. If the surveillance program indicates, by extensive
wire breakage, tendon stress-strain relations, or gther abnormal conditions, that the pre-stressing
tendons are not behaving as expected, the abpdrmal conditions will be subjected to an engineering
analysis and evaluation in accordance with/Specification 154.4.11.D to determine whether the
condition could result in a significant ad¥erse impact on the cyntainment structural integrity. The
specified acceptance criteria are such 25 to alert attention to the Mtuation well before the tendon load-
carrying capability would deterioragé to a point that failure during 3 design basis accident might be
possible. Thus, the cause of the jicipient deterioration could be evalwated and corrective action
studied without need to shut defwn the reactor. If the engineering evaluation determines that the
abnormal condition could regult in a significant adverse impact on the comtainment structural
integrity, an abnormal degfadation situation will be declared and a report subgitted to the NRC in
accordance with the spgC€ifications.

References
(D FSAR/Section 5.1.2.2
2) FSAR Section 5.1.2
(3) ESAR Section 14.3.5
4 FSAR Section 14.3.4
(5) Deleted
7 FSAR pages 5.1-61 and 5.1-62

SCR 99-0061 15.4.4-7 January 20, 1999
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hting, including the automatic transfer switch for DC lights, will be

(V)
'

‘The proper operation of Emergency |

demonstrated during each reactor shutdown for a major fuel reloading.

4. diesel generator shall be given an hcpe ctions following the manufacturer's recommendations for this
lass of stand-by service. < See 3.8.1 >

3. Operability of the diesel fuel oil system shal verified monthly.

6. A diesel fuel oil testing program shall be maintained to test both new fuel oil upon receipt and fuel oil

stored in the fuel oil storage tanks which supply the emergency diesel generators@ D E—

in accordance with applicable ASTM standards.

Insert 5.5-4

< See 3.8.1 >

/

IThe above tests will be considered satisfactory if all applicable equipment operates as designed.

A 13 the program shall include sampling and |

B Safety-Related Station a5 testing requirements, and acceptance criteria

=

ions are applicable to all four safety-related station batteries: D05, D06, D105, and

These surveillance spe t
D106; and the safety-related station swing battery D305,

< See 3.8.6 >

1. Every month the voltage of each cell (to the nearest 0.05 volt), the
specific gravity and temperal ure of a pilot cell in each battery and

each battery voltage shall be measured and recorde

2. Every 3 months the specific gravity, the height of electrolyte, and the amount of water added, for each
cell; and the temp ¢ of fifth cell, shall be measured and recorded.
3. At each time data is recorded, new d ta shall be com? d with old to detect signs of abuse or
deterioration. |
4, Each Safety-Related Station Battery shall be demonstrated OPERABLE
a. Atleast once per 18 months VICE TEST) by verifying that the battery capacity is
equate to supply and maintain in OPERABLE status all of the actual or simulated

emergency loads for the design duty cycle. v
b. At least once per 60 months (PERFORMANCE TES ) by verifying that the battery capacity is

at least 80% of the manufacturer's rating. This performance discharge test may be performed

in lieu of the battery service test,

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 152 15.4.6-2 September 23, 1994
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 156
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Radioactive Environmental Monitor

addressed in

RADIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING

ological Effluent and Materials Control a

The requirement for the REMP is specified in Section 15.7.8.3.

m (REMP) sampling and analyses requirements are

ntability Program Manual.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188

15.4.10-1

July 13,1998
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15.4.11 CONTROL ROOM EMERGENCY FILTRATION

/< See 3.7.10 >

Applicability
Applies toperiodic testing ire of the control room cy filtr eq nt
Objective v ‘
To verify the operability of the control room ¢ y filtration ar ability to remove radioactive contaminants
when required.
LA
Specification
1. |At—least-ence-per—yea: the pressure drop across the combined HEPA filters and charcoal adsorber banks shall be
demonstrated to be less than 6 inches of water atm—l 4950 cfmm £ 10%. M.3 }
2. The control room emergency filtration atic initiation shall be demonstrated once per year.
3. The control room emerg filtration shall be ated at least 10 hours every month
4, Components of the control room emergency filtration shall be tested as follows: < See 3.7.10 >

A

a. HEPA filters and charcoal adsorbers shall be tested and analyzedla%—least—-eaee—pe;—yeal:‘-er-a-ﬁer—lzg

b.

ag-| DOP testing

shall be atldesign velocity £ 20%l

=

A6 in accordance with the applicable portions of Regulatory Guide 1.52,

H4950 ofin + 10%

=
=
oo

Revision 2, ASME N510-1989 and ASTM D3803-1989

Insert 5.5-5 M 2}

15.4.11-1 Unit 1/Unit 2
May 27, 1975
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c. Halogenated hydrocarbon testing of the charcoal adsorber bank shall be performed

after each complete or partial replacement of charcoal adsorbers or after any structural 1«

maintenance of the adsorber housing.| Halogenated hydrocarbon testing shall be at

design velocity + 20%

’ 4950 ofm  10% |«—| Mi11

<

d. Laboratory sample analysis of in-place charcoal adsorbent shall be performed|at least

once per year for standby service or after every 720 hours of system operation and, as |

a minimum, shall be conducted at velocities within 20% of design, 1.75 mg/m? inlet

iodide concentration} 95% relative humidity and 30°C (86°F).

c. Fans shall be tested at least once per year or after 720 hours of operation since the

previous test, and following fan maintenance or repair.

< See 3.7.10 in accordance with the applicable portions of Regulatory Guide 1.52,

Basis Revision 2, ASME N510-1989 and ASTM D3803-1989

The control room emergency filtration system is designed to filter the control room atmosphere and
makeup air to the control room during control room is onditions. The control room
emergency filtration is normally isolated and not in op d testing more frequently than that

specified is not required to insure operability or performance. If the efficiencies of HEPA and

charcoal adsorbers are as specified, the resulting control room doses during accident conditions will

be less than allowable levels in Criterion 19 of Appendix A to 10 CFR 50.[ The charcoal adsorbent

laboratory sample analysis is performed in accordance with ASTM D3803-89, "Standard Test
Method for Nuclear-Grade Activated Carbon." [ 7 J

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 174 15.4.11-2 July 9, 1997
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 178
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REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM PRESSURE ISOLATION VALVES®®

System Check Valve No.
Residual Heat Remove
Line 853¢(
853
e 853D
< See 3.4.14 > 8B
Safety Injection
Loop A Cold Leg 867A
845A
845F
Loop B Cold Leg 867B
845B
845F
R.V. Hot Leg Line A 845C
(A
R.V.HotLegLineB 845D
a B Leakage rates less than or equal to 1.0 gpm are considered acceptable.
2. Leakage rates greater than 1.0 gpm but less than or equal to 5.0 gpm are considered acceptable if the

latest measured rate has not exceeded the rate determined by the previous test by an amount that
reduces the margin between measured leakage rate and the maximum permissible rate of 5.0 gpm by
50% or greater.

3. Leakage rates greater than 1.0 gpm but less than or equal to 5.0 gpm are considered unacceptable if the
latest measured rate exceeded the rate determined by the previous test by an amount that reduces the
margin between measured leakage rate and the maximum permissible rate of 5.0 gpm by 50% or

greater.
4. Leakage rates greater than 5.0 gpm are considered unacceptable.
(b) Minimum differential test pressure shall not be less than 150 psid.

A program shall be established to verify the leakage from each RCS PIV is within the limits specified below,

as ordered by Event V, issued April 20, 1981.

AeS]

Unit 1 15.4.16-2 Order dated April 20, 1981
Unit 2
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15.6.8 PLANT OPERATING PROCEDURES (Continued)

15.6.8.4 The following programs shall be established, implemented,

and maintained.

A. Post-Accident Sampling! AT
A progra #+* lwhich will ensure the capability to obtain and analyze

reactor coolantTcontainment atmosphere, and in-plant gaseous effluent

samples under accident conditions. The program shall include the
following:

(i) Training of personnel; and

(il) Procedures of sampling and analysis.

(ii1) Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis equipment.

radioactive gases, and particulates in |4 M

|Insert 5.5-6, Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment 4——-[ )

|Insert 5.5-7, Component Cyclic or Transient Limit 4——[3\—/{1-]

[Insert 5.5-8, Reactor Coolant Pump Flywheel Inspection Program I4—( M.8 ]

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 100 15.6.8-3 July 7, 1986
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 103
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15.6.12 CONTAINMENT LEAKAGE RATE TESTING PROGRAM

A. A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of the
containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix J,
Option B, as modified by approved exemptions. This program shall be in
accordance with the guidelines contained  in Regulatory Guide 1.163,
"Performance-Based Containment Leak-Test Program," dated September,

1995.
B. The peak design containment internal accident pressure, P,, is 60 psig.
C. The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate, L, at P,, shall be

0.4% of containment air weight per day.

D. Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:
1. The containment leakage rate acceptance criterion is <1.0 L,.
2. During the first unit startup following testing in accordance with this

program, the leakage rate acceptance criteria are <0.6 L, for the
combined Type B and Type C tests and <0.75 L, for Type A tests.

; —— [

E. The provisions oﬂSpesLﬁcho not apply to the test frequencies

specified in the Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program.

F. The provisions oflSpes-iﬁca-t-i-en—l-S-.A-‘-Oé-}are applicable to the Containment

Leakage Rate Testing Program.

Air lock testing acceptance criteria are:

1)  Overall air lock leakage rate is < 0.05 Ly when tested at > P,

2) For each door seal, leakage rate is < 0.02 L, at > P4 when g
tested at a differential pressure of > 10 inches of Hg. N A
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 181 15.6.12-1 September 29, 1997

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 185
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&

A 4

Memberyof the Public

Members of the public include all persons who are not occupationally associated with the pldnt. This category
does not include esaployees of the utility, its contractors, or vendors. Also excluded frop this category are
persons who enter the site to service equipment or to make deliveries. This category does include persons who
use portions of the site fQr recreational, occupational, or other purposes not associgted with the plant.

B. Offsite Dose Calculation Mangal (ODCM)

The Offsite Dose Calculation Mangl contains the methodology for thedetermination of gaseous and liquid
effluent monitoring alarm or trip setpdints, the methodology for detefmining compliance with release limits, and
the methodology used in the calculation of offsite doses due to rgdioactive gaseous and liquid effluents.

C. Radioactive Waste Handling

1. Process Control Program (PCP)
The Process Control Program contains the methoddlggies used to ensure that the processing and packaging
of solid radioactive waste will be acggimplished in sucha way as to assure compliance with 10 CFR Parts
20, 61, and 71, and all other Fedepd] and State regulationd\governing the disposal of the radioactive waste.

2. Solidification

The conversion of liquid wastes into a form that meets shipping and byrial ground requirements.

D. Radiological Effluentand Materials Control and Accountability Program

| Effluent and Materials Control and Accountability Program (REMCAP) Specified in 15.7.8.3
at all radioactive effluent (materials released via liquid and atmospheric pathways as well as solid

emented by environmental sampling and dose calculations. The four major components of the REMCAP
¢ the ODCM, the PCP, the Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program (REMP), and the Radiologigal
Effluent Control Program (RECP). Other supporting guidance, procedures, manuals, or programs may be
included or referenced but may not be subject to the program controls specified in 15.7.8.6 and 15.7.8.7.

A

LAl
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.1-1 July 13, 1998

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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1573 RABIGACTIVE EFFLUENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION OPERABILITY REQUIREMENTS

Operabili i § have been removed from the Technical Specifications and moved to the nual.

A

A,

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.3-1 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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[5:7#+—RADIOACTIVE EFFLUENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

Surveillance requi ave been removed from the Technical Specifications and movedto Manual.

A

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.4-1 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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v
15 .7.5|MDLOAGM—EEF—LUENLR:ELEASE—A&LD [EXPLOSIVE GAS CONCENTRATION LIMITS

icabili

entration in the radioactive gas decay ta adioactive effluent release

ced in the REMCAP Manual.

Applies to the explosive gas

limits have been removed from Technical

Objective

re explosive gas concentrations do not exceed the limits of Specification 15.7.5.A.

Specifications [A A2
A7)

Y

A. Explosive Gas Mixture

¢ concentration of oxygen in the on-service gas decay tank shall be limited to less than or equal tg

4% by volime

1. If the concentrationaf oxygen in the on-service gas decay tank is greater than 4% by volume,

immediately suspend all additteng of waste gases to the on<Service gas decay tank.

Reduce the oxygen concentration to less thand% oxygen by volume as soon as possible. If the

Insert 5.5-9 «—M

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.5-1 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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T5-76—RADIQACTIVE EFFLUENT SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS REQUIREMENTS

Sampling and analysis requi ved from the Technical Specification in the REMCAP Manual.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.6-1 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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15+ QPERATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING PROGRAM

j=]

itoring program has been remove ical Specifications and placed i

The description of the environme

Al

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.7-1 July 13, 1998

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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15.7.8 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
15.7.8.1 DELETED LA4
15.7.8.2 Audt

audit of the activities encompassed by the Radioactive Effluent and

Officer and the Chairman of the Offsite Review Committee.

15.7.8.3 Plant Operating Procedures and Programs i 7 ALl
The Radioactive Efﬂuent@ﬁlla%@m&bﬁ@l Program{REMCAR)

shall be established, implemented, and maintained|in accordance with the provisions

ical Specification 15.6.8. REMCAP shall assure that radioactive efflugntand waste

material fro NP complies with applicable Federal, State, and burial ground
regulations while keept
achievable (ALARA). This program shall conform

PBNP GDC 70 and of 10 CFR 50.34a and

all exposures to members of the ic as low as reasonably

and implement the requirements of

FR 50.36a for the control of radioactive

effluents while maintaining doses these effluentSALLARA, shall implement the

(A5
Y
The Radiological
Effluent Control
Program shall be | |asseSsment of radioactivity in the environs of PBNP| and shall include remedial actions to
contained in the
ODCM, be taken whenever the program limits are exceeded. REMCAP [shall be implemented and

maintained procedures jand-methodologies-specifiedinthe four (4)

e | Effluent

Iand environmental monitoring shall be addressed in the Quality Assurance Program.

\< See 5.4.1 >

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.7.8-1 August 11, 1999

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195
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L%

A

|—»{Replace with Insert 5.5-101—1

Environmental Manual (EM) - In order to assure conformance with PBNP GDC 17 and with the

guidance of Appendix I to 10 CFR 50, this manual shall contain the Radiological Environmental

Monitoring Program (REMP) methodology, parameters, and administrative functions required

for monitoring, sampling, analyzing, and reporting of radiation levels and radionuclide

concentrations in the environment around PBNP. | The-REMP shallrequire-an-annualmiltk

Laterlaboratory-Comparison-Rrogram- ‘/{ A5 ]
Radiological Effluent Control ProgramM&nuaL@REGM)——Ihe—KEGbﬂshall contain the

( A5 l—ﬁR&é@bg;sﬂ—Eﬁ&%Gmﬁel—Bmg;anpé&EGB}] parameters and methodologies needed in

order to assure conformance with 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of effluents and for

maintaining doses to the public ALARA;|and for compliance with 10 CFR 20.13021 The

lliquid and gaseous | D

followiné]R:EGB items are contained in thelRECM.‘—i Radiological Effluent Control Program H A5

radioactive¥effluent monitoring instrumentation operability, with actions to be taken if

A4 — operability requirements are not met, and surveillance requirements.
: Monitoring }
2

) radioactive.refﬂuen? sampling and analyses requirements;«

lliquid and gaseous | 3)  Jimitations on the concentrations of radioactive materials in liquid effluents to the

Limitations on the
functional capability
and use of

unrestricted area to 10 times the concentration value in Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2

to 10 CFR 20.1001-20.2402; ( A5 —>|and with the methodology and parameters in the ODCM

4) determination of the cumulative and projected dose contributions from radioactive effluents

for the current calendar quarter and current calendar year in accordance with ODCM

~— methodology and parameters at least every 31 days;

5) assurance thatlthe appropriate portions of the liquid and gaseous effluent treatment system
are-used|whenever the projected doses in a period of 31 days would exceed 2 percent of
the 10 CFR 50, Appendix I dose guidelines;

6) limitations to the release rate of radioactive effluent to the atmosphere in order to assure

that the following dose rates would not be exceeded at or beyond the side boundary:
a. 500 mrem/yr., total body, from noble gases,
b. 3000 mrem/yr., skin, from noble gases,
c. 1500 mrem/yr., any organ, from I-131, I-133, H-3, and all radioactive particulates
with a half-life greater than 8 days;
7 limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of the public at or beyond
the site boundary from I-131, I-133, H-3, and radioactive particulates with a half life

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.8-2 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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v > § days in effluents released to the atmosphere which conform to 10 CFR 50,

Replace with Appendix I, dose guidelines, and (M 5 ] Replace with
Insert 5.5-11 Insert 5.5-12
8) administrative functions and reporting requirements.
c.

Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) - The ODCM shall specify that the annual dos‘ej
from PBNP effluent shall conform to the limits of Appendix I to 10 CFR 50 anc( 40 CFﬁI

5
fshall contain the parameters and methodology used to calculate the doses to members of Cj

|The ODCM }/the public from PBNP liquid and atmospheric releaseshm%dmmmaphww“]
‘ t-hese—d-ese—l-im-i-tq, and shall contain the methodology to calculate setpoints
[A5}< — Y T P —

The Radioactive Effluents Control Program shall include limitations on the annual and quarterly

air doses resulting from noble gases released in gaseous effluents from the facility to areas beyond
the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I.

T

[’Mé

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.8-3

July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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15.7.8.5 ™Major Change to Radioactive Liquid, Gaseous and Solid Waste Treatment Systems

Licenseg initiated major changes to the radioactive waste treatment systems (liquid, gaseous, and solid
shall be reported to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission with the annual update to the FSAK for the
period in which the'mgjor change was complete. The discussion of each change shall ipettide:

A. A summary of the €wgluation that led to the determination that the changg<6uld be made in
accordance with 10 CFR Part 50.59;

B. Information necessary to supportthe reason for the change;

C. A description of the equipment, componsqts and proc€sses involved and the interfaces with other

_’ plant systems;

D.  An evaluation of the change, which shdws how the predjcted releases of radioactive materials in
liquid effluents and gaseous gfffuents and/or quantity of solithwaste will differ from those
previously predicted inthe license application and amendments thereto;

E. An evaluation ofthe change, which shows the expected maximum exposures to an individual in
the unrgstficted area and to the general population that differ from those previoushy estimated in

e license application and amendments thereto;
2 An estimate of the exposure to plant operating personnel as a result of the change.
15.7.8.6 Record Retention
Records of review p srformed for ¢ ade to the CAP Manual and to the following
REMCAP components; the EM, RECM, ODCM, and PCP; shall be kept for the duration of the
operating licenses of Units 1 and ) of the Point Beach Nuclear Plant.
\< See 5.6 >
15.7.8.7 Revisions
Process Control Program
1. Information sufficient o together with the appropriate analyses
or evaluations justifying {
2 A determinati al]l conformance of the
rdified waste product to existing requirements of Federal,
applicable regulations.
Y
L —
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.8-6 July 13, 1998

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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. e As
B. Revisions to @s@ ODCM,I-REGM—a&d—BEMGA-PI l A ]

1. Revisi ODCM,[RECM and REMCAR|shall be documented
and reviews performed of the revision shall be retaine<—
{ \ U—@ The documentation shall contain:

a. Sufficient information to support the change together with the

appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the revision, and
b. A determination that the change will maintain the levels of
radioactive effluent control required pursuant to 10 CFR 20.1302,
10 CFR 50.36a, AppendixIto 10 CFR 50, and 40 CFR 190.
2. Shall become effective after the approval of the Plant Manager.

3. Shall be submitted to the Commission in the form of a complete, legible

copy of the entirelmanual either as part of, or concurrent with, the Annual

AS » ODCM

Monitoring Report for the period of the report in which the revision was
made. Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of the
affected pages, clearly indicating the area of the page that was changed.

Each copy shall indicate the date (e.g., month/year) the revision was

implemented.

Insert 5.5-13, Technical Specification (TS) Bases Control Program ‘—{ M.15

F Y
2

fE

L

Insert 5.5-14, Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 190 15.7.8-7 August 11, 1999
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 195
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Insert 5.5-1
A program shall be established to implement the following required testing of the Control Room Emergency

Filtration system in accordance with the applicable portions of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2 and ASME
N510-1989.

Insert 5.5-2

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the SG Tube Surveillance Program test frequencies.

Insert 5.5-3

a. Testing frequencies specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as follows:

ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and
applicable Addenda

terminology for Required Frequencies
inservice testing for performing inservice
activities testing activities
Weekly At least once per 7 days
Monthly At least once per 31 days
Quarterly or every

3 months At least once per 92 days
Semiannually or

every 6 months At least once per 184 days
Every 9 months At least once per 276 days
Yearly or annually At least once per 366 days
Biennially or every

2 years At least once per 731 days

b. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the above required Frequencies

for performing inservice testing activities;

c. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to inservice testing activities; and
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Insert 5.5-4
The purpose of the program is to establish the following:
a. Acceptability of new fuel oil for use by determining that the fuel oil has:
1. an API gravity or an absolute specific gravity within limits,
2. a flash point and kinematic viscosity within limits for ASTM 2D fuel oil, and
3. a clear and bright appearance with proper color;
b. Within 31 days of addition of the new fuel oil to storage tanks verify that the properties of the new
fuel oil, other than those addressed in a., above, are within limits for ASTM 2D fuel oil;
c. Total particulate concentration of the fuel oil is< 10 mg/l when tested every 92 days in
accordance with the applicable ASTM standards; and
d. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program test
frequencies.
Insert 5.5-5

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the VFTP test frequencies.

Insert 5.5-6

Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those portions of systems outside
containment that could contain highly radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to
levels as low as practicable. The systems include Containment Spray, Safety Injection (High Head) and
Safety Injection (Low Head) systems. The program shall include the following:

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection requirements; and
b. Integrated leak test requirements for each system at refueling cycle intervals or less.
Insert 5.5-7

Component Cyclic or Transient Limit

This program provides controls to track the FSAR, Section 4.1, cyclic and transient occurrences to ensure that
components are maintained within design limits.
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Insert 5.5-8

Reactor Coolant Pump Flywheel Inspection Program

This program shall provide for the inspection of each reactor coolant pump flywheel per the recommendations
of Regulatory Position ¢.4.b of Regulatory Guide 1.14, Revision 1, August 1975.

In lieu of Position c.4.b(1)and c.4.b(2), a qualified in-place UT examination over the volume from the inner
bore of the flywheel to the circle one-half of the outer radius or a surface examination (MT and/or PT) of
exposed surfaces of the removed flywheels may be conducted at approximately 10 year intervals coinciding
with the Inservice Inspection schedule as required by ASME Section XI.

Insert 5.5-9
The Explosive Gas Monitoring Program shall be established, implemented, and maintained.

This program shall provide controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures contained in the on-service Gas
Decay Tank.

This program shall include a limit for oxygen concentration in the on-service Gas Decay Tank and a
surveillance program to ensure the limit is maintained. This limit shall be appropriate to the system's design
criteria (i.e., whether or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen explosion.)

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Explosive Gas Monitoring Program surveillance
test frequencies.

Insert 5.5-10

The ODCM shall contain the methodology and parameters used in the conduct of the radiological
environmental monitoring program.

The ODCM shall also contain the radiological effluent controls and radiological environmental
monitoring activities, and descriptions of the information that should be included in the Annual
Monitoring Report required by Specification 5.6.2.

Insert 5.5-11

Radiological Effluents Control Program shall include limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose
commitment to a member of the public from radioactive materials in liquid effluents released from the facility
to unrestricted areas, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I.
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Insert 5.5-12

Radiological Effluents Control Program shall include limitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to a
member of the public, beyond the site boundary, due to releases of radioactivity and to radiation from uranium
fuel cycle sources, conforming to 40 CFR 190.

Insert 5.5-13

5.5.13 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases of these Technical
Specifications.

a. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate administrative controls
and reviews.

b. Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC approval provided the
changes do not involve either of the following:

I. a change in the TS incorporated in the license; or

2. a change to the updated FSAR or Bases that involves an unreviewed safety
question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.

c. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that the Bases are
maintained consistent with the FSAR.

d. Proposed changes that meet the criteria of Specification 5.5.13b above shall be
reviewed and approved by the NRC prior to implementation. Changes to the Bases
implemented without prior NRC approval shall be provided to the NRC on a frequency
consistent with 10 CFR 50.71(e).
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Insert 5.5-14

5.5.14 Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)

This program ensures loss of safety function is detected and appropriate actions taken. Upon
entry into LCO 3.0.6, an evaluation shall be made to determine if loss of safety function
exists. Additionally, other appropriate actions may be taken as a result of the support system
inoperability and corresponding exception to entering supported system Condition and
Required Actions. This program implements the requirements of LCO 3.0.6. The SFDP shall
contain the following:

a. Provisions for cross train checks to ensure a loss of the capability to perform the safety
function assumed in the accident analysis does not go undetected;

b. Provisions for ensuring the plant is maintained in a safe condition if a loss of function
condition exists;

c. Provisions to ensure that an inoperable supported system's Completion Time is not
inappropriately extended as a result of multiple support system inoperabilities; and

d. Other appropriate limitations and remedial or compensatory actions.

A loss of safety function exists when, assuming no concurrent single failure, and assuming no
concurrent loss of offsite power or loss of onsite diesel generator(s), a safety function
assumed in the accident analysis cannot be performed. For the purpose of this program, a loss
of safety function may exist when a support system is inoperable, and:

a, A required system redundant to the system(s) supported by the inoperable support
system is also inoperable; or

b. A required system redundant to the system(s) in turn supported by the inoperable
supported system is also inoperable; or

C. A required system redundant to the support system(s) for the supported systems (a) and
(b) above is also inoperable.

The SFDP identifies where a loss of safety function exists. If a loss of safety function is
determined to exist by this program, the appropriate Conditions and Required Actions of the
LCO in which the loss of safety function exists are required to be entered.

When a loss of safety function is caused by the inoperability of a single Technical
Specification support system, the appropriate Conditions and Required Actions to enter are
those of the support system.



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
01 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.1 discusses the information required to be included in the
"Annual Radiological Environmental Operating and Radioactive Effluent Release Reports.” The
Point Beach CTS requires one report be submitted to the NRC containing the same
information. ITS specification 5.5.1 will retain the requirements of the CTS and require one
report, the "Annual Monitoring Report.”
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.01.B SPEC 5.05.01 01B
SPEC 5.05.01.C.03 SPEC 5.05.01 02C N
02 The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been provided.
ITS: NUREG:
N/A SPEG 5.05.11.e N
SPEC 5.05.01.B SPEG 5.05.01 018
SPEC 5.05.02 SPEC 5.05.02
SPEC 5.05.05 SPEC 5.05.05 -
SPEC 5.05.10 SPEC 5.05.11
SPEC 5.05.10.a SPEC 5.05.11.a -
SPEC 5.05.10.b ~ SPEC 5.05.11.b
SPEC 5.05.10.c SPEC 5.05.11.¢c
SPEC 5.05.10.d SPEC 5.05.11.d B
SPEC 5.05.11 SPEC 5.05.12
SPEC 5.05.11.A SPEC 5.05.12.A
03 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.1, Offsite Dose Calculation Manual, has been renumbered to be

consistent with the ITS format and for clarity.

ITS:

NUREG:

SPEC 5.05.01.C

SPEC 5.05.01 02

SPEC 5.05.01.C.01

SPEC 5.05.01 02A

SPEC 5.05.01.C.01.i

SPEC 5.05.01 02A1

SPEC 5.05.01.C.01.ii

SPEC 5.05.01 02A.2

SPEC 5.05.01.C.02

SPEC 5.05.01 02B

SPEC 5.05.01.C.03

SPEC 5.05.01 062C

Page 10of 7



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

JFD Number JFD Text

04 NUREG-1431, Inservice Testing (IST) Program, has been modified to state that the IST
Program provides controls for ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 "pumps and valves," in place of
"components.” 10 CFR 50.55.a(f) provides the regulatory requirements for an IST Program and
specifies that ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and valves are the only components covered
by an IST Program. 10 CFR 50.55a(g) provides regulatory requirements for an Inservice
Inspection (ISI) Program and specifies that ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components are
covered by the IS] Program, and that pumps and valves are covered by the IST Program per 10
CFR 50.55.a(f). NUREG-1431 does not include 1SI Program requirements as these
requirements have been relocated to plant specific documents. Therefore, the components of
the IST Program have been clarified to only include pumps and valves.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.07 SPEC 5.05.08
05 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.6, Pre-Stressed Concrete Containment Tendon Surveillance

Program, is not being retained in ITS. 10 CFR 50.55.a requires facilities to adopt the ASME
Section Xl, Subsection IWE and IWL programs by September 2001. Point Beach will adopt
these Section XI programs prior to ITS implementation. Therefore, the Pre-Stressed Concrete
Containment Tendon Surveillance Program will be duplicative of the requirements specified by
ASME Section Xl, as endorsed and required under 10 CFR 50.55a. Inclusion of these
requirements via reference into 10 CFR 50.55a makes these requirement applicable to Point
Beach without the need to duplicate these requirements in the Technical Specifications.
Succeeding ITS program requirements have been renumbered accordingly.

ITS: NUREG:

N/A SPEC 5.05.06
SPEC 5.05.06 ‘ SPEC 5.05.07
SPEC 5.05.07 SPEC 5.05.08
SPEC 5.05.08 SPEC §.05.09
SPEC 5.05.09 SPEC 5.05.10
éPEC 5.05.10 SPEC 5.05.11
SPEC 5.05.11 SPEC 5.05.12
SPEC 5.05.12 SPEC 5.05.13
SPEC 5.05.13 SPEC 5.05.14

SPEC 5.05.13.D

SPEC 5.05.14.D

SPEC 5.05.14

SPEC 5.05.15

Page 2 of 7



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

JFD Number

06

Point Beach current licensing basis steam generator tube surveillance requirements have been
inserted, as indicated in NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.9.

ITS: NUREG:

SPEC 5.05.08 T 5.05.08-01 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.a SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.2.01 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.a.02 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.2.03 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.a.04 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.2.05 SPEC 5.05.09 7
SPEC 5.05.08.2.06 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.b SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.b.01 SPEC 5.05.09 .
SPEC 5.05.08.b.01.i SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.b.01.i SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.b.02 SPEC 5.05.09 A

SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.i SPEC 5.05.09 -

SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.i SPEC 5.05.09 7
SPEC 5.05.08.b.02.ii SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.b.03 SPEC 5.05.09 7
SPEC 5.05.08.b.04 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.b.05 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.c SPEC5.0500
SPEC 5.05.08.d SPEC 5.05.00

SPEC 5.05.08.d.01 SPEC 5.05.09 7
SPEC 5.05.08.d.02 ~ SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.d.03 SPEC 5.05.09

SPEC 5.05.08.d.04 SPEC 5.05.09 -
SPEC 5.05.08.d.05 SPEC 5.05.09 -

Page 3of 7



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
SPEC 5.05.08.e SPEC 5.05.09
07 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.10, Secondary Water Chemistry Program, has been modified by
the deletion of the requirement for the program to provide controls to monitor secondary water
chemistry to inhibit low pressure turbine disc stress corrosion cracking. This requirement is not
a part of the Point Beach current licensing basis.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.09 SPEC 5.05.10
08 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.11, Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP), has been
modified. References to "Engineered Safety Feature (ESF) filter ventilation systems" have been
replaced with "Control Room Emergency Filtration System (F-16)," because this is the only filter
ventilation system at Point Beach maintained in accordance with the applicable portions of
Regulatory Guide 1.52 and ASME N510-1989. This distinction has also resulted in
reorganization of the specification.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.10 SPEC 5.05.11
SPEC 5.05.10.a SPEC 5.05.11.a
SPEC 5.05.10.b SPEC 5.056.11.b
SPEC 5.05.10.c SPEC 5.05.11.c
SPEC 5.05.10.d SPEC 5.05.11.d
09 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.11.d requirement to demonstrate the pressure drop across the

combined HEPA filters, the prefilters, and the charcoal adsorbers, has been modified by the
deletion of the requirement to include "prefilters." The Point Beach current licensing basis (CTS
15.4.11.1) does not require "prefilters" to be included in the overall pressure drop surveillance.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.10d SPEC 5.05.11.d

Page 4 of 7



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

16-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
e ——— — — — —
10 The liquid radwaste requirements of NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.12, Explosive Gas and

Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program, have not been retained in ITS 5.5.11. This
reflects the current licensing basis (CTS 15.7.5). The requirements associated with

Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications were relocated from the Point Beach CTS to the
Radiological Effluents and Materials Control and Accountability Program (REMCAP) using the
guidance of Generic Letters 89-01 and 95-10. Removal of these requirements were approved in
the NRC Safety Evaluation for Amendments 184 (Unit 1) and 188 (Unit 2). The specification
has been reformatted as appropriate due to the deletion of the radwaste related requirements.

ITS: NUREG:
N/A SPEC 5.05.12.B
SPEC 5.05.12.C
SPEC 5.05.11 SPEC 5.05.12
11 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.12.a has been modified by the deletion of the requirement for a

hydrogen concentration limit in the Gas Decay Tank. Point Beach current licensing basis (CTS
15.7.5) only requires a limit on the concentration of oxygen in the Gas Decay Tank.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.11.A SPEC 5.05.12.A
12 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.13, Diesel Fuel Qil Testing Program, has been modified. The

requirement to verify the other properties of ASTM 2D fuel oil within 31 days "following" addition
of new fuel oil to the storage tanks, has been modified to within 31 days "of" addition of new fuel
oil to the storage tanks. This change is necessary due to the configuration of the diesel fuel oil
storage system at Point Beach.

The Point Beach diesel fuel oil system includes a fill tank in addition to the storage tanks. The
new fuel oil is received in the fill tank, where the new fuel oil is sampled and stored until the test
results are obtained. Once satisfactory test results are obtained, the fuel oil is transferred to the
storage tanks. Therefore, the requirement to verify "the other properties” of ASTM 2D fuel
within 31 days "of" addition to the storage tanks is necessary to prevent redundant testing of
new fuel oil (tested upon receipt in the fill tank), upon transfer to the storage tanks.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.12.B SPEC 5.05.13.B
13 NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.13, Diesel Fuel Qil Testing Program, has been revised from

requiring the total particulate concentration of the fuel oil to be tested "every 31 days" to "every
92 days", consistent with CTS 15.4.6.A6.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.05.12.C SPEC 5.05.13.C

Page 50of 7



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

JFD Number

JFD Text

14

NUREG-1431, specification 5.5.13, Diesel Fuel Qil Testing Program, has been revised from
requiring the total particulate concentration of the fuel oil to be tested in accordance with "ASTM
D-2278, Method A-2 or A-3" to "the applicable ASTM standards.” This change is necessary
because ASTM D-2276 provides testing requirements for a field monitor system. Point Beach
does not utilize a field monitor, but rather uses the laboratory analysis method. Specifying the
total particulate concentration of the fuel will be tested in accordance with the applicable ASTM
standards is consistent with CTS 15.4.6.A.6.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.12.C SPEC 56.06.13.C

15

NUREG-1431 has been modified by the addition of a Containment Leakage Rate Testing
Program, based on the current licensing basis. This additional program is based on CTS
15.6.12, approved exemptions to 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, and the requirements of 10 CFR 50
Appendix J, Option B.

ITS: NUREG:

SPEC 5.05.15 N/A

SPEC 5.05.15.A N/A )

SPEC 5.05.15.B N/A

SPEC 5.05.15.C N/A

SPEC 5.05.15.D N N/A -
SPEC 5.05.15.D.01 N/A

SPEC 5.05.15.D.02 N/A

SPEC 5.05.15.D.03 NA -
SPEC 5.05.15.D.03.a N/A

SPEC 5.05.15.D.03.b N/A -
SPEC 5.05.15.E N/A -
SPEC 5.05.15.F N/A 7

Page 6 of 7



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

JFD Number JFD Text
16 NUREG-1431 has been modified by the addition of a Reactor Coolant System Pressure

Isolation Valve Leakage Program, based on CTS 15.4.16.

ITS: NUREG:

SPEC 5.05.16 N/A

SPEC 5.05.16.01 N/A -

SPEC 5.05.16.02 N/A

SPEC 5.05.16.03 N/A

SPEC 5.05.16.04 N/A

Page 7 of 7



Programs and Manuals
5.5

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.5 Programs and Manuals

The following programs shall be established, implemented, and maintained.

5.5.1 Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM)

a.

[2

]—_’ ]

N
L
|

Licensee initiated changes to the ODCM:

The ODCM shall contain the methodology and parameters used
in the calculation of offsite doses resulting from
radioactive gaseous and liquid effluents, in the calculation
of gaseous and liquid effluent monitoring alarm and trip
setpoints, and in the conduct of the radiological
environmental monitoring program; and

The ODCM shall also contain the radiocactive effluent
controls and radiological environmental monitoring
activities, and descriptions of the information that should

O

by Specification [5.6.2] [pre—pecification 15621

be included in the Annual |Redotogieal—ERvironmenta
Fl_]—b Monitoring —» } ' ' Reportls] required

Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall
pbe retained. This documentation shall contain:

sufficient information to support the change(s)

together with the appropriate analyses or evaluations
Justifying the change(s), and

a determination that the change(s) maintain the levels

Approved
TSTF-65, R1

v

of radioactive effluent control required by

10 CFR 20.1302, 40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and

10 CFR 50, Appendix I, and not adversely impact the
accuracy or reliability of effluent, dose, or setpoint
calculations;

Plant Manager

3 /

P’
Shall become effective after the approval of the [FRlent
| Superintendentd]: and

Shall be submitted to the NRC in the form of a complete,
legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part of or concurrent

Annual Monitoring

with the [RedFeactive—ETuent—Relesse|Report for the period
of the report in which any change in the 0ODCM was made.
Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of
the affected pages. clearly indicating the area of the

WOG STS

5.0-7 Rev 1, 04/07/95



Programs and Manuals
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

5.5.1

5.5.2

[

A 4

Offsite Dose Calcuiation Manual (ODCM) (continued)

page that was changed, and shall indicate the date (i.e..
month and year) the change was implemented.

Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment

This program provides controls to minimize Teakage from those
portions of systems outside containment that could contain highly
radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to

Containment Spray,
Safety Injection
(High Head) and
Safety Injection
(Low Head) systems.

levels as low as practicable. The systems include [| Recirculation
Spray, Safety Injection, Chemical and Volume Control. gas
stripper, and Hydrogen Recombinerl| The program shall include the

following:

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection
reguirements; and

b. Integrated leak test requirements for each system at
refueling cycle intervals or less.

5.5.3 Post Accident Sampling
This program provides controls that ensure the capability to
obtain and analyze reactor coolant, radioactive gases, and
particulates in plant gaseous effluents and containment atmosphere
samples under accident conditions. The program shall include the
following:
a. Training of personnel:
b. Procedures for sampling and analysis; and
C. Provisions for maintenanc e of sampling and analysis
equipment.
554 Radiocactive Effluent Controls Program
This program conforms to 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of
radicactive effluents and for maintaining the doses to members of
the public from radioactive effluents as low as reasonably
achievable. The program shall be contained in the ODCM, shall be
implemented by procedures, and shall include remedial actions to
WOG STS 5.0-8 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

5.5.4

Approved
TSTF-258, R4

y

Radioactive Effluent Controls Program (continued)

ten times the
concentration values in
Appendix B, Table 2,
Column 2 to 10 CFR
20.1001-20.2402;

be taken whenever the program limits are exceeded. T he program
shall include the following elements:

a.

Limitations on the functional capability of radiocactive
1igquid and gaseous monitoring instrumentation including
surveillance tests and setpoint determination in accordance
with the methodology in the ODCM;

Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive material
released in liquid effluents to unrestricted areas,

Approved
TSTF-258, R4

conforming to [0 CFR 20, A ix B ~Column 2; |

Monitoring, sampling. and analysis of radiocactive liquid and
gaseous effluents in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302 and with
the methodology and parameters in the ODCM:

Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose
commitment to a member of the public from radioactive
materials in liquid effluents released from each unit to
unrestricted areas, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;

Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions
from radioactive effluents for the current calendar quarter
and current calendar year in accordance with the methodology
and parameters in the ODCM at least every 31 days;

Limitations on the functional capability and use of the
liquid and gaseous effluent treatment systems to ensure that
appropriate portions of these systems are used to reduce
releases of radiocactivity when the projected doses in a
period of 31 days would exceed 2% of the guidelines for the
annual dose or dose commitment, conforming to 10 CFR 50,
Appendix I; 1

from the site at or

g.
Insert 5.0-06 l >
h.

Limitations on the dose rate resulting ﬁrom radioactive
material released in gaseous effluents %o areas FBeyond the

site boundary[conforming to the dose assoc]
20, Appen - umn 1; |

Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting
from noble gases released in gaseous effluents from each
unit to areas beyond the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR
50, Appendix I;

WOG STS
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Programs and Manuals

5.5
5.5 Programs and Manuals
5.5.4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Program  (continued)

Approved TSTF-258 | 1. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of
the pubiic from jodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all
radionuclides in particulate form with half lives > 8 days

_4’beymuimesﬁeboundmy’ in gaseous effluents released from each unit to areas beyond
the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I:; and

4

The provisions of SR 3.02 |J . Limitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to any

and SR 3.0.3 are applicable member of The pubTic ¥ue to releases of radioactivity and to

to the Radioactive Effluent
Controls Program
surveillance frequency.

radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources, conforming to 40
CFR 190.

-

5.5.5

[ 2:}——>41

!

This program provides controls to track the FSAR, Section
cyclic and transient occurrences to ensure that components are
maintained within the design 1imits.

Component Cyclic or Transient Limit

(&

1S program provides controls for monitoring any t

containment struc
baseline measurements pri
Surveillance Program. -

e program shall include
initial operations. The Tendon
requencies, and acceptance
ulatory Guide 1.35,

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable
Tendon Surveillance Program inspection frequencies.

Pre-Stressed Concrete Containment Tendon Surveillance Program ,////7‘r

h

Insert 5.0-04

Approved TSTF-237

Reactor Coolant Pump Flywheel Inspection Program

This program shall provide for the inspection of each reactor
coolant pump flywheel per the recommendations of Regulatory.
Position ¢.4.b of Regulatory Guide 1.14, Revision 1, August 1975.

EE—

WOG STS
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Programs and Manuals

5.5
Approved TSTF-118|—>Tp,¢ provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the SG Tube
Surveillance Program test frequencies.
5.5 Programs and Manuals
Inservice Testing Program Approved TSTF-279

This program provides controls for 1nserv1ce testing of ASME Code —]

Class 1. 2, and 3 fomponents Jincludin PPOTLS. | The

[ program shall include the folTowing:

lpumps and valves
A

a. Testing frequencies specified in Section XI of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as
{ 4 follows:

ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and
applicable Addenda

terminology for Required Frequencies
inservice testing for performing inservice
activities testing activities
Week 1y At least once per 7 days
Monthly At least once per 31 days
Quarterly or every

3 months At least once per 92 days
Semiannually or

every 6 months At least once per 184 days
Every 9 months At least once per 276 days
Yearly or annually At least once per 366 days
Biennially or every

2 years At Teast once per 731 days

b. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the above
required Frequencies for performing inservice testing
activities;

C. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicab le to inservice
testing activities; and

d. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be
construed to supersede the requirements of any TS.
Replace with

[ 6 Insert 5.0-14

v

5.5.;' Steam Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance Program

be relocated from
+ate administrative controls

generator tube 3UTve
the LCO and included

WOG STS 5.0-11 Rev 1., 04/07/95




Programs and Manuals
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

Secondary Water Chemistry Program [ 7 ]

This program provides controls for monitoring secondary water v
chemistry to inhibit SG tube degradation pad—tow—pressure—turbine-|

di-se—straso—corrgsion ﬁraPPingl. The program shall include:

Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP)

[dentification of a sampling schedule for the critical
variables and control points for these variables:

Identification of the procedures used to measure the values
of the critical variables;

Identification of process sampling points, which shall
include monitoring the discharge of the condensate pumps for
evidence of condenser in leakage;

Procedures for the recording and management of data;

Procedures defining corrective actions for all off control
point chemistry conditions; and

A procedure identifying the authority responsible for the
interpretation of the data and the sequence and timing of
administrative events, which is required to initiate

corrective action. 3 }

Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2

A program shall be established to implement the following required
testing of [Erg+reered—Safety—Festure (ESE—Filter vonptilation |

48&@%emg[at the frequencies specified in ]
in accordance with ' —o

4-3nd
|

the Control Room L}ggg areAo—1] I

Emergency Filtration
System (F-16) rva

| ANSI N510-1980. ]
)

/ the Contro! Room Emergency Filtration System (F-16) 4—[

]

Demonstrate for |eseh—of—the—LSE—systems-|that an inplace test

a penetration and system bypass k—F8--5]% when tested in
accordance with |[FRegulatory—Guido—t—br——ReyvT-soa—2 —ard—ASME

at Epamsaictaom Fliourats oo Fr T AT~ T THUT]
N-Mg-} = i e =4 A AN e

of the high efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filters shows <10
|

—_

4

h

A
2
v Ventilation Syst lowrate E——

ANSI N510-1980, a system
Section 10, flowrate of

4950 cfm *

10%

WOG STS 5.0-12 Rev 1, 04/07/95




5.5 Programs and Manuals

Programs

Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP)

ANSIN510-1980,
Section 12.

b. Demonstrate for Paﬂh of tha ESF °ys+°m°|that an inplace test
of the charcoal adsorber shows a penetration and system
bypass|¢—£@—@5}é when tested in accordance with |[fRegutetory
Ga4de—4—52——Re¥4s4en—2——@44—A§ME—N64@—;Q89;4 at [TRe—Sysoem

\
Ventilation Sy a system lowrat
flowrate of
4950 c¢fm %
10%
1} i 1 8
c. Demonstrate for |that a laboratory

and Manuals
5.5

y

(continued)

the Control Room
Emergency Filtration
System (F-16)

test of a sample of the charcoal adsorber,

when obtained as

described 1in

, shows the

| FROGH-aE Yl b 8R0S0 ]
— methyl iodide penetration [Tess—Fhan—thevarHe—speciiied

_»| ANSIN510-1980, <1.0%
Section 13 [beFow]when tested in accordance with ta %
s | temperature of < [30°CY and greater than or equal to the
//re1ative humidity fpectFiedhetow| [ i ASTM D3803-1989 8
[ z »30°C entilation System Penetration _RH—
(3 )l —
L '_\

efficiency for C
(safety factor).

Safety factor

ote: Allowable penetration = [100%

1 credited in staff sa

for systems with heaters.

[7] for systems without heaters.

- met

valuation]/

Y

d.

the Control Room
Emergency Filtration
System (F-16)

Demonstrate forIeaeh—ei—%he-ESE—&ysaym;|that the pressure

(

drop across the combined HEPA filters —the—prefitiers and

i

the charcoal adsorbers is less than [Fhe—vatue—spociiied [+

[bedow|when tested in accordance with [RegulatoryGuwide 152

e

: ANSI N510-1980,
Sections 10 and 12

.

V6
,ﬂnches of water
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) . 8
“ J Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP)  (continued)
A
P e
> et on—e—10a].
a system - -
fowrate of ntilation System
4950 cfm + |« } >
10%

(2 }—

()

he value specified below [+ 10%
in accordance Wi [ASME N510-1989].

ESF Ventilation Wattage

///////////——— I

on-service Gas

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the VFTP
test frequencies. l

Explosive (as Pﬂd—é%e#age—lank—Rad#eae¢444¢guIMonitoring Program

This program provides controls for potentially explosive gas

Decay Tank

a0

(75

mixtures contained in the  [Wasbe—Lbas—Holdup—Systert| [Frhe—guantibty
- : — : : —

PESESL TN Radio }
ok o g dwa s He—guraat e s—shat—be—determined—in
i 3 —"Poctulated
"
2 The program shall 1nc1ude{]K/4a“n“tﬁ"oxygm’“”wen“aﬁon ]]J
I la. The—4-mibs—Forconcentrations—ofhudrogonand—oxwagen—|in the

on-service Gas
Decay Tank

and a surveillance program to
ensure the [+mts—are—patrbatned—Such—Haits [shall be

A
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Programs and Manuals
5.5

h 4

Explosive Gas bﬂd—é%e4&g@—l&n&—&a€¢@&@%¢¥4%y—|Mon1toring Program

(continued)

appropriate to the system's design criteria (i.e., whether
or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen
exp1os1on)[}+—ﬁ:]A (

<

A surveillance program to ensure that the quantity of
adioactivity contained in [each gas storage tank and fed
intewtfhe offgas treatment system] is Tess than the apelint

uncontrolied release of the tanks' contents
C. A surveillance progra
radioactivity contained imQll-outdoor liquid radwaste tanks
that are not surrounded b , dikes, or walls, capable
of holding the tanks' cehtents anththat do not have tank
overflows and surrodfdi i connected to the

0, Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2, at the™Rearest
potatrle water supply and the nearest surface water supply in
M unrestricted area, in the event of an uncontrolled
release of the tanks' contents.

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the
Explosive Gas hﬂd—%%e#&g@—i@ﬂ@J%k#Hﬁkﬂ;Aﬂiﬁh|Mon1tor1ng Program

surveillance frequencies.

10}

Diesel Fuel Qil Testing Program

A diesel fuel oil testing program to implement required testing of
both new fuel 011 and stored fuel oil shall be established. The
program shall include sampling and testing requirements, and
acceptance criteria, all in accordance with applicable ASTM
Standards. The purpose of the program is to estabiish the
following:

a. Acceptability of new fuel o0il for use prior to addition to
storage tanks by determining that the fuel o0il has:

1. an API gravity or an absolute specific gravity wit hin
Timits,

WOG STS
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Approved 5.5
TSTF-118, R0

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to

Y

the Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program test frequencies.

5.5 Programs and Manuals

5.5113 Diesel Fuel 0i1 Testing Program (continued)

Ve

12

] 2. a flash point and kinematic viscosity within 1imits for
ASTM 2D fuel o0il, and

Within 31 days
following|addition of 3. a clear and bright appearance with proper color;

the new fuel oil to
storage tanks verify that

h . fih b Othaor pr\nparﬂl—i ac Ffor ACTM 210 £ ~91 Sma o1 +!n1lnl 13mits
the properties of the : o e R A AL R
new fuel oil, other than p| WA —E o awing—Samp-rg—and—additi-on-to—storage—

those addressed in a. | Earks]; and

above, are within limits

for ASTM 2D fuel 0il  |C. Total particulate concentration of the fuel oil is < 10 mg/]
5 when tested every [3%|days in accordance with

[ 14 |—»[Method A2 or A 3]

Approved
TSTF-106, R1

92 1 14 _’l the applicable ASTM standard |

<

<

Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases
of these Technical Specifications.

a. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under
appropriate administrative controls and reviews.

b. Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC
approval provided the changes do not involve either of the
following:

1. a change in the TS incorporated in the license; or

2. a change to the updated FSAR or Bases that inv olves an
unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.

o The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure
that the Bases are maintained consistent with the FSAR.

d. Proposed changes that meet the criteria of Specification
p above shall be reviewed and approved by the NRC
[ ] prior to implementation. Changes to the Bases implemented
without prior NRC approval shall be provided to the NRC on a
frequency consistent with 10 CFR 50.71(e).

WOG STS 5.0-16 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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5.5

and assuming no
concurrent loss of
offsite power or loss

Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)

This program ensures loss of safety function is detected and

appropriate actions taken.

Upon entry into LCO 3.0.6, an

evaluation shall be made to determine if loss of safety function

exists.
result of the support system

Additionally, other appropriate actions may be taken as a
inoperability and corresponding

exception to entering supported system Condition and Required

Actions.

The SFDP shall contain the following:

a.

This program implements the requirements of LCO 3.0.6.

Provisions for cross train checks to ensure a loss of the
capability to perform the safety function assumed in the
accident analysis does not go undetected;:

Provisions for ensuring the plant is maintained in a safe
condition if a loss of function condition exists;

Provisions to ensure that an inoperable supported system's
Completion Time is not inappropriately extended as a result

of multiple support system

inoperabilities; and

Other appropriate limitations and remedial or compensatory

actions.

A loss of safety function exists when, assuming no concurrent

of onsite diesel
generator(s),

T

Approved
TSTF-273, R2

|

When a loss of safety
function is caused by
the inoperability of a
single Technical
Specification support
system, the appropriate
Conditions and
Required Actions to
enter are those of the

single failure,¥a safety function assumed in the accident analysis

cannot be performed.

For the purpose of this program, a loss of

safety function may exist when a support system is inoperable,

and:

d.

A required system redundant to the system(s) supported by
the inoperable support system is also inoperable; or

A required system redundant to the system(s) in turn
supported by the inoperable supported system is also

inoperable; or

A required system redundant to the support system(s) for the

supported systems (a) and (b) above is also inoperable.

|

Y

support system. The SFDP identifies where a loss of safety function exists. If a
loss of safety function is determined to exist by this program, n Y
the appropriate Conditions and Required Actions of the LCO in éi:;;04n
which the loss of safety function exists are required to be
P —

entered.

L ¥ «—
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Insert 5.0-01:

5.5.15 Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program

a.

A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of
the containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix
J, Option B, as modified by approved exemptions. This program shall be
in accordance with the guidelines contained in Regulatory Guide 1.163,
"Performance-Based Containment Leak-Test Program,” dated September,
1995.

The peak design containment internal accident pressure, P,, is 60 psig.

The maximum allowable containment leakage rate, L, at P,, shall be 0.4%
of containment air weight per day.

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:
1. Containment leakage rate acceptance criterion is < 1.0 L,.
2. During the first unit startup following testing in accordance with

this program, the Teakage rate acceptance are < 0.6 L, for the
combined Type B and Type C tests and < 0.75 L, for the Type A

tests.
3. Air Tock testing acceptance criteria are:
i. Overall air lock Teakage rate is < 0.05 L, when tested at
> P,
ii. For each door seal, leakage rate is equivalent to 02 L,

< 0.
at > P, when tested at a differential pressure of = to 10
inches of Hg

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 do not apply to the test frequencies in the
Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program.

The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Containment Leakage
Rate Testing Program.



Insert 5.0-02:

5.5.16

Section 5.0 Inserts

Reactor Coolant System (RCS) Pressure Isolation Valve (PIV)

Leakage Program

A program shall be established to verify the Teakage from each RCS PIV
is within the 1imits specified below, in accordance with the Event V
Order, issued April 20, 1981.

Minimum differential test pressure shall not be less than 150 psid.

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

1.

Leakage rates less than or equal to 1.0 gpm are considered
acceptable.

Leakage rates greater than 1.0 gpm but Tess than or equal to 5.0
gpm are considered acceptable if the latest measured rate has not
exceeded the rate determined by the previous test by an amount
that reduces the margin between measured leakage rate and the
maximum permissible rate of 5.0 gpm by 50% or greater.

Leakage rates greater than 1.0 gpm but Tess than or equal to 5.0
gpm are considered unacceptable if the Tatest measured rate
exceeded the rate determined by the previous test by an amount
that reduces the margin between measured leakage rate and the
maximum permissible rate of 5.0 gpm by 50% or greater.

Leakage rates greater than 5.0 gpm are considered unacceptable.
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: L)
Insert 5.0-04: \\a

In Tieu of Position C.4.b(1)and C.4.b(2), a qualified in-place UT examination over
he volume from the inner bore of the flywheel to the circle one-half of the outer
adius or a surface examination (MT and/or PT) of exposed surfaces of the removed
lywheels may be conducted at approximately 10 year intervals coinciding with the

Inservice Inspection schedule as required by ASME Section XI.

1. LTeensees shall confirm that the flywheels are made of SA 533B material.

Further, TTcensees having Group-15 flywheels (as determined in WCAP-14535—Topical
Report on Reactor~Eqolant Pump Flywheel Inspection Elimination”) need to demonstrate
that material propertigs~Qf their A516 material is equivalent-0 SA 533B material,
and its reference temperature~RT is less than 30 degrees™F.

2. For flywheels not made of SA 533B or-Akdf6 material, Ticensees need to either
demonstrate that the flywheel materiat-properfies_are bounded by those of SA 533B
material, or provide the minimuwSpecified ultimate tensile stress, the fracture
toughness, and the referenc€ temperature, RT, . for that Waserial. For the latter,
the licensees shoyld-Employ these material properties, and use Thegethodology in
the topical repOrt, as extended in the two responses to the staff’'s RANo provide
as assessfMent to justify a change in inspection schedule for their plants.
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Insert 5.0-06:
shall be in accordance with the following:

1. For noble gases: a dose rate < 500mrem/yr to the whole body and a dose rate
< 3000 mrem/yr to the skin, and

2. For iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all radionuclides in particulate form
with half-1ives greater than 8 days: a dose rate < 1500 mrem/yr to any organ:
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Insert 5.0-14:

This program provides controls for inservice inspection and testing of
steam generator tubing.

a.

Definitions.

Tube Inspection - Entry from the hot-leg side with examination

from the point of entry completely around the U-bend to the top
support of the cold-leg is considered a tube inspection.

Imperfection - An exception to the dimension, finish, or contour
of a tube from that reguired by fabrication drawings or
specifications. Eddy-current testing indications below 20% of the
nominal tubke wall thickness, if detectable, may be considered as
imperfections.

Degradation - A service induced cracking, wastage, wear or general
corrosion occurring on either the inside or outside of a tube.

Degraded Tube - A tube that contains imperfections caused by
degradation greater than 20% of the nominal tube wall thickness.

Defect - An imperfection of such severity that it exceeds the
minimum acceptable tube wall thickness of 50%. A tube containing
a defect is defective.

Plugging Limit - The imperfection depth beyond which the tube must
be removed from service or repailred, because the tube may become
defective prior to the next scheduled inspection. The plugging
limit is 40% of the nominal wall thickness.

Sample Selection and Testing

Selection and testing of steam generator tubes shall be made on the
following basis:

1.

One steam generator of each unit may be selected for inspection
during inservice inspection in accordance with the following
requirements:

i. The inservice inspection may be limited to one steam
generator on an alternating sequence basis. This
examination shall include at least 6% of the tubes if the
results of the first or a prior inspection indicate that
both generators are performing in a comparable manner.

ii. When both steam generators are required to be examined by
Table 5.5.8-1 and if the condition of tubes in one steam
generator is found to be more severe than in the other steam
generator of a unit, the steam generator sampling sequence
at the subsequent inservice inspection shall be modified to
examine the steam generator with the more severe condition.



Section 5.0 Inserts

The minimum sample size, inspection result classification and the
associated reguired action shall be in conformance with the
requirements of Table 5.5.8-1. The results of each sampling
examination of a steam generator shall be classified in the
following three categories:

i. Category C-1: Less than 5% of the total tubes examined are
degraded but none are defective.

ii. Category C-2: Between 5% and 10% of the total number of
tubes examined are degraded, but none are defective or one
tube to not more than 1% of the sample is defective.

iii. Category C-3: More than 10% of the total number of tubes
examined are degraded, but none are defective or more than
1% of the sample is defective.

If the first sample of a given steam generator during any
inservice ingpection, degraded tubes not beyond the plugging limit
detected by prior examinations in that steam generator shall be
included in the above percentage calculations, only if these tubes
are demonstrated to have a further wall penetration of greater
than 10% of the tube nominal wall thickness.

Tubes shall be selected for examination primarily from those areas
of the tube bundle where service experience has shown the most
severe tube degradation.

In addition to the sample size specified in Table 5.5.8-1, the
tubes examined in a given steam generator during the first
examination of any inservice inspection shall include all non-
plugged tubes in that steam generator that from prior examination
were degraded.

During the second and third sample examinations of any inservice
inspection, the tube inspection may be limited to those sections
of the tube lengths where imperfections were detected during the
prior examination.

Examination Method and Requirements.

The examination method shall meet the intent of the requirements
in ASME Section XI Appendix IV. This includes eguipment,
personnel, and procedure requirements, certification and
calibration along with records and reports. The actual technique
may be the latest industry accepted technique, provided the flaw
detection capability is as good or better than the technique
endorsed by the code in effect per 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g).
This allows the use of improvements in inspection techniques that
were not included in the code in effect. However, it means that
word-for-word compliance with Appendix IV of ASME Section XI may
not be possible.
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Inspection Intervals

1.

Inservice inspections shall not be more than 24 calendar months
apart.

The inservice inspections may be scheduled to be coincident
with refueling outages or any plant shutdown, provided the
inspection intervals of 5.5.8.d.1 are not exceeded.

If two consecutive inservice inspections covering a time span
of at least 12 months yield results that fall in C-1 category,
the inspection frequency may be extended to 40 month intervals.

If the results of the inservice inspection of steam generator
tubing conducted in accordance with Table 5.5.8-1 requires that
a third sample examination must be performed, and the results
of this fall in the category C-3, the inspection freguency
shall be reduced to not more than 20 month intervals. The
reduction shall apply until a subsequent inspection
demonstrates that a third sample examination is not required.

Unscheduled inspections shall be conducted in accordance with
Specification 5.5.8.b on any steam generator with primary-to-
secondary tube leakage exceeding Specification 3.4.13.d. All
steam generators shall be inspected in the event of a seismic
occurrence greater than an operating basis earthquake, a LOCA
requiring actuation of engineered safeguards, or a main steam
line or feedwater line break.

Corrective Measures

All tubes that leak or have degradation exceeding the plugging

limit shall be plugged or repaired by a process such as sleeving

prior to return to power from a refueling or inservice inspection

condition. Sleeved tubes having sleeve degradation exceeding 40%
of the nominal sleeve wall thickness shall be plugged. (Brazed
joints shall not be employed. Tubes previously subject to
explosive plugging shall not be sleeved.)
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TABLE 5.5.8-1
STEAM GENERATOR TUBE INSPECTION PER UNIT
POINT BEACH UNITS 1 & 2

1ST SAMPLE EXAMINATION ZND SAMPLE EXAMINATION 3RD SAMPLE EXAMINATION
Sample Size Result Action Required Result Action Required Result Action Required
A minimum of S | C-1 Acceptable for continued N/A N/A N/A N/A
tubes per service
Steam
Generator c-2 Plug or repair tubes c-1 Acceptable for continued N/A N/A
(§.G.) exceeding the plugging limit service
and proceed with 2nd sample c-2 PTug or repair tubes C-1 Acceptable for continued
examination of 2S5 tubes in exceeding the plugging Timit service
S=3(N/n) % same steam generator and proceed with 3rd sample c-2 Piug or repair tubes
examination of 4S5 tubes in exceeding plug limit.
same steam generator Acceptable for continued
Where: service
) €-3 Perform action required
N is the under C-3 of 1st sample
number of examination
steam _ C-3 Perform action required N/A N/A
generators in under C-3 of lst sample
the plant = 2 examination
C-3 Inspect essentially all C-11n Acceptable for continued N/A N/A
) tubes in this S.G., plug or other service
n is the repair tubes exceeding the S.G.
ngber of plugging 1imit and proceed C-2 in Perform action required N/A N/A
eam with 2nd sample examination other under C-2 of 2nd sample
generaiogs of 25 tubes in the other S.G. examination above
éﬂi?ig o steam generator. Reportable [C-3 in Tnspect essentially all N/A N/A
examination in accordancg_w1th 10 CFR other tubes in S.G. & plug or
50.73(a)(2)(i1). S.G. repair tubes exceeding the
plugging Timit. Reportable
in accordance with 10 CFR
50.73(a)(2)(7i).




No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient events.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.

Page 1 0of 4



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.05

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LA

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relocates requirements from the Technical Specifications to the Bases,
FSAR, or other plant controlled documents. The Bases and FSAR will be maintained using
the provisions of 10 CFR 50.58. In addition to 10 CFR 50.59 provisions, the Technical
Specifications Bases are subject to the change process in the Administrative Controls
Chapter of the ITS. Plant procedures and other plant controlled documents are subject to
controls imposed by plant administrative procedures, which endorse applicable regulations
and standards. Changes to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents will be
evaluated in accordance with the requirements of the Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0
of the ITS, 10 CFR 50.59, or plant administrative processes. Therefore, no increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated will be allowed.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any different requirements and adequate
control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a hew or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the requirements to be moved from the Technical
Specifications to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents are as they currently
exist. Future changes to the requirements in the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlied
documents will be evaluated in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, the
Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0 of the ITS, or the applicable plant process and no
reduction in a margin of safety will be allowed.

Page 2 of 4
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15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LB

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

This change involves deletion of a Specifications/information which is duplicative of
information contained in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFRs). This information is more
appropriately addressed by the CFRs and serves no purpose in the Technical Specifications.
Deletion of this information will not result in an increase in the probability of an accident.
Regulatory requirements do not alter plant design or configuration; therefore, this does not
alter any event precursor. Accordingly, there will be no effect on the consequences of any
accident.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which
are adequately addressed in the CFRs. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which are

duplicative of requirements contained in the CFRs. These items are not an input to any
accident analysis and, therefore, have no impact on margin of safety.

Page 3 of 4
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15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

M

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more restrictive requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter the assumptions relative to the mitigation of an
accident or transient event. These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process
variables, structures, systems and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses. Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements. However, these
changes do not affect any assumptions made in the safety analysis. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no affect on or increases the
margin of safety. Each change is providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.
These changes are consistent with the safety analysis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a reduction in a margin of safety.

Page 4 of 4
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5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.5 Programs and Manuals

The following programs shall be established, implemented, and maintained.

5.5.1 Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM)

a.

The ODCM shall contain the methodology and parameters used in
the calculation of offsite doses resulting from radioactive gaseous
and liquid effluents, in the calculation of gaseous and liquid effluent
monitoring alarm and trip setpoints, and in the conduct of the
radiological environmental monitoring program; and

The ODCM shall also contain the radioactive effluent controls and
radiological environmental monitoring activities, and descriptions of
the information that should be included in the Annual Monitoring
Report required by Specification 5.6.2.

Licensee initiated changes to the ODCM:

1.

Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be
retained. This documentation shall contain:

i. sufficient information to support the change(s) together
with the appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the
change(s), and

ii. a determination that the change(s) maintain the levels of
radioactive effluent control required by 10 CFR 20.1302,
40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 10 CFR 50, Appendix I,
and not adversely impact the accuracy or reliability of
effluent, dose, or setpoint calculations;

Shall become effective after the approval of the Plant Manager;
and

Shall be submitted to the NRC in the form of a complete,
legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part of or concurrent with
the Annual Monitoring Report for the period of the report in
which any change in the ODCM was made. Each change shall
be identified by markings in the margin of the affected pages,
clearly indicating the area of the page that was changed, and
shall indicate the date (i.e., month and year) the change was
implemented.

POINT BEACH

5.5-1 DRAFT REV A
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5.5 Programs and Manuals

55.2

5.5.3

Primary Coolant Sources Qutside Containment

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those portions
of systems outside containment that could contain highly radioactive
fluids during a serious transient or accident to levels as low as
practicable. The systems include Containment Spray, Safety Injection
(High Head) and Safety Injection (Low Head) systems. The program shall
include the following:

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection
requirements; and

b. Integrated leak test requirements for each system at refueling cycle
intervals or less.

Post Accident Sampling

This program provides controls that ensure the capability to obtain and
analyze reactor coolant, radioactive gases, and particulates in plant
gaseous effluents and containment atmosphere samples under accident
conditions. The program shall include the following:

a. Training of personnel;

b. Procedures for sampling and analysis; and

C. Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis equipment.
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5.5.4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Program

This program conforms to 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of radioactive

effluents and for maintaining the doses to members of the public from

radioactive effluents as low as reasonably achievable. The program shall
be contained in the ODCM, shall be implemented by procedures, and
shall include remedial actions to be taken whenever the program limits
are exceeded. The program shall include the following elements:

a. Limitations on the functional capability of radioactive liquid and
gaseous monitoring instrumentation including surveillance tests and
setpoint determination in accordance with the methodology in the
ODCM;

b. Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive material released in
liquid effluents to unrestricted areas, conforming to ten times the
concentration values in Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2 to
10 CFR 20.1001-20.2402;

c. Monitoring, sampling, and analysis of radioactive liquid and gaseous
effluents in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302 and with the
methodology and parameters in the ODCM;

d. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose commitment
to a member of the public from radioactive materials in liquid
effluents released from each unit to unrestricted areas, conforming
to 10 CFR 50, Appendix |;

e. Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions from
radioactive effluents for the current calendar quarter and current
calendar year in accordance with the methodology and parameters
in the ODCM at least every 31 days;

f. Limitations on the functional capability and use of the liquid and
gaseous effluent treatment systems to ensure that appropriate
portions of these systems are used to reduce releases of
radioactivity when the projected doses in a period of 31 days would
exceed 2% of the guidelines for the annual dose or dose
commitment, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;
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5.5.4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Program (continued)

g.

Limitations on the dose rate resulting from radioactive material
released in gaseous effluents from the site to areas at or beyond
the site boundary shall be in accordance with the following:

1.  For noble gases: a dose rate < 500mrem/yr to the whole body and a
dose rate < 3000 mrem/yr to the skin, and

2. For iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all radionuclides in
particulate form with half-lives greater than 8 days: a dose rate <
1500 mrem/yr to any organ;

Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting from
noble gases released in gaseous effluents from each unit to areas
beyond the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;

Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of the
public from iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all radionuclides in
particulate form with half lives > 8 days in gaseous effluents
released from each unit to areas beyond the site boundary,
conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I; and

Limitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to any member
of the public, beyond the site boundary, due to releases of
radioactivity and to radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources,
conforming to 40 CFR 190.

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Radioactive
Effluent Controls Program surveillance frequency.
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5.5.5

5.5.6

Component Cyclic or Transient Limit

This program provides controls to track the FSAR, Section 4.1, cyclic and
transient occurrences to ensure that components are maintained within
the design limits.

Reactor Coolant Pump Flywheel Inspection Program

This program shall provide for the inspection of each reactor coolant
pump flywheel per the recommendations of Regulatory Position c.4.b of
Regulatory Guide 1.14, Revision 1, August 1975.

In lieu of Position c.4.b(1)and c.4.b(2), a qualified in-place UT
examination over the volume from the inner bore of the flywheel to the
circle one-half of the outer radius or a surface examination (MT

and/or PT) of exposed surfaces of the removed flywheels may be
conducted at approximately 10 year intervals coinciding with the Inservice
Inspection schedule as required by ASME Section XI.
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5.5.7 Inservice Testing Program

This program provides controls for inservice testing of ASME Code
Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves. The program shall include the
following:

a. Testing frequencies specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as follows:

ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and
applicable Addenda

terminology for Required Frequencies
inservice testing for performing inservice
activities testing activities
Weekly At least once per 7 days
Monthly At least once per 31 days
Quarterly or every

3 months At least once per 92 days
Semiannually or

every 6 months At least once per 184 days
Every 9 months At least once per 276 days
Yearly or annually At least once per 366 days
Biennially or every

2 years At least once per 731 days

b. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the above required
Frequencies for performing inservice testing activities;

C. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to inservice testing
activities; and

d. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be
construed to supersede the requirements of any TS.
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5.5.8 Steam Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance Program

This program provides controls for inservice inspection and testing of
steam generator tubing.

a. Definitions.

1.

Tube Inspection — Entry from the hot-leg side with examination
from the point of entry completely around the U-bend to the top
support of the cold-leg is considered a tube inspection.

Imperfection - An exception to the dimension, finish, or contour
of a tube from that required by fabrication drawings or
specifications. Eddy-current testing indications below 20% of
the nominal tube wall thickness, if detectable, may be
considered as imperfections.

Degradation — A service induced cracking, wastage, wear or
general corrosion occurring on either the inside or outside of a
tube.

Degraded Tube — A tube that contains imperfections caused by
degradation greater than 20% of the nominal tube wall
thickness.

Defect — An imperfection of such severity that it exceeds the
minimum acceptable tube wall thickness of 50%. A tube
containing a defect is defective.

Plugging Limit — The imperfection depth beyond which the tube
must be removed from service or repaired, because the tube
may become defective prior to the next scheduled inspection.
The plugging limit is 40% of the nominal wall thickness.
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5.5.8 Steam Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance Program  (continued)

b. Sample Selection and Testing

Selection and testing of steam generator tubes shall be made on
the following basis:

1. One steam generator of each unit may be selected for
inspection during inservice inspection in accordance with the
following requirements:

i. The inservice inspection may be limited to one steam
generator on an alternating sequence basis. This
examination shall include at least 6% of the tubes if the
results of the first or a prior inspection indicate that both
generators are performing in a comparable manner.

ii. When both steam generators are required to be
examined by Table 5.5.8-1 and if the condition of tubes
in one steam generator is found to be more severe than
in the other steam generator of a unit, the steam
generator sampling sequence at the subsequent
inservice inspection shall be modified to examine the
steam generator with the more severe condition.

2. The minimum sample size, inspection result classification and
the associated required action shall be in conformance with the
requirements of Table 5.5.8-1. The results of each sampling
examination of a steam generator shall be classified in the
following three categories:

i. Category C-1: Less than 5% of the total tubes examined
are degraded but none are defective.

ii. Category C-2: Between 5% and 10% of the total number
of tubes examined are degraded, but none are defective
or one tube to not more than 1% of the sample is
defective.

iii. Category C-3: More than 10% of the total number of
tubes examined are degraded, but none are defective or
more than 1% of the sample is defective.
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5.5.8 Steam Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance Program  (continued)

If the first sample of a given steam generator during any inservice
inspection, degraded tubes not beyond the plugging limit detected
by prior examinations in that steam generator shall be included in
the above percentage calculations, only if these tubes are
demonstrated to have a further wall penetration of greater than 10%
of the tube nominal wall thickness.

3. Tubes shall be selected for examination primarily from those
areas of the tube bundle where service experience has shown
the most severe tube degradation.

4. In addition to the sample size specified in Table 5.5.8-1, the
tubes examined in a given steam generator during the first
examination of any inservice inspection shall include all non-
plugged tubes in that steam generator that from prior
examination were degraded.

5. During the second and third sample examinations of any
inservice inspection, the tube inspection may be limited to
those sections of the tube lengths where imperfections were
detected during the prior examination.

C. Examination Method and Requirements.

The examination method shall meet the intent of the requirements
in ASME Section XI Appendix IV. This includes equipment,
personnel, and procedure requirements, certification and calibration
along with records and reports. The actual technique may be the
latest industry accepted technique, provided the flaw detection
capability is as good or better than the technique endorsed by the
code in effect per 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g). This allows the
use of improvements in inspection techniques that were not
included in the code in effect. However, it means that word-for-
word compliance with Appendix IV of ASME Section XI may not be
possible.
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5.5.8 Steam Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance Program (continued)

d. Inspection Intervals

1.

Inservice inspections shall not be more than 24 calendar
months apart.

The inservice inspections may be scheduled to be coincident
with refueling outages or any plant shutdown, provided the
inspection intervals of 5.5.8.d.1 are not exceeded.

If two consecutive inservice inspections covering a time span of
at least 12 months yield results that fall in C-1 category, the
inspection frequency may be extended to 40 month intervals.

If the results of the inservice inspection of steam generator
tubing conducted in accordance with Table 5.5.8-1 requires that
a third sample examination must be performed, and the results
of this fall in the category C-3, the inspection frequency shall
be reduced to not more than 20 month intervals. The reduction
shall apply until a subsequent inspection demonstrates that a
third sample examination is not required.

Unscheduled inspections shall be conducted in accordance with
Specification 5.5.8.b on any steam generator with primary-to-
secondary tube leakage exceeding Specification 3.4.13.d. All
steam generators shall be inspected in the event of a seismic
occurrence greater than an operating basis earthquake, a
LOCA requiring actuation of engineered safeguards, or a main
steam line or feedwater line break.

e. Corrective Measures

All tubes that leak or have degradation exceeding the plugging limit
shall be plugged or repaired by a process such as sleeving prior to
return to power from a refueling or inservice inspection condition.
Sleeved tubes having sleeve degradation exceeding 40% of the
nominal sleeve wall thickness shall be plugged. (Brazed joints shall
not be employed.

Tubes previously subject to explosive plugging shall not be sleeved)

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the SG Tube Surveillance
Program test frequencies.
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1ST SAMPLE EXAMINATION

TABLE 5.5.8-1
STEAM GENERATOR TUBE INSPECTION PER UNIT
POINT BEACH UNITS 1 & 2

2ND SAMPLE EXAMINATION

3RD SAMPLE EXAMINATION

Sample Size Result | Action Required Result Action Required Result Action Required
A minimumof S | C-1 Acceptable for continued N/A N/A N/A N/A
tubes per Steam service
Generator (S.G.)
C-2 Plug or repair tubes C-1 Acceptable for continued N/A N/A
exceeding the plugging limit service
S=3(N/n) % and proceed with 2nd c-2 Plug or repair tubes C-1 Acceptable for continued
sample examination of 25 exceeding the plugging limit
tubes in same steam and proceed with 3rd c-2 Plug or repair tubes
Where: generator sample examination of 45 exceeding plug limit.
tubes in same steam Acceptable for continued
N is the number generator
of steam C-3 Perform action required
generators in under C-3 of 1st sample
the plant =2 examination
C-3 Perform action required N/A N/A
. under C-3 of 1st sample
n is the number examination
of steam C-3 Inspect essentially all tubes | C-1in Acceptable for continued N/A N/A
generators in this S.G., plug or repair | other S.G. | service
inspected during tubes exceeding the C-2in Perform action required N/A N/A
an examination plugging limit and proceed | other S.G. | under C-2 of 2nd sample
with 2nd sample examination above
examination of 25 tubes in | C-3in Inspect essentially all tubes | N/A N/A
the other steam generator. | other S.G. | in S.G. & plug or repair

Reportable in accordance
with 10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(ii).

tubes exceeding the
plugging limit. Reportable
in accordance with 10 CFR
50.73(a)(2)(ii).
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5.5.9 Secondary Water Chemistry Program

This program provides controls for monitoring secondary water chemistry
to inhibit SG tube degradation. The program shall include:

a. Identification of a sampling schedule for the critical variables and
control points for these variables;

b. Identification of the procedures used to measure the values of the
critical variables;

C. Identification of process sampling points, which shall include
monitoring the discharge of the condensate pumps for evidence of
condenser in leakage;

d. Procedures for the recording and management of data;

e. Procedures defining corrective actions for all off control point
chemistry conditions; and

f. A procedure identifying the authority responsible for the
interpretation of the data and the sequence and timing of
administrative events, which is required to initiate corrective action.

5.5.10 Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP)

A program shall be established to implement the following required
testing of the Control Room Emergency Filtration System (F-16) at the
frequencies specified in Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, and in
accordance with ANSI N510-1980.

a.

Demonstrate for the Control Room Emergency Filtration System
(F-16) that an inplace test of the high efficiency particulate air
(HEPA) filters shows a penetration and system bypass < 1.0% when
tested in accordance with ANSI N510-1980, Section 10, at a system
flowrate of 4950 cfm + 10%.

Demonstrate for the Control Room Emergency Filtration System
(F-16) that an inplace test of the charcoal adsorber shows a
penetration and system bypass < 1.0% when tested in accordance
with ANSI N510-1980, Section 12, at a system flowrate of

4950 cfm = 10%.
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5.5.10

5.5.11

Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP) (continued)

C. Demonstrate for the Control Room Emergency Filtration System
(F-186) that a laboratory test of a sample of the charcoal adsorber,
when obtained as described in ANSI N510-1980, Section 13, shows
the methyl iodide penetration < 1.0%, when tested in accordance
with ASTM D3803-1989 at a temperature of < 30°C and greater than
or equal to a relative humidity of 95%.

d. Demonstrate for the Control Room Emergency Filtration System
(F-18) that the pressure drop across the combined HEPA filters and
the charcoal adsorbers is less than 6 inches of water when tested in
accordance with ANSI N510-1980, Sections 10 and 12, at a system
flowrate of 4850 c¢fm = 10%.

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the VFTP test
frequencies.

Explosive Gas Monitoring Program

This program provides controls for potentially explosive gas mixtures
contained in the on-service Gas Decay Tank.

The program shall include a limit for oxygen concentration in the on-
service Gas Decay Tank and a surveillance program to ensure the limit is
maintained. This limit shall be appropriate to the system's design criteria
(i.e., whether or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen
explosion).

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Explosive
Gas Monitoring Program surveillance frequencies.
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5.5.12 Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program

A diesel fuel oil testing program to implement required testing of both
new fuel oil and stored fuel oil shall be established. The program shall
include sampling and testing requirements, and acceptance criteria, all in
accordance with applicable ASTM Standards. The purpose of the
program is to establish the following:

a. Acceptability of new fuel oil for use prior to addition to storage tanks
by determining that the fuel oil has:
1. an API gravity or an absolute specific gravity within limits,
2.  aflash point and kinematic viscosity within limits for ASTM 2D

fuel oil, and

3. a clear and bright appearance with proper color;

b. Within 31 days of addition of the new fuel oil to storage tanks verify
that the properties of the new fuel oil, other than those addressed in
a. above, are within limits for ASTM 2D fuel oil; and

c. Total particulate concentration of the fuel oil is < 10 mg/l when
tested every 92 days in accordance with the applicable ASTM
standard.

d. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the
Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program test frequencies.

5.5.13 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases of
these Technical Specifications.

a.

Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under appropriate
administrative controls and reviews.

Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC approval
provided the changes do not involve either of the following:

1. a change in the TS incorporated in the license; or

2. achange to the updated FSAR or Bases that involves an
unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.
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5.5.13 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program (continued)

c.

The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure that
the Bases are maintained consistent with the FSAR.

Proposed changes that meet the criteria of Specification 5.5.13b
above shall be reviewed and approved by the NRC prior to
implementation. Changes to the Bases implemented without prior
NRC approval shall be provided to the NRC on a frequency
consistent with 10 CFR 50.71(e).

5.5.14 Safety Function Determination Program {(SFDP)

This program ensures loss of safety function is detected and appropriate
actions taken. Upon entry into LCO 3.0.6, an evaluation shall be made to
determine if loss of safety function exists. Additionally, other appropriate
actions may be taken as a result of the support system inoperability and
corresponding exception to entering supported system Condition and
Required Actions. This program implements the requirements of

LCO 3.0.6. The SFDP shall contain the following:

a.

Provisions for cross train checks to ensure a loss of the capability
to perform the safety function assumed in the accident analysis
does not go undetected;

Provisions for ensuring the plant is maintained in a safe condition if
a loss of function condition exists;

Provisions to ensure that an inoperable supported system’s
Completion Time is not inappropriately extended as a result of
multiple support system inoperabilities; and

Other appropriate limitations and remedial or compensatory actions.
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5.5.14

5.5.15

Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP) (continued)

A loss of safety function exists when, assuming no concurrent single
failure, and assuming no concurrent loss of offsite power or loss of onsite
diesel generator(s), a safety function assumed in the accident analysis
cannot be performed. For the purpose of this program, a loss of safety
function may exist when a support system is inoperable, and:

a. A required system redundant to the system(s) supported by the
inoperable support system is also inoperable; or

b. A required system redundant to the system(s) in turn supported by
the inoperable supported system is also inoperable; or

c. A required system redundant to the support system(s) for the
supported systems (a) and (b) above is also inoperable.

The SFDP identifies where a loss of safety function exists. If a loss of
safety function is determined to exist by this program, the appropriate
Conditions and Required Actions of the LCO in which the loss of safety
function exists are required to be entered.

When a loss of safety function is caused by the inoperability of a single
Technical Specification support system, the appropriate Conditions and
Required Actions to enter are those of the support system.

Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program

a. A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of
the containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) and 10 CFR 50,
Appendix J, Option B, as modified by approved exemptions. This program
shall be in accordance with the guidelines contained in Regulatory Guide
1.163, “Performance-Based Containment Leak-Test Program,” dated
September, 1995.

b. The peak design containment internal accident pressure, P, is 60 psig.

C. The maximum allowable containment leakage rate, L, at P,, shall be 0.4%
of containment air weight per day.
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5.5.15 Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program__ (continued)

d.

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:
1. Containment leakage rate acceptance criterion is < 1.0 L,.

2. During the first unit startup following testing in accordance with this
program, the leakage rate acceptance are < 0.6 L, for the combined
Type B and Type C tests and < 0.75 L, for the Type A tests.

3. Airlock testing acceptance criteria are:
i Overall air lock leakage rate is < 0.05 L, when tested at > P,

ii. For each door seal, leakage rate is equivalent to < 0.02 L, at >
P. when tested at a differential pressure of = to 10 inches of
Hg.

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 do not apply to the test frequencies in the
Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program.

The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Containment Leakage
Rate Testing Program.
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5.5.16 Reactor Coolant System (RCS) Pressure Isolation Valve (PIV)

Leakage Program

A program shall be established to verify the leakage from each RCS PIV is within
the limits specified below, in accordance with the Event V Order, issued
April 20, 1981.

a.

b.

Minimum differential test pressure shall not be less than 150 psid.

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

1.

Leakage rates less than or equal to 1.0 gpm are considered
acceptable.

Leakage rates greater than 1.0 gpm but less than or equal to 5.0 gpm
are considered acceptable if the latest measured rate has not
exceeded the rate determined by the previous test by an amount that
reduces the margin between measured leakage rate and the
maximum permissible rate of 5.0 gpm by 50% or greater.

Leakage rates greater than 1.0 gpm but less than or equal to 5.0 gpm
are considered unacceptable if the latest measured rate exceeded the
rate determined by the previous test by an amount that reduces the
margin between measured leakage rate and the maximum
permissible rate of 5.0 gpm by 50% or greater.

Leakage rates greater than 5.0 gpm are considered unacceptable.
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ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
TS CTS DOC
SPEC 5.05.01 15.07.08.04 A.06 A.06
SPEC 5.06 15.06.09 A01
15.06.09.01.8.01 A01
SPEC 5.06.01 15.06.09.01.B.02.B A03
SPEC 5.06.02 15.07.08.04 A01
15.07.08.04.A.01 A04
15.07.08.04.A.03 A.05
'SPEC 5.06.03 15.06.09.01.C.01 LA.01
'SPEC 5.06.04 NEW M.03
SPEC 5.06.05 NEW M.04
SPEC 5.06.06 15.06.09.02.D M.02
NEW M.05
SPEC 5.06.07 15.04.04.11.D A.01
SPEC 5.06.08 15.04.02.A.07 A.02
15.06.09.01.B.02.A A1
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CTS to ITS 15-Mar-00

CTS ITS DOC
15.04.02.A.07 SPEC 5.06.08 A.02
15.04.04.11.D N/A LA.03

SPEC 5.06.07 A1
15.06.09 SPEC 5.06 A.01
15.06.09.01.A N/A . LB.O1
15.06.09.01.8 N/A A1
15.06.09.01.8.01 SPEC 5.06 A.01
15.06.09.01.B.02.A SPEC 5.06.08 A.01
15.06.09.01.8.02.B SPEC 5.06.01 A03
15.06.09.01.8.02.C N/A LB.02
15.06.09.01.8.02.D N/A A07
15.06.09.01.8.02.E N/A M.01
15.06.09.01.C.01 SPEC 5.06.03 LA.01
15.06.09.02 N/A A.01
15.06.09.02.B N/A LA.02
15.06.09.02.C N/A L.04
15.06.09.02.D SPEC 5.06.06 M.02
15.06.09.02.E N/A L.01
150610 N/A LAO3
15.07.08.04 SPEC 5.06.02 AO1
15.07.08.04.A.01 SPEC 5.06.02 A.04
15.07.08.04.A.02 N/A L.02
15.07.08.04.A.03 SPEC 5.06.02 A0
15.07.08.04.A.04 N/A LB.03
15.07.08.04.A.05 N/A L.03
15.07.08.04.A.06 SPEC 5.05.01 A.06
15.07.08.04.A.07 N/A LAO4
15.07.08.04B o N/A - LA.04
15.07.08.04C NA LA.04
15.07.08.04.D N/A LA.04
15.07.08.06 N/A LA.03
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A01

In the conversion of Point Beach Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:
15.04.04.1.D SPEC 5.06.07
15.06.09 SPEC 5.06
15.06.09.01.B N/A
15.06.09.01.B.01 SPEC 5.06
15.06.09.01.B.02.A SPEC 5.06.08
15.06.09.02 N/A
15.07.08.04 SPEC 5.06.02

A.02 Included in CTS 15.4.2.A.7 are the reporting requirements for steam generator tube inservice
inspection results. These reporting requirements will be retained in proposed ITS 5.6.8 (NUREG-
1431 item 5.6.10). NUREG-1431, item 5.6.10, "Steam Generator Tube Inspector Report," has a
bracketed reviewer's note stating "Reports required by the Licensee's current licensing basis
regarding steam generator tube surveillance requirements shall be included here. An
appropriate administrative controls format should be used."
Therefore, the CTS requirements have simply been transferred to proposed ITS 5.6.8, with
certain wording preferences changed to reflect the nomenclature and numbering used in the
ITS. The term "Annual Results and Data Report” has been changed to "a Report”, because the
"Annual Results and Data Report" is not being maintained in the proposed ITS. This change is
administrative.
CTS: ITS:
15.04.02.A.07 SPEC 5.06.08

A.03 CTS 15.06.09.01.B.02.B describes an attribute of the "Annual Results and Data Report". This

attribute's content is being included in the "Occupational Radiation Exposure Report" in
proposed ITS section 5.6.1. Minor administrative wording changes to this attribute were
necessary to reflect the wording in NUREG-1431. This change is administrative.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.09.01.B.02.B SPEC 5.06.01
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DOC Number DOC Text

A.04 Included in CTS 15.7.8.4.A are the requirements for the contents of the “Annual Monitoring
Report (AMR).” CTS 15.7.8.4.A.1 contains the requirements for a subsection of the AMR
referred to as the "Radiological Effluent Control Program (RECP).” The required contents of this
subsection are consistent with the required contents of NUREG-1431, item 5.6.3 “Radioactive
Effluent Release Report,” which is proposed for adoption in whole as ITS 5.6.2 “Annual
Monitoring Report.” This change is administrative.

CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.04.A.01 SPEC 5.06.02
A.05 Included in CTS 15.7.8.4.A are the requirements for the contents of the "Annual Monitoring

Report. (AMR).” CTS 15.7.8.4.A.3 contains the requirements for a subsection of the AMR
referred to as the "Radiological Effluent Monitoring Program (REMP)." The required contents of
this subsection are consistent with the required contents of NUREG-1431, item 5.6.2 "Annual
Radiological Environmental Operating Report,” which is proposed for adoption in whole as ITS
5.6.2 “Annual Monitoring Report.” This change is administrative.

CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.04.A.03 SPEC 5.06.02
A.06 CTS 15.7.8.4.A 6 states the following, “A description of changes to the REMCAP, ODCM, EM,

RECM or PCP which were implemented and became effective during the reporting period shall
be submitted pursuant to Specification 15.7.8.7." This requirement is duplicative of the
requirements contained in CTS 15.7.8.7. Therefore, this requirement will not be retained in the
proposed ITS. Change requirements for the ODCM are described in proposed ITS 5.5.1. This
change is administrative.

CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.04.A.06 SPEC 5.05.01
A.07 CTS 15.06.09.01.B.02.D states that the Annual Results and Data Report shall include a

tabulation of all challenges to the pressurizer power operated relief valves or pressurizer safety
valves. This attribute will not be retained in the proposed ITS because the NUREG-1431 (STS)
requirement in item 5.6.4, to include documentation of all challenges to the pressurizer power
operated relief valves or pressurizer safety valves in the monthly operating reports, was deleted
from the STS in accordance with NRC approved TSTF-258, revision 4. The basis for this
deletion (in TSTF-258) was that these attributes were not included in the guidance contained in
NRC Generic Letter 97-02, "Revised Contents of the Monthly Operating Report". Therefore, this
reporting requirement will not be retained in the proposed ITS.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.09.01.B.02.D N/A
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L.01

CTS 15.6.9.2.E states "if a main steam line radiation monitor (SA-11) fails and cannot be
restored to operability in seven days, prepare a special report within thirty days of the event,
outlining the action taken, the cause of the inoperability and the plans and schedule for restoring
the channel to operable status.” This requirement is not contained in NUREG-1431 and will not
be retained in the proposed ITS.

During the conversion of NUREG-1431 section 3.3.3 (Post Accident Monitoring Instrumentation)
to the proposed ITS for PBNP, operability requirements for the steam line radiation monitor (SA-
11) were not retained. This was based on the fact that this monitor is not identified as Type A or
Category | in the PBNP Regulatory Guide 1.97 analyses, and therefore does not need to be
included in the ITS. Not retaining this variable was less restrictive, but is acceptable because it
does not result in a reduction in the margin of safety.

Therefore, because this monitor was not retained in proposed ITS 3.3.3, the report requirements
for its inoperability will not be retained in proposed ITS 5.6. This change is less restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.09.02.E N/A

L.02

CTS 15.7.8.4.2 contains new and spent fuel receipts and shipment reporting requirements as a
subsection of the “Annual Monitoring Report (AMR)." This attribute will not be retained in the
proposed ITS. This reporting attribute is not contained in NUREG-1431. This reporting attribute
was contained in the original Technical Specifications for PBNP (early 1970’s).

This administrative reporting requirement is not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate
protection to the public health and safety. A search of the current licensing basis (CLB)
database did not reveal any regulatory commitments associated with this reporting criteria.
Therefore, this requirement will not be retained in the proposed ITS.

CTS: ITS:

15.07.08.04.A.02 N/A

L.03

CTS 15.7.8.4.5 contains administrative requirements for having meteorogical data kept on file on
site as a subsection of the “Annual Monitoring Report (AMR).” This attribute will not be retained
in the proposed ITS. This administrative requirement is not contained in NUREG-1431.

This administrative requirement is not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection to
the public health and safety. A search of the current licensing basis (CLB) database did not
reveal any regulatory commitments associated with this administrative requirement. Therefore,
this requirement will not be retained in the proposed ITS.

CTS: ITS:

15.07.08.04.A.05 N/A
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L.04

CTS 15.6.9.2.C states "In the event the low temperature overpressure protection (LTOP) system
(power operated relief valves in the low temperature overpressure protection mode) or residual
heat removal system relief valves are operated to relieve a pressure transient which, by
licensee's evaluation, could have resulted in an overpressurization incident had the system not
been operable, a special report shall be prepared and submitted to the Commission within 30
days. The report shall describe the circumstances initiating the transient, the effect of the
system on the fransient and any corrective action necessary to prevent recurrence." This
reporting requirement is a plant specific requirement that is not included in NUREG-1431 and
will not be retained in the proposed ITS.

This reporting requirement was added in a Wisconsin Electric (WE) license amendment
application (TSCR 56) dated 11/02/78, which was an application for adding numerous Technical
Specification requirements for “overpressure mitigating system operation.” This application was
approved by the NRC via License Amendment No. 45 (DPR-24) and No. 50 (DPR-27), and SER
dated 5/20/80. This reporting requirement was voluntarily added by WE probably because of the
high number of overpressurization events that were occurring in the industry at that time (prior to
the industry adding overpressurization protection). The NRC did not mention the addition of this
reporting requirement in the SER dated 5/20/80; therefore, it was not used by the NRC as a
basis for the approval of the license amendment.

This reporting requirement is not required to provide adequate protection to the public health and
safety. Any occurrence of a reactor vessel overpressurization event at PBNP will be evaluated
in accordance with the applicable regulations, 10 CFR 50.72 and 10 CFR 50.73, and reported to
the NRC if appropriate.

It should be noted that the NUREG-1431 (STS) requirement in item 5.6.4, to include
documentation of all challenges to the pressurizer power operated relief valves or pressurizer
safety valves in the monthly operating reports, was deleted from the STS in accordance with
NRC approved TSTF-258, revision 4. The basis for this deletion (in TSTF-258) was that these
attributes were not included in the guidance contained in NRC Generic Letter 97-02, "Revised
Contents of the Monthly Operating Report".

CTS: ITS:

15.06.00.02.C N/A
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LA.01

CTS 15.6.9.1.C contains details that are to be included in the Monthiy Operating Report. These
unnecessary details are being deleted from the Technical Specifications and will be relocated to
licensee control. NUREG-1431 item 5.6.3 contains the necessary details that are to be included
in the monthly operating report, and the proposed ITS will adopt these in whole.

These details included in the CTS are not required to be in the ITS and are better suited for
procedural control. These details are not required to provide adequate protection to the public
health and safety. Changes to plant procedures and other plant controlled documents are
subject to controls imposed by plant administrative procedures, which endorse applicable
regulations and standards. Therefore, the level of safety is unaffected by the change.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.09.01.C.01 SPEC 5.06.03

LA.02

CTS 15.6.9.2.B contains reporting requirements to notify the NRC within 14 days of any plans for
removal of any poison assemblies from the spent fuel storage racks. This reporting requirement
is being deleted from the Technical Specifications and will be relocated to licensee control. This
requirement was added as a result of License Amendment No. 35 (DPR-24) and No. 41 (DPR-
27), approved by the NRC via SER dated April 4, 1979, which allowed for re-racking of the spent
fuel pool (to increase available size). This reporting requirement is a plant specific requirement
that is not included in NUREG-1431.

This reporting requirement included in the CTS is not required to be in the ITS and is better
suited for procedural control. This reporting requirement is not required to provide adequate
protection to the public health and safety. Changes to plant procedures and other plant
controlled documents are subject to controls imposed by plant administrative procedures, which
endorse applicable regulations and standards. Therefore, the level of safety is unaffected by the
change.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.09.02.B ) N/A
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LA.O3

Wisconsin Electric Power Company has concluded that CTS 15.4.4.1[.D, 16.6.10, and 15.7.8.6
can be relocated to licensee control. The basis for this conclusion is as follows:

CTS section 15.4.4.11.D, 15.6.10, and 15.7.8.6 describes the administrative requirements for
records and records retension. These requirements will not be maintained in the proposed ITS
and will be relocated to licensee control. NUREG-1431 does not contain these administrative
requirements.

PBNP proposes to relocate the requirements in these CTS sections to Section 1.4, “Quality
Assurance Program,” of the PBNP Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR). This section of the
FSAR describes the PBNP Quality Assurance Program (QAP) in detail. Changes to this section
of the FSAR are controlled in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(a). Relocating
these requirements out of the CTS and into FSAR §1.4 is consistent with the guidance contained
in NRC Administrative Letter (AL) 95-08, "Relocation of Technical Specification Administrative
Controls Related to Quality Assurance,” dated December 12, 1995. NRC AL 95-06 states that
the NRC encourages relocation of the record and record retention requirements out of the
licensee’s Technical Specifications and into QAP descriptions as long as future revisions to said
functions are controlled in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54.

Conclusion:
Based on the above information, the requirements in CTS 15.4.4.11.D, 15.6.10, and 15.7.8.6 can
be relocated to licensee control.

CTS: ITS:

15.04.04.11.D N/A -
15.06.10 N/A -
15.07.08.06 N/A
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LA.04

CTS 15.7.8.4.A.7, and CTS 15.7.8.4.B through D contain numerous details and requirements for
the radioactive effluent control program. These requirements will not be maintained in the
proposed ITS and will be relocated to licensee control. NUREG-1431 does not contain these
administrative requirements. This detail is not required to be in the technical specifications to
provide adequate protection to the public health and safety.

These CTS requirements are already contained in the Point Beach Offsite Dose Calculation
Manual (ODCM) and/or its implementing procedures. Changes to these requirements will be
controlled in accordance with the 10 CFR 50.59 process. Therefore, the level of safety is
unaffected by the change.

CTS: ITS:
15.07.08.04.A.07 N/A
15.07.08.04.B N/A
156.07.08.04.C N/A
16.07.08.04.D N/A

LB.O1

CTS 15.6.9.1.A requires submission of a summary report to the NRC of plant startup and power
escalation testing under the following conditions: a. Receipt of an operating license, b.
Amendment to the license involving a planned increase in power level, c. Installation of fuel that
has a different design or has been manufactured by a different fuel supplier, and d. Modifications
that may have significantly altered the nuclear, thermal, or hydraulic performance of the plant.
These reporting requirements will not be maintained in the proposed ITS, and are not included in
NUREG-1431.

The conditions describing the above reporting requirements are either no longer applicable or
would already require NRC review and approval under the applicable CFRs as follows. ltem
15.6.9.1.A.a is no longer applicable since the receipt of the operating licenses for both units
occurred in the early 1970s. Item 15.6.9.1.A.b would require submission of a license
amendment request package to the NRC, in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.4
and 10 CFR 50.90, and review and approval from the NRC via a license amendment (the
licensed power level is included in the Technical Specifications). Similiarily, item 15.6.9.1.A.c
would require submission of a license amendment request package to the NRC, in accordance
with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.4 and 10 CFR 50.90, and review and approval from the
NRC via a license amendment (fuel design is included in the Technical Specifications). item
15.6.9.1.A.d (madifications to the plant) is covered under the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, and
would require NRC review and approval if a unreviewed safety question (USQ) would exist as a
result of the proposed modification.

Based on the above, this change removes CTS details that are duplicative of other regulatory
requirements, or that are no longer applicable to PBNP.

cTs: ITS:

15.06.09.01.A N/A
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LB.02 CTS 15.6.9.1.B.2.C states that the Annual Results and Data Report shall include a description of
facility changes, tests or experiments as required pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59(b). This attribute
will not be maintained in the proposed ITS. This item is not included in NUREG-1431 because it
is duplicative of code requirements. 10 CFR 50.59(b)(2) requires that a report be submitted
annually in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4 containing a brief description of any changes, tests,
and experiments, including a summary of the safety evaluation of each. Therefore, CTS
15.6.9.1.B.2.C is duplicative of code requirements and will not be retained.

CTS: ITS:
15.06.09.01.B.02.C N/A
LB.03 Included in CTS 15.7.8.4.A are the requirements for the contents of the “Annual Monitoring

Report (AMR).” CTS 15.7.8.4.A.4 contains reporting requirements (as a subsection of the AMR)
for leak testing of sealed sources if the tests reveal the presence of 0.005 microcuries or more of
removable contamination.

This attribute will not be retained in the proposed ITS. This item is not included in NUREG-1431
because it is duplicative of code requirements (reporting requirements contained in 10 CFR
31.5). Therefore, CTS 15.7.8.4.A is duplicative of code requirements and will not be retained.

CTS: ITS:

15.07.08.04.A.04 N/A
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M.01

CTS 15.6.9.1.B.2.E requires the submission (as part of the Annual Results and Data Report) of
the results of specific activity analysis only when the primary coolant exceeds the limits of CTS
15.3.1.C "Maximum Coolant Activity”, and lists the specific information that is to be included in
CTS 15.6.9.1.B.2.E.1 through CTS 15.6.9.1.B.2.E.5. This relaxation is not included in NUREG-
1431 and will not be retained in the proposed ITS.

This relaxation was added to the PBNP CTS as a result of NRC Generic Letter 85-19. The NRC
determined (in GL 85-19) that the reporting requirements for iodine spiking could be reduced
from short-term reports (Special Reports or Licensee Event Reports) to a report item that could
be included in the annual report and encouraged licensees to amend their Technical
Specifications to include this requirement. This was due to the fact that poor fuel reliability in the
late 1970's and early 1980's lead to increased primary coolant activity levels, which lead to high
volumes of special reports and LERs by licensees. PBNP has concluded that this reporting
requirement relaxation is no longer required, due to the extremely low incidence of fuel cladding
failures at Point Beach and hence extremely low probability of PBNP exceeding reactor coolant
activity limits. Any incidences of high reactor coolant activity at PBNP will be reported to the
NRC in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.72 and 10 CFR 50.73, as appropriate.

Because the CTS requirement to report high reactor coolant activity in the annual report is a
relaxation of the existing potential reportability requirements in 10 CFR 50.72 and 10 CFR
50.73, elimination of this relaxation is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.09.01.B.02.E N/A

M.02

CTS 15.6.9.2.D requires that a special report be submitted to the NRC within 30 days if the
minimum number of channels for the containment high-range radiation monitor is not restored
within the allowed outage time. Similarily, proposed ITS LCO 3.3.3, Condition B requires
submission of a report in accordance with ITS 5.6.6 (NUREG-1431 item 5.6.8) if the minimum
number of channels for the containment high-range radiation monitor is not restored within the
allowed outage time. The report requirements are similar in that they require outlining the
preplanned alternate method of monitoring, the cause of the inoperability, and the plans and
schedule for restoring the instrumentation channels of the Function to OPERABLE status. The
proposed ITS 5.6.6 will adopt NUREG item 5.6.8 in whole.

However, the [TS is more restrictive in that ITS 5.6.6 requires a report to be submitted within 14
days, whereas the CTS requirement is 30 days. Therefore, this change is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.09.02.D SPEC 5.06.06
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M.03

NUREG-1431 item 5.6.5 and proposed ITS 5.6.4 requires that a Core Operating Limits Report
(COLR) be established that documents the core operating limits prior to each reload cycle, and
specifies the required contents of this report. This COLR report is not required by the CTS,
therefore adopting this requirement is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.06.04

M.04

NUREG-1431 item 5.6.6 and proposed ITS 5.6.5 requires that a Reactor Coolant System (RCS)
Pressure and Temperature Limits Report (PTLR) be established that documents the RCS
pressure and temperature limits, and specifies the required contents of this report. This PTLR is
not required by the CTS, therefore adopting this requirement is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.06.05

M.05

NUREG-1431 item 5.6.8 and proposed ITS 5.6.6 requires that a Post Accident Monitoring (PAM)
Instrumentation report be submitted within 14 days as required by condition B or G of (proposed
ITS) LCO 3.3.3. Condition B or G of LCO 3.3.3 basically requires submission of a PAM report
when any of the PAM instrumentation listed in TABLE 3.3.3-1 is inoperable for greater than 30
days. This requirement is more restrictive than the CTS, because TABLE 3.3.3-1 includes PAM
instrumentation that is not currently required to be reported under the CTS special reporting
requirements. Therefore, adopting this requirement is more restrictive.

CTS: ITS:

NEW SPEC 5.06.06
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Spec 5.6
.| The following reports shall be submitted in accordance Pacse 1 of 16
[A0L | secrmsse with 10 CFR 50.4 g

15.6.9 PLANT REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

In addition to the applicable reporting requirements of Title 10, Code of
following program for reporting of operating 1 ron shall be followed. Reports should be
gulatory Commission pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.4.

15.6.9.1 Routine Reports

A. Startup Report

1. A summary report of plant startup and power escalation testing whi
addresses each of the tests identified in the FSAR and includes a’general
description of the measured values obtained during the testprogram and a
comparison of these values with design predictions and-specifications
must be submitted under the following conditions:

a. Receipt of an operating license.
LB.01 b. Amendment to the license involving a planned increase in power
level.
c. Installation of fuel that hds a different design or has been
manufactured by a different fuel supplier.
d. Modifications that may have significantly altered the nuclear,

thermal, or lydraulic performance of the plant.

Any corrective actions that were required to obtain satisfactory operations
shall alsg’be described.

2. is report shall be submitted within the earliest time frame of the
following:
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 110 15.6.9-1 January 25, 1988

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 113
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a. 90 days following completion of the sta s.
B0l b. 90 days following resumpti ommencement of
- commercial peration.
c. s following initial criticality.
B. Annual Re eport
1. A results and data report covering the period of t i ndar year
See ITS 5.6 shall be submitted pri of each year.
2. This report shall include:
a. Complete results of steam generator tube inservice i TOT1
See ITS 5.6.8 | completed during the cale tequired by specification
15.
b. A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility;

and other personnel receiving exposures greater than 1
mrem/year and their associated man-rem exposure-dccording to
work and job functions. The dose assig ts to various duty
functions may be estimates based ocket dosimeter, TLD or
film badge measurements. all exposures totalling less than 20
percent of the indivi total dose need not be accounted for. In

the aggregate, atfeast 80% of the total whole body dose received

from e al sources shall be assigned to specific major work
Ctions.
C. A description ot facility changes, tests or e quired
LB.02 W
d. A tabulafion of all challenges o the pressurizer

_, relief valves or ! v valves.

Occupational Radiation Exposure Report

A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility, and other personnel (including contractors),
for whom monitoring was performed, receiving an annual deep dose equivalent > 100 mrems and the associated
collective deep dose equivalent (reported in person — rem) according to work and job functions (e.g., reactor

operations and surveillance, inservice inspection, routine maintenance, special maintenance, waste processing,
and refueling). This tabulation supplements the requirements of 10 CFR 20.2206. The dose assignments to
various duty functions may be estimated based on pocket ionization chamber, thermoluminescence dosimeter
(TLD), electronic dosimeter, or film badge measurements. Small exposures totaling < 20 percent of the
individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 80 percent of the total deep dose
equivalent received from external sources should be assigned to specific major work functions. The report
covering the previous calendar year shall be submitted by April 30 of each year.

A

A.03

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 110 15.6.9-2 January 25, 1988
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 113
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ITS 5.6.3
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e. Reactor coolant activity

2.

The results of specific activity analysis in which the primary
coolant exceeded the limits of Specification 15.3.1.C. The
following information shall be included:

1.

Reactor power history starting 48 hours prior t0 the first
sample in which the activity limit was exce€ded;
Results of the last isotopic analysis for ¥adioiodine analysis
prior to exceeding the limit, results of analysis while limit
was exceeded and results of one dhalysis after the
radioiodine activity was redyeéd to less than the limit.
Each result should includgthe date and time of sampling
and the radioiodine copCentrations;
Clean-up flow history starting 48 hours prior to the first
sample in whichthe activity limit was exceeded,
Graph of the ¥°131 concentration and one other radioiodine
isotope coricentration in microcuries per gram as a function
of timgfor the duration of the specific activity above the
steady state level; and

e time duration when the specific activity of the primary
coolant exceeded 0.8 microcuries per gram DOSE
EQUIVALENT I-131.

Monthly Operating Reports

1.

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience shall be

submltted ona monthly basis under—the—tﬁleslgperaung—Data—Repenl

Completedreports-shatt-be-sent by the tenth of each month following the

calendar month covered by the report.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 173
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 177

15.6.9-3 July 1, 1997
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15.6.9.2 Unique Reporting Requirements
The following written reports shall be submitted to the Di 5 uclear
Reactor Re ‘
A. Deleted
B. Poison Assembly Removal From Spent Fuel Storage Racks
Plans for removal of any poison assemblies from the el storage
A0 racks shall be reported and described at | ays prior to the planned
G activity. Such report shall descetbeneutron attenuation testing for any
replacement poi Semblies, if applicable, to confirm the presence of
bor erial.
C. Low Temperature Overpressure Protection System Operation

L04

prey

In the event the low temperature overpressure protection syste ower
operated relief valves in the low temperature overpressure protection
mode) or residual heat removal system relief va are operated to relieve
a pressure transient which, by licensee's uation, could have resulted in
an overpressurization incident had € system not been operable, a special
report shall be prepared apd-stibmitted to the Commission within 30 days.
The report shall deseribe the circumstances initiating the transient, the
effect of the gyStem on the transient and any corrective action necessary to

recurrence.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 172
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 176

15.6.9-4 February 20, 1997
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D. Failure of Containment High-Range Radiation Monitor
A minimum of two in-containment radiation-level monitors a
M.02 maximum range of 10° rad/hr (10"/hr for photons only)-stiould be operable
at all times except for cold shutdown and refueling outages. This is
Seo ;;s P specified in Table 15.3.5-5, item 7. If't inimum number of operable
channels are not restored to operabt€ condition within seven days after
failure, a special report s ¢ submitted to the NRC within thirty days
following the eve tlining the action taken, the cause of the
inoperabili d the plans and schedule for restoring the system to
operavle status.
E. Failure of Main Steam Line Radiation Monitors
If a main steam line radiation monitor (SA-11) fai tannot be restored
L.01 to operability in seven days, prepar ial report within thirty days of
the event, outlining t ton taken, the cause of the inoperability and the
@@ ule for restoring the channel to operable status.
Insert 5.6-1 (ITS
5.6.4 (COLR)) >
M.04
Insert 5.6-2 (ITS

5.6.5 (PTLR))

(M.05

Insert 5.6-3 (ITS
5.6.6 (PAM Report))

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 170

15.6.9-5

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 174

January 8,

19387
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the Anchorage system,and

tolerance limits specified by the manufacturer.

3 The chemical p'ropertilés"of the filler material are within the

Reports

A final report documenting the results of each tendo H it e
prepared and maintai anent plant record.

See ITS 5.6.7

(Tendon Surveillance
Report)

Abnormal conditions observed during testing will be evaluated to determine the
effect of such conditions on containment structural integrity. This evaluation
should be completed within 30 days of the identification of the condition. Any
condition which is determined in this evaluation to have a significant adverse
effect on containment structural integrity will be considered an abnormal
degradation of the containment structure.

Any abnormal degradation of the containment structure identified during the
engineering evaluation of abnormal conditions shall be reported to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.4 within
thirty days of that determination. Other conditions that indicate possible effects
on the integrity of two or more tendons shall be reportable in the same manner.
Such reports shall include a description of the tendon condition, the condition of
the concrete (especially at tendon anchorages), the inspection procedure and the
corrective action taken.

III. |End Anchorage ( > Surveillance

A.

 Specific locations for surveillance will be determined by infc n obtained
€

from design calc ons, as-built end anchorage concrete and prestr ssing
records, observations of the end anchorage concrete during after prestressing
and results of def on measurements made during prestressing and the initial
structural test. ‘ L : " -

The inspection inte; als will be
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the initial structural test and shall be chosen such that the inspectionc
the warmest and coldest part o vear following the initial

Cans
.

structural tes

Unit 1 -~ Amendment No. 169 15.4.4-4 October 9,
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 173

1996
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Spec 5.6 Defect is nlmperfec on
Page 7 of 16 | . inbea

- must be removed
scheduled inspection. The plugging

Plugging Limit is the impe
repaired, because the tube

, may become defective prior to the
limit is 40% of the nominal tube wall thickness.

F* Distance is the distance of the expanded portion of a tube ficient length o
undegraded tube expansion to resist pullout of the tube from the tubeshe F* distance is 1.1
inches (including edd ent uncertainty). The F* distance is measured he bottom of the upper
roll transition of the repair roll toward the bottom of the tubesheet? = '
F* Tube is a tube ith degradation; below distance, equal d‘:oij:gir'_eai an 40%, and not
rraded within the F* distance ’ '
6. C C Measures , -
All tubes that leak or have degradation exceeding process
such as sleeving' or classification as an F* tube? p nspection
condition. Sleeved tubes having sleeve degradatic kness shall be
7. Reports
A.02 (a) After each inservice examination, the number of tubes plugged or repaired in each steam generator
shall be reported to the Commission as soon as practicable.
Y (b) The complete results of the steam generator tube inservice inspection shall be included in-the-Annual-
a ¥ Results-and Data Report for the period in which the inspection was completed.
s Reports shall include:
56.8
1. Number and extent of tubes inspected.
2. Location and percent of all thickness penetration for each
indication.

A4

Table 5.5.8-1 i 3. Identification of tubes plugged or repaired.

(c) Reports required BY] - Steam Generator Tube Inspection shall provide the information
56.8.b required by Specificatio w and a description of investigations conducted to determine
cause of the tube degradation and corrective measures taken to prevent recurrence. The report shall be
submitted to the Commission prior to resumption of plant operation.

! Brazed joints shall not be employed. Tubes previo subject to explosive pluggl

sleeved,

? Applicable only to th Wesvn‘g,ho'use Model 4 ner tdré in Unit 2. Follow
replacement in Unit 2, the definitions and F* repair option are null and void.

o
g

o
ql
=
o
o

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 166 15.4.2-4 November 22, 1995
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 170
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15.6.10  PLANT OPERATING RECORDS  [LA.03]

Specification

A 4

Records and logs relative to the following items shall be retained for five (5) years unless a
longer period is required by applicable regulations.

A.  Records of normal plant operation, including power levels and periods of operation at each
power level shall be retained for 5 years except those records of transient or operatiopal
cycles for reactor coolant system (RCS) components having a limited number of design
transients, shall be retained for the duration of the operating license.

B.  Records of principal maintenance activities, including inspection, repair, substitution, or
replacement of items of equipment pertaining to nuclear safety shall be pétained for a
period of 5 years where these requirements do not conflict with requigéments of 10 CFR
50.49(j), 10 CFR 50.59, and surveillance requirements of these Teghnical Specifications.
The quality assurance, environmental qualification, installation, gnd service life records of
components covered by these requirements shall be retained {&r the duration of the
Operating License.

C.  Records of Licensee Event Reports.

D. Records of installation, environmental qualificatjén, periodic checks, inspections, and
calibrations of equipment pertaining to nucleag’safety to verify that surveillance
requirements are being met will be retained for the duration of the Operating License. All

other records of this type will be retainedAor 5 years.

E.  Records of new and spent fuel invepfory and assembly histories. (5 years following
transfer)

F.* Records of design modificattons made to systems and equipment, including drawings, as

described in the FSAR.
G.* Records of plant radiation and contamination surveys.
H.* Records of off-gite environmental surveys.
I.*  Records ofradiation exposure of all individuals entering radiation controlled areas of the

plant, ip€luding records for preparation of NRC-4 forms, bioassay and whole body
counting results; and records of

*Itepts will be retained for the duration of the Operating License

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 110 15.6.10-2 January 25, 1988
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 113
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Y

individual exposures exceeding 40-MPC hour limits, including evaluations and actions taken.

J.*  Records of gaseous and liquid radioactive material released to the environment and
dilution of these wastes.

K.* Records of any special reactor tests or experiments.
L.  Records of changes made in the Operating Procedures.

M. Records of sealed source and fission detector leak tests and results perfgrmed pursuant to
Specification 15.4.12, including annual physical inventory results vegifying accountability
of sources.

N.  Records of training, qualification and requalification for NRCAicensed personnel shall be
retained for the duration of the operator's license per 10 CFR 55 requirements. Records of
fire brigade member training, including drill critiques shatl be maintained for 3 years in
accordance with 10 CFR 50 Appendix R, Section .4 rgquirements.

0.* Records of in-service inspections performed pursydnt to these technical specifications.

P.*  Records of Quality Assurance activities requiped by the QA Manual shall be maintained
for the duration of the Operating License exCept those QA records relating to radioactive
materials shipping packages, which shall e maintained for the lifetime of the packaging
per 10 CFR 71.91(c) requirements.

Q.* Records of reviews performed for £hanges made to procedures or equipment, or reviews of
tests and experiments pursuant §6 10 CFR 50.59 and as required per Specification
15.6.5.1.6.

R.* Records of meetings of the Manager's Supervisory Staff and the Off-Site Review
Committee.

S.*  Records of Analys€s for radiological environmental monitoring.

T.  Records of radioactive material shipments having a specific activity of greater than 0.002
microcurie/gram shall be retained for a period of 2 years in accordance with 10 CFR
71.91(a)

U.  Recofds concerning the Security Plan, procedures, testing, maintenance, and audit shall be
intained in accordance with the Commission-approved PBNP Modified Amended
ecurity Plan.

tems will be retained for the duration of the Operating License.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 110 15.6.10-2 January 25, 1988
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 113
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A.01
15.7.8.4 RETS Reporting Requirements
See I;S 562 Lo The following written reports shall be submitted to the Administrator, U.S. €ar Regulatory
Commission Region III with a copy to the Director, Office of | ction and Enforcement,
USNRC, Washington, D.C. 20555 within the time s specified
A. Annual Monitoring Report
A report covering peration of PBNP for the previous twelve (12) month period or
€reof, ending December 31, shall be submitted by May 1 of each year
containing:
1. RECP
Information relative to the quantities of radioactive liquid aseous effluents
A04 See ITS 5.6.2 and solid radioactive waste released fro during the reporting period. The
information shall be co with the objectives outlined in the ODCM and
RECM as Section IV.B.1 of Appendix I to 10 CFR 50 and 10 CFR 50.36a.
2. New and Spent Fuel Receipts and Shipments
a. Number and type of new fuel assemblies recei uring the reporting
L.02 period, if any.
b. Number of s uel assemblies shipped off site during the reporting
€riod, if any.
3. REMP
Summaries and results from the REMP for orting period. The
A.05 See ITS 5.6.2 information shall be co with the objectives outlined in the EM
and i ons IV.B.2, IV.B.3, and IV.C of Appendix I to 10 CFR 50.
4. Leak Tesfing of Sealed Sources
1L.B.0O3 Results of required leak tests performed sources if the tests reveal the
presence icrocuries or more of removable contamination.
5. Meteorological Data
Meteorological data shall be kept in file on site for review RC upon
L.03 request. The data available will include wj ¢ed, wind direction and
atmospheric stability, Th will be in the form of strip charts or hour-by-hour
averages in electronic form for each of the parameters.
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.8-4 July 13, 1998
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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REMCAP Changes

A description of changes to the REMCAP, ODC ; RECM or PCP which
were implemented and beca ctive during the reporting period shall be
submi tant to Specification 15.7.8.7.

B. Measured Radioactivity Above Notification Levels

special Lircumstance Keporis

a. In accordance with note 7 to RECM Table 3-2, if the Waste Gas Holdup

System Explosive Gas Monitor is out of service for greater than 14 gdays.
b. In accordance with the EM, factors which render the LLDs unaghiievable.
c. In accordance with the EM, failure of the analytical laboratefy to participate

in an Interlaboratory Comparison Program.

If the confirmed level of radioactivity remains above the notification levels specified in the
EM, a written report describing the circumstance shall beprepared and submitted within

thirty days of the confirmation that a notification level was exceeded.

TAa C. Radioactive Liquid Effluent Treatment
- If the radioactive liquid or gaseous effluent fréatment system is inoperable and liquid or

gaseous effluents are being discharged fot 31 days without the treatment required to meet

the release limits specified in the M, a special report shall be prepared and submitted
to the Commission within thirty/days which includes the following information:

1.

2.
3.
D. Radioactiy€ Effluent Releases

Identification of thgAnoperable equipment or subsystem and the reason for
inoperability.
Actions takén to restore the inoperable equipment to operable status.

Summagafy description of actions taken to prevent a recurrence.

a

If the Aquantity of radioactive material actually released in liquid or gaseous effluents during

report shall be prepared and submitted to the Commission within thirty days of

determination of the release quantity.

calendar quarter exceeds twice the quarterly limit as specified in the RECM, a special

Unit 1 - Amendment No.
Unit 2 - Amendment No.

184 15.7.8-5 July 13, 1998
188
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15.7.8.5 M _(_IJ r Ch to Radioactive Liquid, Gaseous and Sqlid;‘Waste“:Treatmeﬁt Systems
License ’ﬁitiafgd‘iﬁafjbr o angestotherach Véiw,ééfé ﬁééihn‘fnt’syqvf=/'s liquid, gaseous, and
colid) shall Bé repor ) v iss update to the
FSAR h change s
include ‘ . |
A Asummary fthe valuation that led to the determination that nge could be made in
accordan 'a‘fqvvith Part 50.59;
SR (B vmdess e amtomniicome |||
C A description of the equipment components and processes and the interfaces with
other plaﬁt syste 1s, . v -
D At evaluat;oh of the change, Wh?ic,n‘. iows how th 1. qdic;&d releases of radioactive materials
i lguid efﬂ'uents‘ and gasebj s efﬂue nts and/or Quantity of solid waste w ffer from thos
oréviousls predicted in th hr'é‘hse aprl ation ahdamendm nts thereto;
E An evaluation of the change, which shows the expecteﬁ_i iﬁa};hﬁum-ex osures to an individ 1al
int eunrestmtei area and to the general populatio bttgl:at‘ drffer from those previou 1
estim téﬁ e 1éen§¢ apphbationand ammdmets 1 et e;to L ‘
F A ‘i at a‘jo_t’;theéxﬁcéur i€ jﬁi ;ﬁx{tmope'r_;jv, g ;ersonnélb,aéa' esult of the change.
15.7.8.6 Record Retention
Record of reviews performed for changes made to the RE anual and to the following
[ LA.03 }—-' REMCAP components; the EM, ~ODCM, and PCP; shall be kept for the duration of the
operating li of Units 1 and 2 of the Point Beach Nuclear Plant.
15.7.8.7 Revisions » ‘
A Process Control Program
R’evié d}’qtdijg:‘}?yi‘P shall be documented and records of reviews performed for the revisio
See Spec 5.5 shalll)ergtéiﬁéd"a‘EIrequir'd y 15 7.8.6. Th do tation shall contain:
1. = Information sufficient to support the ch together with the appropriate analyses or
‘vévalyuati‘é‘ns justifying the cha gjesv(»s) and .
2. A determination that the change will maintain the overall conformance of the
olidified waste product to existing require of Fe al, State, or other applicable
tions. ' - ‘
Unit 1 - Amendment No. 184 15.7.8-6 July 13, 1998

Unit 2 - Amendment No. 188
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Insert 5.6-1:

CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR)

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle,
or prior to any remaining portion of a reload cycle, and shall be
documented in the COLR for the following:

(D LCO2.1.1, “Safety Limits (SLs)”
2 LCO3.1.1, “Shutdown Margin (SDM)”
3) LCO3.1.3, “Moderator Temperature Coefficient MTC)”

#) LCO3.1.5, “Shutdown Bank Insertion Limits”

3) LCO 3.1.6, “Control Bank Insertion Limits”

(6) LCO3.2.1, “Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor (F(Z))”

(7 LCO3.2.2, “Nuclear Enthalpy Rise Hot Channel Factor (F V)"

®) LCO 3.2.3, “Axial Flux Difference (AFD)”

) LC0O3.3.1, “Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation -
Overtemperature AT”

(10) LCO 3.3.1, “Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation -
Overpower AT”

(11) LCO3.4.1, “RCS Pressure, Temperature, and Flow Departure
from Nucleate Boiling (DNB) Limits”

(12) LCO 3.9.1 “Boron Concentration”

b.  The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits
shall be those previously reviewed and approved by the NRC,
specifically those described in the following documents:

(1) WCAP-14449-P-A, “Application of Best Estimate Large Break LOCA
Methodology to Westinghouse PWR’s with Upper Plenum Injection,”
Revision 1, October 1999. (cores containing 422V+ fuel)

(2) WCAP-9272-P-A, “Westinghouse Reload Safety Evaluation Methodology,”
July 1985.

(3) WCAP-11397-P-A, “Revised Thermal Design Procedure,” April 1989.

(4) WCAP-14787-P, “Westinghouse Revised Thermal Design Procedures
Instrument Uncertainty Methodology, Wisconsin Electric Power Company,
Point Beach Unit 1 and 2,” April 1999 (approved by NRC Safety
Evaluation, February 8, 2000).

(5) WCAP-10054-P-A, “Westinghouse Small Break ECCS Evaluation Model
Using The NOTRUMP Code,” August 1985.



(6)

(7)

(8)

©)

(10)

Section 5.6 Inserts Spec 5.6

Page 14 of 16

WCAP-10054-P-A, “Addendum to the Westinghouse Small Break ECCS
Evaluation Model Using the NOTRUMP Code: Safety Injection into the
Broken Loop and COSI Condensation Model,” Addendum 2, Revision 1,
July 1997.

WCAP-8745-P-A, “Design Bases for the Thermal Overpower AT and
Thermal Overtemperature AT Trip Functions,” September 1986.

WCAP-10216-P-A, “Relaxation of Constant Axial Offset Control,”
Revision 1A, February 1994.

WCAP-10924-P-A, “Large Break LOCA Best Estimate Methodology,
Volume 2: Application to Two-Loop PWRs Equipped with Upper Plenum
Injection,” and Addenda, December 1988. (cores not containing 422 V+
fuel)

WCAP-10924-P-A, “LBLOCA Best Estimate Methodology: Model
Description and Validation: Model Revisions,” Volume 1, Addendum 4,
August 1990. (cores not containing 422 V+ fuel)

The core operating limits shall be determined such that all applicable
limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core thermal hydraulic
limits, Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear
limits such as SDM, transient analysis limits, and accident analysis
limits) of the safety analysis are met.

The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, shall
be provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the NRC.
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Reactor Coolant System (RCS) PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE LIMITS REPORT (PTLR)

a.

RCS pressure and temperature Timits for heat up, cooldown,
low temperature operation, criticality, hydrostatic
testing, LTOP enabling, and PORV 1ift settings as well as
heatup and cooldown rates shall be established and
documented in the PTLR for the following:

(1) LCO 3.4.3, “RCS Pressure and Temperature (P/T)
Limits”

(2) LCO 3.4.6, “RCS Loops-MODE 4~

(3) LCO 3.4.7, “RCS Loops-MODE 5, Loops Filled”

(4) LCO 3.4.10 “Pressurizer Safety Valves”

(5) LCO 3.4.12, “Low Temperature Overpressure Protection
(LTOP)”

The analytical methods used to determine the RCS pressure
and temperature Timits shall be those previously reviewed
and approved by the NRC, specifically those described in the
following documents: This information will be submitted to the
NRC for approval under Technical Specification Change Request
(TSCR) 219. After NRC approval of TSCR 219, a supplement to this
section will be submitted to identify the necessary approval
amendments.

The PTLR shall be provided to the NRC upon issuance for each
reactor vessel fluence period and for any revision or
supplement thereto.
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Insert 5.6-3:

PAM Report

When a report is required by Condition B or G of LCO 3.3.3, "Post
Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation,” a report shall be submitted
within the following 14 days. The report shall outline the preplanned
alternate method of monitoring, the cause of the inoperability, and the
plans and schedule for restoring the instrumentation channels of the
Function to OPERABLE status.



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
01 The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been provided.
Point Beach is a two (2) Unit site, so these notes apply to Point Beach and are adopted in the
proposed ITS.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.01 SPEC 5.06.01
SPEC 5.06.02 SPEC 5.06.02
02 The proposed ITS title of section 5.6.2 was changed from "Annual Radiological Environmental
Operating Report" to "Annual Monitoring Report" to be consistent with the current licensing
basis title of this report and station procedures.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.02 SPEC 5.06.02
03 The submittal due date in proposed ITS 5.6.2 was changed from "May 15" to "April 30" to be
consistent with the current licensing basis of this report and station procedures.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.02 SPEC 5.06.02
04 NUREG-1431 item 5.6.2 has a backeted item which states "[in the format of the table in the

Radiological Assessment Branch Technical Position, Revision 1, November 1979]." This
bracketed item will not be adopted in the proposed Point Beach ITS. The format of this report is
not part of the CTS. This report will follow the formating specified in the applicable Point Beach
station procedures and will not be described in the ITS.

ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.02 SPEC 6.06.02

Page 1 of 3



Justification For Deviations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
05 NUREG-1431 item 5.6.3 "Radioactive Effluent Report" is being combined into proposed ITS
5.6.2 "Annual Monitoring Report". Therefore, NUREG-1431 item 5.6.3 was reworded so that it
now becomes an attribute that is to be included in proposed ITS 5.6.2. The note in NUREG-
1431 item 5.6.3 was also engrained into the wording of the requirements of the "Radioactive
Effluent Release Report." This change was necessary so that the attributes in NUREG-1431
item 5.6.3 could be included in one report (proposed ITS 5.6.2). Accordingly, to reflect the
deletion of NUREG-1431 item 5.6.3, renumbering of the subsequent sections was necessary.
This change is administrative.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.02 SPEC 5.06.03
SPEC 5.06.03 SPEC 5.06.04
SPEC 5.06.04 SPEC 5.06.05
SPEC 5.06.05 SPEC 5.06.06
SPEC 5.06.06 SPEC 5.06.08
SPEC 5.06.07 SPEC 5.06.09
SPEC 5.06.08 SPEC 5.06.10
06 Brackets have been removed and the appropriate plant specific information has been provided.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.04.A SPEC 5.06.05.A
SPEC 5.06.04.B SPEC 5.06.05.B
SPEC 5.06.05.A SPEC 5.06.06.A .
SPEC 5.06.05.B SPEC 5.06.06.B
SPEC 5.06.06 SPEC 5.06.08 7
SPEC 5.06.08 SPEC 5.06.10
07 LTOP "arming" in proposed [TS section 5.6.5 (PTLR) was changed to LTOP "enabling”, for

consistency with Point Beach current licensing basis (CLB) terminology.

ITS:

NUREG:

SPEC 5.06.05.A

SPEC 5.06.06.A

Page 2 of 3
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15-Mar-00
JFD Number JFD Text
08 The reviewer notes in NUREG-1431 item 5.6.6 have not been adopted in the proposed ITS.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.05 SPEC 5.06.06
09 Included in CTS 15.4.4.11.D are the requirements for containment tendon surveillance reports.
These current licensing basis requirements will be retained in whole in the proposed ITS 5.6.7,
and the requirements in NUREG-1431 item 5.6.9 will not be adopted.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.07 SPEC 5.06.09
10 The sumittal date for the monthly report was changed to the 10th from the NUREG-1431
requirement of the 15th to be consistent with the current licensing basis (CTS 15.06.09.01.C.02).
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.06.03 SPEC 5.06.04

Page 3of 3



Reporting Requirements

5.6
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS T A single submittal m be made that combines
sectigns common io U?i,ts 1 :nd 2.a
5.6 Reporting Requirements
The following reports shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.
5.6.1 Occupational Radiation Exposure Report
A4
——————————————————————————————— N R P
A single submittal may be made for a multi it station. The
submittal should combine s } common to all units at the
station.

A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility
and other personnel (including contractors) receiving exposures” >

Replace with 100 mrem/yr and their associated man rem exposure accordi to
Insert 5.0-03 [™ i , . .
work and job functions (e.g., reactor operations and rveillance,

T inservice inspection, routine maintenance, speci maintenance
[describe maintenance], waste processing, an efueling). This
?55?2@2, RO tabulation supplements the requirements 10 CFR 20.2206. The
dose assignments to various duty functions may be estimated based
on pocket dosimeter, thermolumipeScent dosimeter (TLD), or film
badge measurements. Small osures totalling < 20% of the
individual total dose n not be accounted for. In the
aggregate, at Teast 80% of the total whole body dose received from
[}{] external sources~Should be assigned to specific major work
functions. e report shall be submitted by April 30 of each
year. e initial report shall be submitted by April 30 of the

Monitoring year~ Tollowing the initial criticality.]

5.6.2 Annua]r?ad101ogica1 ' perating Report //

station. The

mon to all units at the

A single submittal may be made for a multi
submittal should combine secti
station.

The AnnuaT‘Paq19l9QlQal_Ea¥i¢eﬁmeﬁta%—ﬂﬁéFEfTﬁ§_keport covering
the operation of the unit during the previous calendar year shall
be submitted by>EEg%E§jof each year. The report shall include
summaries, interpretations, and analyses of trends of the results
of the radiological environmental monitoring program for the

[3 ] reporting period. The material provided shall be consistent with
the objectives outlined in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual

April 30

WOG STS 5.0-18 Rev 1, 04/07/95



Reporting Requirements

5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.2

E?

Monitoring

AnnuaW‘Rad101ogica } perating Report (continued)
——

(ODCM), and in 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Sections IV.B.2, IV.B.3, and
Iv.C.

The Annua]X?ad1olog1ca1 Environmente-—operating Report s hall
include the TesuTts Of analyses of all radiological environmental
samples and of all environmental radiation measurements taken
during the period pursuant to the locations specified in the table
and figures in the ODCM, as well as summarized and tabulated

2 results of these analyses and measurements {in the foemat—0T the
. table in the Radiological anch Technical Position
Revisi , mber 1979]. port shall identi e TLD

Approved

results that represe ocated dosimeter relation to the

TSTF-348, RO

A 4

NRC TLD pr and the exposure peri associated with each

. In the event that some individual results are not
available for inclusion with the report, the report shall be
submitted noting and explaining the reasons for the missing
results. The missing data shall be submitted in a supplementary
report as soon as possible.

|5.6.3

Radioactive Effluent Release Report

Approved
1 TSTF-152, RO

------------------------------- NOTE-------ommm e o
A single submittal may be made for a multiple wunit stafion. The
submittal kh combine sections common to all uni at the

»| shall

in the
previous

station:; however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the
submittal shall specify the releases of radjedctive material from
each unit.

year

The Radioactive Effluent Reledse Report covering the operation of
the unit¥shall be submittéd gn accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a.

prior to

May 1 of
each year

Tne report shall inetude a summary of the quantities of

radioactive Tiguwid and gaseous effluents and solid waste released
from the upit” The material provided shall be consistent with the
objectives outlined in the ODCM and Process Control Program and in

copformance with 10 CFR 50.36a and 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Section
B.1.

Replace with
Insert 5.0-13

WOG STS

5.0-19 Rev 1, 04/07/95




Reporting Requirement

5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

S

5.6.@

3

3

4

s of]

[

Y

Monthly Operating Reports TSTF-258, R4

Approved

l

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience[l

including documentation of all challenges ' power
gssurizer safety va1ves.]\shal| be

operated reli

Insert 5.0-08

submitted on a monthly basis no Tater than ihe 5EA—o each month

following the calendar month covered by the report.

by the 10" l)}

CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR)

a.

Core operating 1imits shall be established prior to each
reload cycle, or prior to any remaining portion of a reload
cycle, and shall be documented in the COLR for the
following:

Y

Insert 5.0-09

A 4

[:?he individual specifications that address core operating

limits must be referenced here.

]

The analytical methods used to determine the core operating
1imits shall be those previously reviewed and approved by
the NRC, specifically those described in the following
documents:

e [

Identify the Topical Report(s) by number, title, date, and
NRC staff approval document, or identify the staff Safety
Evaluation Report for a plant specific methodology by NRC
etter and date.

The core operating Timits shall be determined such that all
applicable 1imits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits,
core thermal hydraulic limits, Emergency Core Cooling
Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear 1imits such as SDM, transient
analysis limits, and accident analysis Timits) of the safety
analysis are met.

The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements,
shall be provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the
NRC.

5.6. Reactor Coolant System (RCS) PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE LIMITS
REPORT (PTLR)
a. RCS pressure and temperature limits for heat up, cooldown,
low temperature operation, criticality, and hydrostatic
WOG STS 5.0-20 Rev 1, 04/07/95




Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Regquirements

&

5.6.6 Reactor Coolant System (RCS) PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE LIMITS

REPORT (PTLR) (COﬂtinued) Insert 5.0-10

Rt ki i testinglas well as heatup and cooldown rates shall be
established and documented in the PTLR for the following:

4 [The individual specifications that address RCS pressure and

temperature limits must be referenced here.]

Approved
TSTF-233, RO b

The analytical methods used to determine the RCS pressure [Ei]
and temperature Timits shall be those previously reviewed
and approved by the NRC, specifically those described in the

y

6. following documents: | [Identify the NRC staff approval | Insert
semperature | document by date.] 5.0-11
development

methodology. C. The PTLR shall be provided to the NRC upon issuance for each

reactor vessel fluence period and for any revision or
Qllpp1 ement thereto

Reviewers' Notes: The methodology for the calculation of the P-T
Timits for NRC approval should include the following provisions;

1. The methodology shall describe how the neutron fluen is
calculated (reference new Regulatory Guide when issded).

2. The Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance Progrdm shall
comply with Appendix H to 10 CFR 50. The p€actor vessel
material irradiation surveillance specipeh removal schedule
shall be provided, along with how the-Specimen examinations
shall be used to update the PTLR cufves.

3. Low Temperature Qverpressure Frotection (LTOP) S ystem 1ift
setting 1imits for the Powef Operated Relief Valves ( PORVs),
developed using NRC-apppdved methodologies may be included
in the PTLR.

4. The adjusted reférence temperature (ART) for each reactor

beltline material shall be calculated, accounting for
radiation €mbrittlement, in accordance with Regulatory Guide
1.99, ision 2.

5. The Timiting ART shall be incorporated into the calculation
L_ 0f the pressure and temperature 1imit curves in accordance
with NUREG-0800 Standard Review Plan 5.3.2, Pressure-
Temperature Limits.

\4
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.6 Reactor Coolant System (RCS) PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE LIMITS
REPORT (PTLR) (continued)

6. The minimum temperature requirements of Appendix G to 10
Part 50 shall be incorporated into the pressure and
temperature limit curves.

U

7. Licensees who have removed two or more~capsules should
compare for each surveillance €rial the measured increase
in reference temperature wr) tO the predicted increase in
RTwr: where the predieted increase in RT yy 15 based on the

Approved mean shift in o plus the two standard deviation value
TSTE3T, K2 (2s ) speciffed in Regulatory Guide 1.99, Revision 2. If the

measwred value exceeds the predicted value (increase RT yr +
L ). the Ticensee should provide a supplement to the PTLR to
demonstrate how the results affect the approved methodology.

5.6.7 EDG Failure Report

If an individual emergency diesel generator experiences four

or more valid failures in the last 25 nds, these failures and

any nonvalid failures experie y that EDG in that time period
shall be reported withi days. Reports on EDG failures shall
include the j ation recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.9,

Revisi . Regulatory Position C.5, or existing Regulatory Guide

~108 reporting requirement. —

5.6.@ PAM Report
> When a report is required by Condition B or G of LCO 3.3.[3] |

“Post Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation,” a report shall
be submitted within the following 14 days. The report shall
outline the preplanned alternate method of monitoring, the cause
of the inoperability, and the plans and schedule for restoring the
instrumentation channels of the Function to OPERABLE status.

[

6
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

{ ) } » Insert 5.0-15

5.6.&1 Tendon Surveillance Report

A 4
7 Any abnormal degradation of the co ntainment structure detecte

during the tests required by the Pre-stressed Concre ainment
Tendon Surveillance Program shall be repor the NRC within 30
days. The report shall include a Fiption of the tendon

»
»

Approved condition, the conditio e concrete (especially at tendon
TSTF-37, R2 anchorages), t fmSpection procedures, the tolerances on

l cracking—and the corrective action taken.

5.6.@ [ Steam Generator Tube Inspection Report

8 Reviewer's Note: Reports required by the Licensee's current
Y licensing basis regarding steam generator tube surveillance

requirements shall be included here. An appropriate
5 } __adm1n1strat1ve controls format should be used.

Reviewer's Note: These reports may be required covering
inspection, test, and maintenance activities. These reports are
determined on an individual basis for each unit and their
preparation and submittal are designated in the Technical
Specifications.

Y

Insert 5.0-12

A

[6
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Section 5.0 Inserts

Insert 5.0-03:

A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility,
and other personnel (including contractors), for whom monitoring
was performed, receiving an annual deep dose equivalent > 100
mrems and the associated collective deep dose equivalent (reported
in person - rem) according to work and job functions (e.g.,
reactor operations and surveillance, inservice inspection, routine
maintenance, special maintenance, waste processing, and
refueling). This tabulation supplements the requirements of 10
CFR 20.2206. The dose assignments to various duty functions may
be estimated based on pocket ionization chamber,
thermoluminescence dosimeter (TLD), electronic dosimeter, or film
badge measurements. Small exposures totaling < 20 percent of the
individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the
aggregate, at least 80 percent of the total deep dose equivalent
received from external sources should be assigned to specific
major work functions. The report covering the previous calendar
year shall be submitted by April 30 of each year.



Insert 5.0-8:

(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

(8)
(9)

(10)

(11

(12)

Section 5.0 Inserts

LCO
LCO
LCO

LCO
LCO
LCO
LCO

LCO
LCO

LCO

LCO

LCO

w

w
—
(o8]

w
A

W W w w
NI i

w

=W

“Safety Limits (SLs)”

“Shutdown Margin (SDM)”

“Moderator Temperature Coefficient
(MTC)”

“Shutdown Bank Insertion Limits”
“Control Bank Insertion Limits”

“Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor (Fy(Z))”
“Nuclear Enthalpy Rise Hot Channel
Factor(F )~

“Axial Flux Difference (AFD)”
“Reactor Protection System (RPS)
Instrumentation - Overtemperature AT~
“Reactor Protection System (RPS)
Instrumentation - Overpower AT”

“RCS Pressure, Temperature, and Flow
Departure from Nucleate Boiling (DNB)
Limits”

“Boron Concentration”



Section 5.0 Inserts

Insert 5.0-9:

(1) WCAP-14449-P-A, “ Application of Best Estimate Large Break
LOCA Methodology to Westinghouse PWR’s with Upper Plenum
Injection,” Revision 1, October 1999. (cores containing
422V+ fuel)

(2) WCAP-9272-P-A, “ Westinghouse Reload Safety Evaluation
Methodology,” July 1985.

(3) WCAP-11397-P-A, ™ Revised Thermal Design Procedure,” April
1989.

(4) WCAP-14787-P, ™ Westinghouse Revised Thermal Design
Procedures Instrument Uncertainty Methodology, Wisconsin
Electric Power Company, Point Beach Unit 1 and 2,” April

1999 (approved by NRC Safety Evaluation, February 8, 2000).

(5) WCAP-10054-P-A, ™ Westinghouse Small Break ECCS Evaluation
Model Using The NOTRUMP Code,” August 1985.

(6) WCAP-10054-P-A, ™ Addendum to the Westinghouse Small Break
ECCS Evaluation Model Using the NOTRUMP Code: Safety
Injection into the Broken Loop and COSI Condensation Model,”
Addendum 2, Revision 1, July 1997.

(7) WCAP-8745-P-A, " Design Bases for the Thermal Overpower AT

and Thermal Overtemperature AT Trip Functions,” September
1986.

(8) WCAP-10216-P-A, ™ Relaxation of Constant Axial Offset
Control,” Revision 1A, February 1994.

(9) WCAP-10924-P-A, ™ Large Break LOCA Besgt Estimate Methodology,
Volume 2: Application to Two-Loop PWRs Equipped with Upper
Plenum Injection,” and Addenda, December 1988. (cores not
containing 422 V+ fuel)

(10) WCAP-10924-P-A, “ LBLOCA Best Estimate Methodology: Model
Description and Validation: Model Revisions,” Volume 1,
Addendum 4, August 1990. (cores not containing 422 V+ fuel)



Insert 5.0-10:

(1) LCO 3.4.3,
(2) LCO 3.4.6,
(3) LCO 3.4.7,
(4) LCO 3.4.10,
(5) LCO 3.4.12,

Section 5.0 Inserts

“RCS Pressure and Temperature (P/T) Limits”

“RCS Loops-MODE 47

“RCS Loops-MODE 5, Loops Filled”

“Pressurizer Safety Valves”

“Low Temperature Overpressure Protection (LTOP)”



Section 5.0 Inserts

Insert 5.0-11:

This information will be submitted to the NRC for approval under Technical
Specification Change Request (TSCR) 219. After NRC approval of TSCR 219, a
supplement to this section will be submitted to identify the necessary approval
amendments.



Insert 5.0-12:

Section 5.0 Inserts

Steam Generator Tube Inspector Report

(a)

(b)

()

After each inservice examination, the number of tubes plugged or
repaired in each steam generator shall be reported to the
Commission as soon as practicable.

The complete results of the steam generator tube inservice
inspection shall be included in a Report for the period in
which the inspection was completed.

Reports shall include:

1. Number and extent of tubes inspected.

2. Location and percent of all thickness penetration for each
indication.

3.  Identification of tubes plugged or repaired.

Reports required by Table 5.5.8-1, “Steam Generator Tube
Inspection,” shall provide the information required by
Specification 5.6.8.(b) and a description of investigations
conducted to determine cause of the tube degradation and
corrective measures taken to prevent recurrence. The report shall
be submitted to the Commission prior to resumption of plant
operation.



Section 5.0 Inserts

Insert 5.0-13:

The Annual Monitoring Report shall also include The Radioactive Effiluent
Release Report covering the operation of the units in the previous year
and submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a.

The submittal shall combine sections common to all units at the station;
however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the submittal shall specify
the releases of radicactive material from each unit. The report shall include
a summary of the quantities of radiocactive liquid and gaseous effluents and
solid waste released from the units. The material provided shall be
consistent with the objectives outlined in the ODCM and Process Control

Program and in conformance with 10 CFR 50.36a and 10 CFR 50, Appendix I,
Section IV.B.1.



Section 5.0 Inserts

Insert 5.0-15:

Abnormal conditions observed during testing will be evaluated to determine the effect of such
conditions on containment structural integrity. This evaluation should be completed within 30
days of the identification of the condition. Any condition which is determined in this evaluation
to have a significant adverse effect on containment structural integrity will be considered an
abnormal degradation of the containment structure.

Any abnormal degradation of the containment structure identified during the engineering
evaluation of abnormal conditions shall be reported to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.4 within thirty days of that determination. Other
conditions that indicate possible effects on the integrity of two or more tendons shall be
reportable in the same manner. Such reports shall include a description of the tendon condition,
the condition of the concrete (especially at tendon anchorages), the inspection procedure and the
corrective action taken.



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient events.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

L.O1

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant systems, structures or
components, changes in parameters governing normal plant operation, or methods of
operation. The proposed change results in the deletion of an administrative reporting
requirement for the main steam line radiation monitor (SA-11). During the conversion of
NUREG-1431 section 3.3.3 (Post Accident Monitoring Instrumentation) to the proposed ITS
for PBNP, operability requirements for the steam line radiation monitor (SA-11) were not
retained. This was based on the fact that this monitor is not identified as Type A or Category
| in the PBNP Regulatory Guide 1.97 analyses, and therefore does not need to be included in
the ITS. Therefore, because this monitor was not retained in proposed ITS 3.3.3, the report
requirements for its inoperability will not be retained in proposed ITS 5.6.

Deleting administrative special report requirements does not involve a significant increase in
the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change of deleting administrative reporting requirements does not involve any
physical alteration of plant systems, structures or components, nor does it alter parameters
governing normal plant operation. The proposed change does not introduce a new mode of
operation. Therefore, the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated is not created.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
Deleting administrative reporting requirements has no bearing on any margin of safety.

Accordingly, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

L.02

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant systems, structures or
components, changes in parameters governing normal plant operation, or methods of
operation. The proposed change results in the deletion of an administrative reporting
requirement for new and spent fuel receipts and shipments.

The deletion of an administrative reporting requirement does not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident previously evaluated because no such accidents are
affected by the proposed revision. The proposed change does not introduce any new
accident initiators since no accidents previously evaluated have as their initiators anything
related to this administrative reporting requirement. All Limiting Conditions of Operation,
Limiting Safety System Settings, and Safety Limits specified in the TS remain unchanged.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability of previously evaluated accidents.

This change does not involve a significant increase in the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated because the source term, containment isolation or radiological releases
are not being changed by the proposed change. Existing system and component redundancy
and operation is not being changed by this proposed change. The assumptions used in
evaluating the radiological consequences in the PBNP Final Safety Analysis Report are not
invalidated; therefore, this change does not affect the consequences of previously evaluated
accidents.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change of deleting administrative reporting requirements does not involve any
physical alteration of plant systems, structures or components, nor does it alter parameters
governing normal plant operation. The proposed change does not introduce a new mode of
operation. The design and design basis of the facility remain unchanged. The plant safety
analyses remain unchanged. Therefore, the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated is not created.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
Deleting administrative reporting requirements has no bearing on any margin of safety.

Accordingly, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

L.03

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant systems, structures or
components, changes in parameters governing normal plant operation, or methods of
operation. The proposed change results in the deletion of administrative requirements for
having meteorological data kept on file on site as a subsection of the "Annual Monitoring
Report (AMR).”

The deletion of an administrative reporting requirement does not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident previously evaluated because no such accidents are
affected by the proposed revision. The proposed change does not introduce any new
accident initiators since no accidents previously evaluated have as their initiators anything
related to this administrative requirement. All Limiting Conditions of Operation, Limiting
Safety System Settings, and Safety Limits specified in the TS remain unchanged. Therefore,
this change does not increase the probability of previously evaluated accidents.

This change does not involve a significant increase in the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated because the source term, containment isolation or radiological releases
are not being changed by the proposed change. Existing system and component redundancy
and operation is not being changed by this proposed change. The assumptions used in
evaluating the radiological consequences in the PBNP Final Safety Analysis Report are not
invalidated; therefore, this change does not affect the consequences of previously evaluated
accidents.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change of deleting this administrative requirement does not involve any
physical alteration of plant systems, structures or components, nor does it alter parameters
governing normal plant operation. The proposed change does not introduce a new mode of
operation. The design and design basis of the facility remain unchanged. The plant safety
analyses remain unchanged. Therefore, the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated is not created.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
Deleting this administrative requirement has no bearing on any margin of safety.

Accordingly, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

L.04

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant systems, structures or
components, changes in parameters governing normal plant operation, or methods of
operation. The proposed change results in the deletion of an administrative reporting
requirement for low temperature overpressure protection system operation.

The deletion of an administrative reporting requirement does not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident previously evaluated because no such accidents are
affected by the proposed revision. The proposed change does not introduce any new
accident initiators since no accidents previously evaluated have as their initiators anything
related to this administrative reporting requirement. All Limiting Conditions of Operation,
Limiting Safety System Settings, and Safety Limits specified in the TS remain unchanged.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability of previously evaluated accidents.

This change does not involve a significant increase in the consequences of an accident
previously evaluated because the source term, containment isolation or radiological releases
are not being changed by the proposed change. Existing system and component redundancy
and operation is not being changed by this proposed change. The assumptions used in
evaluating the radiological consequences in the PBNP Final Safety Analysis Report are not
invalidated; therefore, this change does not affect the consequences of previously evaluated
accidents.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change of deleting administrative reporting requirements does not involve any
physical alteration of plant systems, structures or components, nor does it alter parameters
governing normal plant operation. The proposed change does not introduce a new mode of
operation. The design and design basis of the facility remain unchanged. The plant safety
analyses remain unchanged. Therefore, the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated is not created.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
Deleting administrative reporting requirements has no bearing on any margin of safety.

Accordingly, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.
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No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.06

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LA

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change relocates requirements from the Technical Specifications to the Bases,
FSAR, or other plant controlled documents. The Bases and FSAR will be maintained using
the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59. In addition to 10 CFR 50.59 provisions, the Technical
Specifications Bases are subject to the change process in the Administrative Controls
Chapter of the ITS. Plant procedures and other plant controlled documents are subject to
controls imposed by plant administrative procedures, which endorse applicable regulations
and standards. Changes to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents will be
evaluated in accordance with the requirements of the Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0
of the ITS, 10 CFR 50.59, or plant administrative processes. Therefore, no increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated will be allowed.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any different requirements and adequate
control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the requirements to be moved from the Technical
Specifications to the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled documents are as they currently
exist. Future changes to the requirements in the Bases, FSAR, or other plant controlled
documents will be evaluated in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, the
Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0 of the ITS, or the applicable plant process and no
reduction in a margin of safety will be allowed.
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15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LB

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conciusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

This change involves deletion of a Specifications/information which is duplicative of
information contained in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFRs). This information is more
appropriately addressed by the CFRs and serves no purpose in the Technical Specifications.
Deletion of this information will not result in an increase in the probability of an accident.
Regulatory requirements do not alter plant design or configuration; therefore, this does not
alter any event precursor. Accordingly, there will be no effect on the consequences of any
accident.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be instalied) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which
are adequately addressed in the CFRs. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which are

duplicative of requirements contained in the CFRs. These items are not an input to any
accident analysis and, therefore, have no impact on margin of safety.
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15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

M

in accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change provides more restrictive requirements for operation of the facility.
These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the probability
of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter the assumptions relative to the mitigation of an
accident or transient event. These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process
variables, structures, systems and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses. Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The propesed change does impose different requirements. However, these
changes do not affect any assumptions made in the safety analysis. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no affect on or increases the
margin of safety. Each change is providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.
These changes are consistent with the safety analysis. Therefore, this change does not
involve a reduction in a margin of safety.
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.6 Reporting Requirements

The following reports shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.

5.6.1 Occupational Radiation Exposure Report

A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility, and other
personnel (including contractors), for whom monitoring was performed,
receiving an annual deep dose equivalent > 100 mrems and the
associated collective deep dose equivalent (reported in person — rem)
according to work and job functions (e.g., reactor operations and
surveillance, inservice inspection, routine maintenance, special
maintenance, waste processing, and refueling). This tabulation
supplements the requirements of 10 CFR 20.2206. The dose
assignments to various duty functions may be estimated based on pocket
ionization chamber, thermoluminescence dosimeter (TLD), electronic
dosimeter, or film badge measurements. Small exposures totaling < 20
percent of the individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the
aggregate, at least 80 percent of the total deep dose equivalent received
from external sources should be assigned to specific major work
functions. The report covering the previous calendar year shall be
submitted by April 30 of each year.

5.6.2 Annual Monitoring Report

The Annual Monitoring Report covering the operation of the units during
the previous calendar year shall be submitted by April 30 of each year.
The report shall include summaries, interpretations, and analyses of
trends of the results of the radiological environmental monitoring program
for the reporting period. The material provided shall be consistent with
the objectives outlined in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM),
and in 10 CFR 50, Appendix |, Sections IV.B.2, IV.B.3, and IV.C.

POINT BEACH 5.6-1 DRAFT REV. A



Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.2

5.6.3

5.6.4

Annual Monitoring Report (continued)

The Annual Monitoring Report shall include the results of analyses of all
radiological environmental samples and of all environmental radiation
measurements taken during the period pursuant to the locations specified
in the table and figures in the ODCM, as well as summarized and
tabulated results of these analyses and measurements. In the event that
some individual results are not available for inclusion with the report, the
report shall be submitted noting and explaining the reasons for the
missing results. The missing data shall be submitted in a supplementary
report as soon as possible.

The Annual Monitoring Report shall also include The Radioactive Effluent
Release Report covering the operation of the units in the previous year
and submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a.

The submittal shall combine sections common to all units at the station;
however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the submittal shall
specify the releases of radioactive material from each unit. The report
shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive liquid and
gaseous effluents and solid waste released from the units. The material
provided shall be consistent with the objectives outlined in the ODCM and
Process Control Program and in conformance with 10 CFR 50.36a and
10 CFR 50, Appendix |, Section 1V.B.1.

Monthly Operating Reports

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience shall be
submitted on a monthly basis by the 10th of each month following the
calendar month covered by the report.

CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR)

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or
prior to any remaining portion of a reload cycle, and shall be documented
in the COLR for the following:

)} LCO 2.1.1, “Safety Limits (SLs)”

} LCO 3.1.1,“Shutdown Margin (SDM)”

) LCO 3.1.3, “Moderator Temperature Coefficient (MTC)”
) LCO 3.1.5,“Shutdown Bank Insertion Limits”

5) LCO 3.1.6,“Control Bank Insertion Limits”

(6) LCO 3.2.1,“Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor (Fa(Z))”

(1
(2
(3
(4
(

POINT BEACH 5.6-2 DRAFT REV. A



Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.4 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued)

(7) LCO 3.2.2,“Nuclear Enthalpy Rise Hot Channel Factor(F N

(8) LCO 3.2.3, “Axial Flux Difference (AFD)”

(9) LCO 3.3.1,“Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation -
Overtemperature AT”

(10) LCO 3.3.1, “Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation -
Overpower AT”

(11) LCO 3.4.1, “RCS Pressure, Temperature, and Flow Departure from
Nucleate Boiling (DNB) Limits”

(12) LCO 3.9.1 “Boron Concentration”

The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits
shall be those previously reviewed and approved by the NRC,
specifically those described in the following documents:

(1) WCAP-14449-P-A, “Application of Best Estimate Large Break
LOCA Methodology to Westinghouse PWR’s with Upper Plenum
Injection,” Revision 1, October 1999. (cores containing 422V+ fuel)

(2) WCAP-9272-P-A, “Westinghouse Reload Safety Evaluation
Methodology,” July 1985.

(3) WCAP-11397-P-A, “Revised Thermal Design Procedure,” April
1989.

(4) WCAP-14787-P, “Westinghouse Revised Thermal Design
Procedures Instrument Uncertainty Methodology, Wisconsin
Electric Power Company, Point Beach Unit 1 and 2,” April 1999
(approved by NRC Safety Evaluation, February 8, 2000).

(5) WCAP-10054-P-A, “Westinghouse Small Break ECCS Evaluation
Model Using The NOTRUMP Code,” August 1985.

(6) WCAP-10054-P-A, “Addendum to the Westinghouse Small Break
ECCS Evaluation Model Using the NOTRUMP Code: Safety
Injection into the Broken Loop and COSI Condensation Model,”
Addendum 2, Revision 1, July 1997.

(7) WCAP-8745-P-A, “Design Bases for the Thermal Overpower AT
and Thermal Overtemperature AT Trip Functions,” September
1986.

(8) WCAP-10216-P-A, “Relaxation of Constant Axial Offset Control,”
Revision 1A, February 1994.

(9) WCAP-10924-P-A, “Large Break LOCA Best Estimate
Methodology, Volume 2: Application to Two-Loop PWRs Equipped
with Upper Plenum Injection,” and Addenda, December 1988.
(cores not containing 422 V+ fuel)

(10) WCAP-10924-P-A, “LBLOCA Best Estimate Methodology: Model
Description and Validation: Model Revisions,” Volume 1, Addendum
4, August 1990. (cores not containing 422 V+ fuel)
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5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.4 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued)

C.

The core operating limits shall be determined such that all
applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core thermal
hydraulic limits, Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) limits,
nuclear limits such as SDM, transient analysis limits, and accident
analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met.

The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, shall
be provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the NRC.

5.6.5 Reactor Coolant System (RCS) PRESSURE AND TEMPERATURE

LIMITS REPORT (PTLR)

a.

RCS pressure and temperature limits for heat up, cooldown, low
temperature operation, criticality, hydrostatic testing, LTOP
enabling, and PORYV lift settings as well as heatup and cooldown
rates shall be established and documented in the PTLR for the
following:

(1) LCO 3.4.3, “RCS Pressure and Temperature (P/T) Limits”

(2) LCO 3.4.6,“RCS Loops-MODE 4”

(3) LCO 3.4.7,“RCS Loops-MODE 5, Loops Filled”

(4) LCO 3.4.10,“Pressurizer Safety Valves”

(5) LCO 3.4.12,“Low Temperature Overpressure Protection (LTOP)”

The analytical methods used to determine the RCS pressure and
temperature limits shall be those previously reviewed and approved
by the NRC, specifically those described in the following
documents:

[This information will be submitted to the NRC for approval under
Technical Specification Change Request (TSCR) 219. After NRC
approval of TSCR 219, a supplement to this section will be submitted
to identify the necessary approval amendments.]

The PTLR shall be provided to the NRC upon issuance for each
reactor vessel fluence period and for any revision or supplement
thereto.
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5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.6

5.6.7

5.6.8

PAM Report

When a report is required by Condition B or G of LCO 3.3.3, "Post
Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation," a report shall be submitted
within the following 14 days. The report shall outline the preplanned
alternate method of monitoring, the cause of the inoperability, and the
plans and schedule for restoring the instrumentation channels of the
Function to OPERABLE status.

Tendon Surveillance Report

Abnormal conditions observed during testing will be evaluated to determine the
effect of such conditions on containment structural integrity. This evaluation
should be completed within 30 days of the identification of the condition. Any
condition which is determined in this evaluation to have a significant adverse
effect on containment structural integrity will be considered an abnormal
degradation of the containment structure.

Any abnormal degradation of the containment structure identified during the
engineering evaluation of abnormal conditions shall be reported to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.4 within
thirty days of that determination. Other conditions that indicate possible effects
on the integrity of two or more tendons shall be reportable in the same manner.
Such reports shall include a description of the tendon condition, the condition of
the concrete (especially at tendon anchorages), the inspection procedure and
the corrective action taken.

Steam Generator Tube Inspection Report

(a)  After each inservice examination, the number of tubes plugged or repaired
in each steam generator shall be reported to the commission as soon as
practicable.

(b) The complete results of the steam generator tube inservice inspection
shall be included in a report for the period in which the inspection was
completed.

Reports shall include:
1.  Number and extent of tubes inspected.

2. Location and percent of all thickness penetration for each indication.
3. Identification of tubes plugged or repaired.
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5.6.8

Steam Generator Tube Inspection Report (continued)

(c)

Reports required by Table 5.5.8-1, “Steam Generator Tube Inspection,”
shall provide the information required by Specification 5.6.8.(b) and a
description of investigations conducted to determine cause of the tube
degradation and corrective measures taken to prevent recurrence. The

report shall be submitted to the Commission prior to resumption of plant
operation.
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ITS to CTS 15-Mar-00
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Description of Changes - NUREG-1431 Section 5.07

15-Mar-00

DOC Number

DOC Text

A.01

In the conversion of Point Beach current Technical Specifications (CTS) to the proposed plant
specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain wording preferences or conventions are
adopted which do not result in technical changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial
changes, reformatting, and revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the
Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants, NUREG-1431, Revision 1 (i.e.,
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).

CTS: ITS:
15.06.11 SPEC 5.07.01
SPEC 5.07.02

LB.01 CTS 15.6.11 states that the radiation protection program shall meet the requirements of 10 CFR
20. This statement will not be retained in the proposed ITS because the requirement is
duplicative of the code of federal regulations (10 CFR Part 20), which all licensees are required
to meet. Accordingly, this change removes CTS details that are duplicative of other regulatory
requirements.
CTS: ITS:
15.06.11 SPEC 5.07

LB.02 CTS 15.6.11 states that radiological control procedures shall be written and made available to all

station personnel, and shall state permissible radiation exposure levels. This statement will not
be retained in the proposed ITS because the requirement to have radiological control procedures
that state permissible exposure levels is duplicative of the code of federal regulations (10 CFR
Part 20), which all licensees are required to meet. Accordingly, this change removes CTS
details that are duplicative of other regulatory requirements.

The statement "and made available to all station personnel” is inherent to all PBNP station
procedures and is, therefore, unnecessary in the proposed ITS.

CTS: ITS:

15.06.11 SPEC 5.04.01.A
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‘ Spec 5.7
See ITS 5.7.1 A Page 1 of 3

15.6.11 RADIATION PROTECTION PROGRAM

Specification IBO2

Radiological control procedures shall be writt i 0 all station personnel,
issible radiation exposure levelsJ|The radiation protection program shallf

[ meet the requirements-of1H-EFR20-

Paragraph 20.1601 - Control of Access to High Radiation Areas

As provided in paragraph 20.1601(c) of 10 CFR Part 20, the following controls shall be
applied to high radiation areas in place of the controls required by paragraph 20.1601(a) and
(b) of 10 CFR Part 20:

High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Not Exceeding 1.0 rem/hour at 30 Centimeters from
the Radiation Source or from Any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation;

a. Each entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a
high radiation area. Such barricades may be opened as necessary to permit entry
Ly or exit of personnel or equipment.
b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means of

Radiation Work Permit (RWP) or equivalent that includes specification of
radiation dose rates in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate
radiation protection equipment and measures.

c. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures (e.g., health physics
technicians) and personnel continuously escorted by such individuals may be
exempted from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing
their assigned duties provided that they are following plant radiation protection
procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such area.

d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:
1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose
rates in the area; or
2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the radiation

dose rates in the area and alarms when the device’s dose alarm setpoint
is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoint, or

3. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and
cumulative dose to a remote receiver monitored by radiation protection
personnel responsible for controlling personnel radiation exposure within
the area, or

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 182 15.6.11-1
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 186 March 17, 1998
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See ITS 5.7.2 See ITS 5.7.1 Page 2 of 3

v

4. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic
dosimeter) and,

@) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
while in the area, of an individual qualified in radiation protection
procedures, equipped with a radiation monitoring device that
continuously displays radiation dose rates in the area; who is
responsible for controlling personnel exposure within the area, or

(i)  Be under the surveillance as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
while in the area, by means of closed circuit television, of
personnel qualified in radiation protection procedures,
responsible for controlling personnel radiation exposure in the
area, and with the means to communicate with and control every
individual in the area.

€. Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, entry into
such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been determined
and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them.

A 4
High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour at 30 Centimeters from the
Radiation Source or from Any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation, but Less than 500
rads/hour at 1 Meter from the Radiation Source or from Any Surface Penetrated by the
Radiation:

a. Each entryway to such an area shall be conspicuously posted as a high radiation
area and shall be provided with a locked door or gate that prevents unauthorized
entry, and, in addition:

1. All such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the administrative
control of the shift supervisor, radiation protection manager, or his or
her designee.

2. Doors and gates shall remain locked except during periods of personnel
or equipment entry or exit.

b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means of an
RWP or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose rates in the
immediate work area(s) and other appropriate radiation protection equipment
and measures.

c. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures may be exempted from
the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing radiation surveys in
such areas provided that they are following plant radiation protection procedures
for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 182 15.6.11-2
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 186 March 17, 1998
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v
d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:
1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the radiation rates in

the area and alarms when the device’s dose alarm setpoint is reached, with an
appropriate alarm setpoint, or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and
cumulative dose information to a remote receiver monitored by radiation
protection personnel responsible for controlling personnel radiation exposure
within the area with the means to communicate with and control every
individual in the area, or

3. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic
dosimeter) and,

(1) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while
in the area, of an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures,
equipped with a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays
radiation dose rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling
personnel exposure within the area, or

(i1) Be under the surveillance as specified in the RWP or equivalent, while in
the area, by means of closed circuit television, of personnel qualified in
radiation protection procedures, responsible for controlling personnel
radiation exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
and control every individual in the area, or

4, In those cases where options (2) and (3), above, are impractical or determined
to be inconsistent with the “ As Low As is Reasonably Achievable” principle, a
radiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose rates in the
area.

e. Except for individual qualified in radiation protection procedures, entry into such areas
shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been determined and entry
personnel are knowledgeable of them.

f. Such individual areas that are within a larger area that is controlled as a high radiation
area, where no enclosure exists for the purpose of locking and where no enclosure can
reasonably be constructed around the individual area need not be controlled by a locked
door or gate, but shall be barricaded and conspicuous, clearly visible flashing light shall
be activated at the area as a warning device.

Unit 1 - Amendment No. 182 15.6.11-3
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 186 March 17, 1998
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JFD Number JFD Text
01 The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been provided.
ITS: NUREG:
SPEC 5.07 SPEC 5.07
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5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS Approved Replace with Insert

5.7

(o1} »[/High Radiation Arei%

¥

TSTF-258, R4 [P 5.0-05

5.7.1

5.7.2

Pursuant to 10 CFR 20, paragraph 20.1601(c), in Tieu of the
requirements of 10 CFR 20.1601, each high radiation area, as
defined in 10 CFR 20, in which the intensity of radiation is > 10
mrem/hr but < 1000 mrem/hr, shall be barricaded and conspicuousty
posted as a high radiation area and entrance thereto shall be
controlled by requiring issuance of a Radiation Work Permit ARWP).

Individuals qualified in radiation protection proceduresAe.qg..
[Health Physics Technicians]) or personnel continuously scorted
by such individuals may be exempt from the RWP issuangé
requirement during the performance of their assigneg duties in
high radiation areas with exposure rates £ 1000 mrem/hr, provided
they are otherwise following plant radiation prgtection procedures
for entry into such high radiation areas.

Any individual or group of individuals permitted to enter such
areas shall be provided with or accompaxied by one or more of the
following:

a. A radiation monitoring devi that continuously indicates
the radiation dose rate in/the area.

b. A radiation monitoring/device that continuously integrates
the radiation dose rdte in the area and alarms when a preset
integrated dose is/received. Entry into such areas with
this monitoring device may be made after the dose rate
levels in the drea have been established and personnel are
aware of th

C. An indiyfdual qualified in radiation protection procedures
with g radiation dose rate monitoring device, who is
responsible for providing positive control over the
agtivities within the area and shall perform periodic

adiation surveillance at the frequency specified by the
[Radiation Protection Manager] in the RWP.

In addition to the requirements of Specification 5.7.1, areas with
radiation levels > 1000 mrem/hr shall be provided with locked or
continuously guarded doors to prevent unauthorized entry and the
keys shall be maintained under the administrative control of the
Shift Foreman on duty or health physics supervision. Doors shall
remain locked except during periods of access by personnel under
an approved RWP that shall specify the dose rate levels in

WOG STS
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TSTF-258, R4 5.0-05
E§i7 High Radiation Areaiﬂ<——————

5.7.2 (continued)

the immediate work areas and the maximum allow able st imes for
individuals in those areas. In lieu of the stay ti

specification of the RWP, direct or remote (s as closed circuit
TV cameras) continuous surveillance may be-fiade by personnel
gualified in radiation protection pr ures to provide positive
exposure control over the activitA€s being performed within the
area.

5.7.3 For individual high-radiation areas with radiation levels of >
1000 mrem/hr, essible to personnel, that are located within
large are Such as reactor containment, where no enclosure exists
for puweposes of locking, or that cannot be continuously guarded,

where no enclosure can be reasonably constructed around the
individual area, that individual area shall be barricaded and

| conspicuously posted, and a flashing light shall be activated as a

warning device.

WOG STS 5.0-25 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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Insert 5.0-05:

5.7 High Radiation Area

As provided in paragraph 20.1601(c) of 10 CFR Part 20, the following controls shall
be applied to high radiation areas in place of controls required by paragraph
20.1601(a) and (b) of 10 CFR Part 20:

5.7.1 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Not Exceeding 1.0 rem/hour at 30

Centimeters from the Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by the

Radiation

a.

b.

d.

Each entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted
as a high radiation area. Such barricades may be opened as necessary to
permit entry or exit of personnel or equipment.

Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of Radiation Work Permit (RWP) or eguivalent that includes specification of
radiation dose rates in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate
radiation protection equipment and measures.

Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures and personnel
continuously escorted by such individuals may be exempted from the
requirement for an RWP or eguivalent while performing their assigned duties
provided that they are otherwise following plant radiation protection
procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:

1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose
rates in the area; or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the
radiation dose rates in the area and alarms when the device’s dose
alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoint, or

3. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and
cumulative dose information to a remote receiver monitored by radiation
protection personnel responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure within the area, or

4. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic
dosimeter) and,

(1) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
while in the area, of an individual qualified in radiation
protection procedures, equipped with a radiation monitoring
device that continuously displays radiation dose rates in the



e.
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area; who is responsible for controlling personnel exposure
within the area, or

(i1)  Be under the surveillance as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
while in the area, by means of closed circuit television, of
personnel qualified in radiation protection procedures,
responsible for controlling personnel radiation exposure in the
area, and with the means to communicate with individuals in the
area who are covered by such surveillance.

Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or
personnel continuously escorted by such individuals, entry into such areas
shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been determined and
entry personnel are knowledgeable of them. These continuously escorted
personnel will receive pre-job briefing prior to entry into such areas.
This dose rate determination, knowledge, and pre-job briefing does not
require documentation prior to initial entry.

5.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour at 30

Centimeters from the Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by the

Radiation, but Tless than 500 rads/hour at 1 Meter from the Radiation Source or

from any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation

a.

b.

Each entryway to such an area shall be conspicuously posted as a high
radiation area and shall be provided with a locked or continuously guarded
door or gate that prevents unauthorized entry, and, in addition:

1. A11 such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the
administrative control of the shift supervisor, radiation protection
manager, or his or her designee.

2. Doors and gates shall remain locked except during periods of personnel
or equipment entry or exit.

Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of an RWP or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose rates
in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate radiation protection
equipment and measures.

Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures may be exempted
from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing radiation
surveys in such areas provided that they are otherwise following plant
radiation protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such
areas.

Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:
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1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the
radiation rates in the area and alarms when the device’'s dose alarm
setpoint is reached. with an appropriate alarm setpoint, or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate and
cumulative dose information to a remote receiver monitored by radiation
protection personnel responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure within the area with the means to communicate with and control
every individual in the area, or

3. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or electronic
dosimeter) and.

(i) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or
equivalent, while in the area, of an individual qualified in
radiation protection procedures, equipped with a radiation
monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose rates
in the area; who is responsible for controliing personnel
exposure within the area, or

(11)Be under the surveillance as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
while in the area, by means of closed circuit television, of
personnel qualified in radiation protection procedures,
responsible for controlling personnel radiation exposure in the
area, and with the means to communicate with and control every
individual in the area.

4. In those cases where option (2) and (3), above, are impractical or
determined to be inconsistent with the “As Low As is Reasonably Achievable”
principle, a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays
radiation dose rates in the area.

Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or personnel
continuously escorted by such individuals, entry into such areas shall be made
only after dose rates in the area have been determined and entry personnel are
knowledgeable of them. These continuously escorted personnel will receive a pre-
job briefing prior to entry into such areas. This dose rate determination,
knowledge, and pre-job briefing does not require documentation prior to initial
entry.

Such individual areas that are within a larger area where no enclosure exists for
the purpose of locking and where no enclosure can reasonably be constructed
around the individual area need not be controlled by a locked door or gate, nor
continuously guarded, but shall be barricaded, conspicuously posted, and a
clearty visible flashing Tlight shall be activated at the area as a warning
device.



No Significant Hazards Considerations - NUREG-1431 Section 5.07

15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

A

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change involves reformatting and rewording of the current Technical
Specifications. The reformatting and rewording process involves no technical changes to
existing requirements. As such, this change is administrative in nature and does not impact
initiators of analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient events.
Therefore, this change does not increase the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old requirements.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed change will not significantly reduce the margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. This change is administrative. As such, there is
no technical change to the requirements and, therefore, there is no reduction in the margin of
safety.

Page 1 of 2
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15-Mar-00

NSHC Number

NSHC Text

LB

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, PBNP has evaluated this proposed
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated?

This change involves deletion of a Specifications/information which is duplicative of
information contained in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFRs). This information is more
appropriately addressed by the CFRs and serves no purpose in the Technical Specifications.
Deletion of this information will not result in an increase in the probability of an accident.
Regulatory requirements do not alter plant design or configuration; therefore, this does not
alter any event precursor. Accordingly, there will be no effect on the consequences of any
accident.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

The proposed change does not require a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different
type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters governing normal plant
operation. The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which
are adequately addressed in the CFRs. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
The proposed change deletes materials from the Technical Specifications which are

duplicative of requirements contained in the CFRs. These items are not an input to any
accident analysis and, therefore, have no impact on margin of safety.

Page 2 of 2



High Radiation Area
5.7

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.7 High Radiation Area

As provided in paragraph 20.1601(c) of 10 CFR Part 20, the following controls shall be applied
to high radiation areas in place of controls required by paragraph 20.1601(a) and (b) of

10 CFR Part 20:

571 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Not Exceeding 1.0 rem/hour at 30

Centimeters from the Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by the

Radiation

a.

Each entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and conspicuously
posted as a high radiation area. Such barricades may be opened as
necessary to permit entry or exit of personnel or equipment.

Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of Radiation Work Permit (RWP) or equivalent that includes specification
of radiation dose rates in the immediate work area(s) and other
appropriate radiation protection equipment and measures.

Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures and personnel
continuously escorted by such individuals may be exempted from the
requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing their assigned
duties provided that they are otherwise following plant radiation protection
procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:

1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously displays radiation
dose rates in the area; or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the
radiation dose rates in the area and alarms when the device’s dose
alarm setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoint, or

3. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate
and cumulative dose information to a remote receiver monitored by
radiation protection personnel responsible for controlling personnel
radiation exposure within the area, or

POINT BEACH
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5.7 High Radiation Area

High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7.1 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Not Exceeding 1.0 rem/hour at

30 Centimeters from the Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by

the Radiation (continued)

4. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or
electronic dosimeter) and,

(i

(if)

Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or
equivalent, while in the area, of an individual qualified in
radiation protection procedures, equipped with a radiation
monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose
rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling personnel
exposure within the area, or

Be under the surveillance as specified in the RWP or
equivalent, while in the area, by means of closed circuit
television, of personnel qualified in radiation protection
procedures, responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
individuals in the area who are covered by such surveillance.

Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or
personnel continuously escorted by such individuals, entry into such areas
shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been determined and
entry personnel are knowledgeable of them. These continuously escorted
personnel will receive pre-job briefing prior to entry into such areas. This
dose rate determination, knowledge, and pre-job briefing does not require
documentation prior to initial entry.
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5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour at

30 Centimeters from the Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by

the Radiation, but less than 500 rads/hour at 1 Meter from the Radiation Source

or from any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation

a.

Each entryway to such an area shall be conspicuously posted as a high
radiation area and shall be provided with a locked or continuously guarded
door or gate that prevents unauthorized entry, and, in addition:

1. All such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the
administrative control of the shift supervisor, radiation protection
manager, or his or her designee.

2. Doors and gates shall remain locked except during periods of
personnel or equipment entry or exit.

Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of an RWP or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose rates
in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate radiation protection
equipment and measures.

Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures may be exempted
from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing radiation
surveys in such areas provided that they are otherwise following plant
radiation protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such
areas.

Each individual or group entering such an area shall possess:

1. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the
radiation rates in the area and alarms when the device’s dose alarm
setpoint is reached, with an appropriate alarm setpoint, or

2. A radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits dose rate
and cumulative dose information to a remote receiver monitored by
radiation protection personnel responsible for controlling personnel
radiation exposure within the area with the means to communicate
with and control every individual in the area, or
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5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour at

30 Centimeters from the Radiation Source or from any Surface Penetrated by

the Radiation, but less than 500 rads/hour at 1 Meter from the Radiation Source

or from any Surface Penetrated by the Radiation (continued)

3. A self-reading dosimeter (e.g., pocket ionization chamber or
electronic dosimeter) and,

(i) Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or
equivalent, while in the area, of an individual qualified in
radiation protection procedures, equipped with a radiation
monitoring device that continuously displays radiation dose
rates in the area; who is responsible for controlling personnel
exposure within the area, or

(i) Be under the surveillance as specified in the RWP or
equivalent, while in the area, by means of closed circuit
television, of personnel qualified in radiation protection
procedures, responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
and control every individual in the area.

4. Inthose cases where option (2) and (3), above, are impractical or
determined to be inconsistent with the “As Low As is Reasonably
Achievable” principle, a radiation monitoring device that continuously
displays radiation dose rates in the area.

Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, or
personnel continuously escorted by such individuals, entry into such areas
shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been determined and
entry personnel are knowledgeable of them. These continuously escorted
personnel will receive a pre-job briefing prior to entry into such areas. This
dose rate determination, knowledge, and pre-job briefing does not require
documentation prior to initial entry.

Such individual areas that are within a larger area where no enclosure
exists for the purpose of locking and where no enclosure can reasonably
be constructed around the individual area need not be controlled by a
locked door or gate, nor continuously guarded, but shall be barricaded,
conspicuously posted, and a clearly visible flashing light shall be activated
at the area as a warning device.
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