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Introduction

A comparison of the Initiating Conditions (ICs), Mode Applicability and
Emergency Action Levels (EALs) in NEI 99-01, Revision 6, Final,
“Development of Emergency Action Levels for Non-Passive Reactors”,
(ADAMS Accession No. ML12326A805), and North Anna Power Station
(NAPS) ICs, MODE Applicability and EALs are provided in this document.
The results of the comparison are provided in Table 4, NAPS Comparison
Matrix.. This document provides a means of assessing NAPS differences
and deviations from the NRC endorsed guidance given in NEI 99-01,
Revision 6. Discussion of NAPS EAL bases and lists of source document
references are given in the NAPS EAL Technical Bases Document. It is,
therefore, advisable to reference the NAPS EAL Technical Bases Document
for background information while using this document.

Comparison Matrix Format

The ICs and EALs discussed in the NAPS Comparison Matrix are grouped
according to NEI 99-01 Recognition Category and presented alphabetically
by group. Within each Recognition Category group, the ICs and EALs are
listed in tabular format according to the order in which they are given in NEI
99-01, Rev. 6. Generally, each row of the comparison matrix provides the
following information:

e NEIIC/Ex. EAL identifier

¢ NELIC/Example EAL wording and mode applicability
o NAPS IC/EAL identifier

¢ NAPS IC/EAL wording and mode applicability

» Justification of any difference or deviation

EAL Wording

NEI 99-01, Section 4.1 recommends the following: “The guidance in NEI 99-
01 is not intended to be applied to plants “as-is”; however, developers should
attempt to keep their site-specific schemes as close to the generic guidance
as possible. The goal is to meet the intent of the generic Initiating Conditions
(ICs) and Emergency Action Levels (EALs) within the context of site-specific
characteristics — locale, plant design, operating features, terminology, etc.
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Meeting this goal will result in a shorter and less cumbersome NRC review
and approval process, closer alignment with the schemes of other nuclear
power plant sites and better positioning to adopt future industry-wide scheme
enhancements”

To assist the Station Emergency Manager (SEM), the NAPS EALs have
been written in a clear and concise style (to the extent that the differences
from the NEI EAL wording could be reasonably documented and justified).
This supports timely and accurate classification in the tense atmosphere of
an emergency event. The EAL differences introduced to reduce reading
burden comprise almost all of the differences justified in this document.

EAL Emphasis Techniques

Due to the width of the table columns and table formatting constraints in this
document, line breaks and indentation may differ slightly from the
appearance of comparable wording in the source documents. NEI 99-01,
Rev. 6, is the source document for the NEI EALs; the NAPS EAL Technical
Bases Document is the source document for the NAPS EALs.

Development of the NAPS IC/EAL wording has attémpted to minimize
inconsistencies and apply sound human factors principles. As a result,
differences occur between NEI and NAPS [Cs/EALs for these reasons alone.
When such difference may infer a technical difference in the associated NEI
IC/EAL, the difference is identified and a justification is provided.

The print and paragraph formatting conventions summarized below guide
presentation of the NAPS EALs in accordance with the EAL writing criteria.
Space restrictions in the EAL table of this document sometimes override this
criteria in cases when following the criteria would introduce undesirable
complications in the EAL layout. ‘

e Upper case-bold underline print is used for the logic terms AND, OR
and EITHER.

¢ Bold print is also used for certain logic terms, negative terms (not,
cannot, etc.), any, all,

¢ Upper case print is reserved for defined terms; acronyms, system
abbreviations, logic terms (and, or, etc. when not used as a
conjunction), and annunciator window engravings.
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Three or more items in a list are normally introduced with “Any of the
following...” or “All of the following...” ltems of the list begin with
bullets when a priority or sequence is not inferred.

The use of and/or logic within the same EAL has been avoided
when possible. When such logic cannot be avoided, indentation and
separation of subordinate contingent phrases is employed.

Global bifferences

The differences listed below generally apply throughout the set of EALs and
are not repeated in the Justification sections of this document. The global
differences do not change the intent of NE| 99-01.

1.

The NEI phrase “Notification of Unusual Event” has been
abbreviated "NOUE" to reduce EAL-user reading burden.

The title “Emergency Director” is replaced with the NAPS-specific
title “Station Emergency Director (SEM)”

NEl 99-01 IC Example EALs are implemented in separate plant
EALs to improve clarity and readability. For example, NE! lists alf IC
HU3 Example EALs under one IC. The corresponding NAPS EALs
appear as unique EALs (e.g., HU3.1 through HU3.4).

Operational Condition (MODE) applicability identifiers
(numbers/letter) modify the NEI 99-01 mode applicability names as
follows: 1 - Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 - Hot
Shutdown, 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling, DEF — Defueled. NEI
99-01 defines Defueled as follows: “All reactor fuel removed from
RPV. (Full core off load during refueling or extended outage).”

NEI 99-01 uses the terms greater than, less than, greater than or
equal to, etc. in the wording of some example EALs. For consistency
and to reduce EAL-user reading burden, NAPS has adopted use of
boolean symbols in place of the NEI 99-01 text modifiers within the
EAL wording.

“‘min.” is the standard abbreviation for “minutes” and is .used to
reduce EAL user reading burden.

All ICs and EAL thresholds specifying “thyroid CDE" have been
revised to “adult thyroid CDE.” The NAPS dose assessment
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methodology calculates both child and adult thyroid CDE. All effluent
based EALs therefore specify “adult thyroid CDE.”

IC/EAL identification:

e NE! Recognition Category A, “Abnormal Radiation Levels/
Radiological Effluents,” has been changed to Category R,
‘Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluents.” The designator “R” is
more intuitively associated with radiation (rad) or radiological
events. NEI IC designators beginning with “A” have likewise
been changed to “R.”

¢ NEI Recognition Category S, “System Malfunctions,” has been
changed to Category M, “System Malfunctions,” The designator
“M” precludes possible interpretation of “SA” as Site Area
Emergency.

e NEI 99-01 defines the thresholds requiring emergency
classification (example EALs) and assigns them to ICs which, in
turn, are grouped in “Recognition Categories.” NAPS endeavors
to optimize the NEI EAL organization and identification scheme
to enhance usability of the plant-specific EAL set. To this end,
the NAPS IC/EAL scheme includes the following features:

a. Division of the NEI EAL set into three groups:

o EALs applicable under all plant operating conditions —
This group would be reviewed by the EAL-user any
time emergency classification is considered.

o EALs applicable only under hot operating conditions —
This group would only be reviewed by the EAL-user
when the plant is in Power Operation, Reactor Critical,
Hot Shutdown or Intermediate Shutdown mode.

o EALs applicable only under cold operating conditions —
This group would only be reviewed by the EAL-user
when the plant is in Cold Shutdown, Refueling or
Defueled mode.

The purpose of the groups is to avoid review of hot
condition EALs when the plant is in a cold condition and
avoid review of cold condition EALs when the plant is in a
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hot condition. This approach significantly minimizes the
total number of EALs that must be reviewed by the EAL-
user for a given plant condition, reduces EAL-user
reading burden and, thereby, speeds identification of the
EAL that applies to the emergency.

b. Within each of the above three groups, assignment of
EALs to categories/subcategories — Category and
subcategory titles are selected to represent conditions
that are operationally significant to the EAL-user.
Subcategories are used as necessary to further divide the
EALs of a category into logical sets of possible
emergency classification thresholds. The NAPS EAL
categories/subcategories and their relationship to NEI
Recognition Categories are listed in Table 1.

c. Unique identification of each EAL — Four characters
comprise the EAL identifier as illustrated in Figure 1.

Figure 1 — EAL Identifier

EAL Identifier
XXX. X

Category (R, H, E, M, F, C) J L Sequential number within subcategory/classification

Emergency classification (G, S, A, U) Subcategory number (1 if no subcategory)

The first character is a letter associated with the category
in which the EAL is located. The second character is a
letter associated with the emergency classification level
(G for General Emergency, S for Site Area Emergency, A
for Alert, and U for Notification of Unusual Event). The
third character is a number associated with one or more
subcategories within a given category. Subcategories are
sequentially numbered beginning with the number “1”. If a
category does not have a subcategory, this character is
assigned the number “1". The fourth character is a
number preceded by a period for each EAL within a
subcategory. EALs are sequentially numbered within the
emergency classification level of a subcategory beginning
with the number “1".
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The EAL identifier is designed to fulfill the following
objectives:

o Uniqueness — The EAL identifier ensures that there
can be no confusion over which EAL is driving the
need for emergency classification.

o Speed in locating the EAL of concern — When the
EALs are displayed in a matrix format, knowledge
of the EAL identifier alone can lead the EAL-user to
the location of the EAL within the classification
matrix. The identifier conveys the category,
subcategory and classification level. This assists
ERO responders (who may not be in the same
facility as the SEM) to find the EAL of concern in a
timely manner without the need for a word
description of the classification threshold.

o Possible classification upgrade - The
category/subcategory/identifier scheme helps the
EAL-user find higher emergency classification EALs
that may become active if plant conditions worsen.

Table 2 lists the NAPS ICs and EALs that correspond to
the NEI [Cs/Example EALs when the above EAL/IC
organization and identification scheme is implemented.

~

Differences and Deviations

In accordance NRC Regulatory Issue Summary (RIS) 2003-18, “Use of
Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) 99-01, Methodology for Development of
Emergency Action Levels,” Supplements 1 and 2, a “difference” is an EAL
change in which the basis scheme guidance differs in wording but agrees in
meaning and intent, such that classification of an event would be the same,
whether using the basis scheme guidance or the NAPS EAL. A “deviation” is
an EAL change in which the basis scheme guidance differs in wording and is
altered in meaning or intent, such that classification of the event could be
different between the basis scheme guidance and the NAPS proposed EAL.

Administrative changes that do not actually change the textual content are
neither differences nor deviations. Likewise, any format change that does not
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alter the wording of the IC or EAL is not considered a difference or a
deviation.

The following are examples of differences:

Choosing the applicable EAL based upon plant type (i.e., BWR vs.
PWR).

Using a numbering scheme other than that provided in NE| 99- 01
that does not change the intent of the overall scheme.

Where the NEI 99-01 guidance specifically provides an option to not
include an EAL, if equipment for the EAL does not exist at NAPS
(e.g., automatic real-time dose assessment capability).

Pulling information from the bases section up to the actual EAL that
does not change the intent of the EAL.

Choosing to state ALL Operating Modes are applicable instead of
stating N/A, or listing each mode individually under the Abnormal
Rad Level/Radiological Effluent and Hazard and Other Conditions
Affecting Plant Safety sections.

Using synonymous wording (e.g., greater than or equal to vs. at or
above, less than or equal vs. at or below, greater than or less than
vs. above or below, etc.)

Adding NAPS equipment/instrument identification and/or noun

names to EALSs.

Combining like ICs that are exactly the same but have different
operating modes as long as the intent of each IC is maintained and
the overall progression of the EAL scheme is not affected.

Any change to the IC and/or EAL, and/or basis wording, as stated in
NEI 99-01, that does not alter the intent of the IC and/or EAL, i.e.,
the IC and/or EAL continues to:

o Classify at the correct classification level.
o Logically integrate with other EALs in the EAL scheme.

o Ensure that the resulting EAL scheme is complete (i.e.,
classifies all potential emergency conditions). '

The following are examples of deviations:
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e Use of altered mode applicability.
¢ Altering key words or time limits.

e Changing words of physical reference (protected area, safety-related
equipment, etc.).

|
- i

* Eliminating an IC. This includes the removal of an IC from the
Fission Product Barrier Degradation category as this impacts the
logic of Fission Product Barrier [Cs.

» Changing a Fission Product Barrier from a Loss to a Potential Loss
or vice-versa.

¢ Not using NEI 99-01 definitions. The intent is for all NE| 99-01 users
to have a standard set of defined terms as delineated in NEI 99-01.
Differences due to plant types are permissible (BWR or PWR).
Verbatim compliance to the wording of defined térms in NEI 99-01 is
not necessary as long as the intent of the defined word is
maintained. Use of the wording provided in NEI 99-01 is encouraged
since the intent is for all users to have a standard set of dellneated
terms as defined in NEI 99-01.

* Any change to the IC and/or EAL, and/or basis wordlng as stated in
NEI 99-01 that does alter the intent of the IC andfor EAL (For
example, the IC and/or EAL): ,

o Does not classify at the classification level consistent with
NEI 99-01.

o Is not logically integrated with other EALs in the EAL
scheme.

o Results in an incomplete EAL scheme (i.e., does not classify
all potential emergency conditions).

The “Difference/Deviation Justification” identifies each 'difference between
the NEI 99-01 IC/EAL wording and the NAPS IC/EAL wording. Justification
for each difference is then provided. If the difference is determined to be a
deviation, a statement is made to that affect and an explanation is provided
as to why classification may be different from the NEI 99-01, Rev. 6 IC/EAL
and the reason it is acceptable. In all cases, however, the differences and
deviations do not change the intent of NEI 99-01. A summary list of NAPS
EAL deviations from NEI 99-01, Rev. 6 is provided in Table 3.
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Table 1 — NAPS EAL Categories/Subcategories
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NAPS EALs

Category

Subcategory

- Group: Any _Opefatinq Mode:

NEI

Recognition Category -

l 1— Radiological Effiueht

R — Abnormal Rad Levels/Rad Effluent 2~ Irradiated'Fl'JeI Event
3 — Area Radiation Levels

H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting 1 — Security
Plant Safety 2 — Seismic Event
3 — Natural or Technological Hazard
4 — Fire

5 — Hazardous Gas
6 — Control Room Evacuation
7 — SEM Judgment

E - ISFSI 1 — Confinement Boundary

ISFSI ICs/EALs

Abnormal Rad Levels/Radiological Efﬂuent
ICs/EALs '

Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting
Plant Safety ICs/EALs

“Group: Hot COnditidﬁsi<=xi :

EETA——— P,y

1 — Loss of Emergency AC Power
2 — Loss of Vital DC Power
3 — Loss of Control Room Indications
4 — RCS Activity

M — System Malfunction 5 - RCS Leakage

6 — RPS Failure
7 — Loss of Communications
8 — Containment Failure
9 — Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Systems

ERp

System Malfunction ICs/EALs

Group: Cold Conditions:

F — Fission Product Barrier None Fission Product Barrier ICs/EALs

5 — Loss of Communications
6 - Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Systems

2 — Loss of Emergency AC Power Malfunction ICs/EALs
C —~ Cold Shutdown/Refueling System 3 — RCS Temperature
Malfunction 4 — Loss of Vital DC Power

1—-RCS Level ~ Cold Shutdown./ Refueling System -
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Table 2 - NEI/ NAPS EAL Identification Cross-Reference
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NEI NAPS !
IC Exgmf) le Category and Subcategory ‘ EAL
ﬁ
AU1 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RUiI N
RU1.3
AU1 2 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent N/A
AU1 3 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RUi‘I.Z
RU’1.4
AU2 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event RUEZ.1
AA1 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RA%I A
AA1 2 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RA1.2
AA1 3 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RA13
AA1 4 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RATI 4
AA2 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event RA?.1
AA2 2 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event RA22
AA2 3 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event RAé.3
AA3 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 3 — Area Radiation Levels RA'31
AA3 2 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 3 — Area Radiation Levels RA;3.2
AS1 1 ‘ R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RST1.1
AS1 2 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RSH.Z
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NEI NAPS f

IC EXEITI? le Category and Subcategory E/L\L
AS1 .3 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RS§1.3
AS2- 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event RSI2.1
AG1 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RG’:1 A
AG1 2 ‘| R— Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RG§1 2
AG1 3 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 1 — Radiological Effluent RG1.3
AG2 1 R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent, 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event RG:2.1
Cu1 1 C - Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCS Level CUi1 A
cu1 2 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCS Level CU'l1 2
cu2 1 C — Cold SD/ VR”efueIing System Malfunction, 2 — Loss of AC Power CUi2.1
Cus3 1 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 3 — RCS Temperature CUi3.1
Cu3 2 C - Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 3 — RCS Temperature CUiB.Z
Cu4 1 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 4 — Loss of DC Power CU?4.1
Cu5 1,2,3 C - Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 5 — Loss of Communications Cu:5.1
CA1 1 C - Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCS Level CAﬁ.1
CA1 2 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCSV Level CAi‘I 2
CA2 1 C - Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — Loss of AC Power CA?.1
CA3 1,2 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 3 — RCS Temperature CAé.1

Page 9 of 121
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Table 2 — NEl / NAPS EAL ldentification Cross-Reference

NEI NAPS

Ic Ex;':f le - Category and Subcategory » EAL
CA6 1 C - Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 6 — Hézardous Event Affecting Safety Systems‘ CA:6.1 .
Cs1 1 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCS Level CSj1 A
Cs1 2 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCS Level N/:A
CS1 3 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCS Level CSﬁ 2
CG1 1 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfunction, 1 — RCS Level CG1.1
CG1 2 C — Cold SD/ Refueling System Malfuncfion, 1—-RCS Level CG1.2

E-HU1 1 E — ISFSI, 1 — Confinement Boundary : EUj A
FA1 1 F — Fission Product Barrier FAj A
FS1 1 F — Fission Product Barrier FS1.1
FG1 1 F — Fission Product Barrier 1 FG1.1
HU1 1,2,3 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 1 — Security HUI1 A
HU2 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 2 — Seismic Event HU2.1
HU3 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 3 — Natural or Technology Hazard HU?.1
HU3 2 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 3 — Natural or Technology Hazard HU3.2
HU3 3 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 3 — Natural or Technology Hazard HU3.3
HU3 4 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 3 — Natural or Technology Hazard HU3.4
HU3 5 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 3 — Natural or Technology Hazard A N/EA
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NEI NAPS

Ic E";L"f'e Category and Subcategory EAL
HU4 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 4 — Fire or Explosion HU4.1
HU4 2 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 4 — Fire or Explosion HU4.2
HU4 3 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 4 — Fire or Explosion HU4.3
HU4 4 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 4 — Fire or Explosion HU4.4
HU7 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 7 — Judgment HU7.1
HA1 1,2 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 1 — Security " HA1.1
HA5 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 5 — Hazardous Gases HAS.1
HAG 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 6 — Control Room Evacuation HA6.1
HA7 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 7 — Judgment HA7.1
HS1 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 1 — Security HS1.1
HS6 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 6 — Control Room Evacuation HS6.1
HS7 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 7 — Judgment HS7.1
HG1 1 N/A N/A
HG7 1 H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety, 7 — Judgment HG71
SuU1 1 M — System Malfunction, 1 — Loss of AC Power MU1.1
su2 1 M — System Malfunction, 3 — Loss of Control Room Indications MU3.1
SuU3 1 M — System Malfunction, 4 — RCS Activity MU4.1
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NEI NAPS
IC EXETLP le Category and Subcategory EAL
ﬁm
Su3 2 M — System Malfunction, 4 — RCS Activity MU4.3
SU4‘ 1,2,3 M — System Malfunction, 5 — RCS Leakage MU5.1
SuU5 1 M — System Malfunction, 6 — RPS Failure MU6.1
Su5 2 M — System Malfunction, 6 — RPS Failure MQG.Z
SuUe6 1,2,3 M- Syétem Malfunction, 7 —Loss of Communications MU7 .1
SuU7 1,2 M — System Malfunction, 8 — Containment Failure MU8.1
SA1 1 M — System Malfunction, 1 — Loss of AC Power MA1.1 .
SA2 1 M — System Malfunction, 3 — Loss of Control Room Indications MA3.1
SA5 1 M — System Malfunction, 6 — RPS Failure MAG.1
SAS 1 M — Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Systems MAS.1
S81 1 M — System Malfunction, 1 — Loss of AC Power MS1.1
885 1 M — System Malfunction, 6 — RPS Failure MSI6.1
S88 1 M — System Malfunction, 2 — Loss of DC Power MS2.1
SG1 1 M — System Malfunction, 1 — Loss of AC Power MG1.1
SG8 2 M — System Malfunction, 2 — Loss of DC Power MG2.1
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Table 3 — Summary of Deviations

NEI NAPS e
EAL Description
IC Example EAL
AU 1,2,3 RU1.1, RU1.2, | Generic IC AU1 has been split to address gaseous and liquid releases separately.
RU1.3, RU1.4

The basis for the gaseous UE IC and associated thresholds has been revised to
correspond to any unplanned release of gaseous effluent radioactivity to the
environment that will result in greater than 1 mrem TEDE. This UE gaseous
release criterion is being used consistently at all Dominion Energy nuclear
stations (Millstone, North Anna and Surry). The reason this alternative criterion is
required is due to the fact that for some effluent gaseous release pathways, the
resulting calculated UE threshold following the NEI 99-01 guidance of two times
the site specific effluent release limit would result in a UE threshold value greater
than the corresponding calculated ALERT threshold based on exceeding 10
mrem TEDE. For the other gaseous release pathways that did not show an
incongruent relationship when compared to the ALERT threshold, many showed
UE values essentially equivalent to 1 mrem TEDE when applying the guidance in
NEI 99-01 of a value set at two times the site specific effluent release limit. The
fact that, (1) many of the gaseous release pathway UE values following NEI 99-01
guidance were essentially equivalent to 1 mrem TEDE, (2) application of an
alternative definition set at a value of 1 mrem TEDE results in a more limiting
value for those release paths that showed incongruent comparison to the
corresponding ALERT threshold, and (3) UE criterion set at a value ten (10)
times lower than the ALERT threshold provides a logical and consistent
escalation between each classification level, provides justification for the UE
criterion of 1 mrem TEDE. This single Initiating Condition (IC) definition for
gaseous releases at the UE level is being applied to maintain consistency across
the Dominion Energy nuclear fleet and to reduce confusion and human error
potential if two different (IC) definitions were applied. Due to the fact that there
are no ODCM limits on steam safeties or auxiliary feedwater exhausts and the
limited ability for these respective radiation monitors to detect low level
radioactivity in these steam line configurations, the UE classification thresholds for
the steam safeties and auxiliary feedwater exhaust are being labeled N/A (not
applicable).

This revised IC and associated thresholds is a deviation from the NEI 99-01
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Table 3 — Summary of Deviations

NEI NAPS -
EAL Description
IC Example EAL
Revision 6 AU1 generic wording and bases but is deemed acceptable
consistent with the above justification.
HG1 1 N/A IC HG1 and associated example EAL is not implemented in the NAPS scheme.

There are several other ICs that are redundant with this IC, and are better suited
to ensure timely and effective emergency declarations. In addition, the
development of new spent fuel pool level EALs, as a result of NRC Order EA-12-
051, clarified the intended emergency classification level for spent fuel pool level
‘| events. This deviation is justified because:

1. Hostile Action in the Protected Area is bounded by ICs HS1 and HS7.-Hostile
Action resulting in a loss of physical control is bounded by EAL HG7, as well
as any event that may lead to radiological releases to the public in excess of
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Protective Action Guides (PAGs).

a. [f, for whatever reason, the Control Room must be evacuated, and control
of safety functions (e.g., reactivity control, core cooling, and RCS heat
removal) cannot be reestablished, then IC HS6 would apply, as well as IC
HS7 if desired by the EAL decision-maker.

b. Also, as stated above, any event (including Hostile Action) that could
reasonably be expected to have a release exceeding EPA PAGs would be
bounded by IC HG7.

c. From a Hostile Action perspective, ICs HS1, HS7 and HG7 are
appropriate, and therefore, make this part of HG1 redundant and
unnecessary. : '

d. From a loss of physical control perspective, ICs HS6, HS7 and HG7 are
appropriate, and therefore, make this part of HG1 redundant and
unnecessary.

2. Any event which causes a loss of spent fuel pool level will be bounded by ICs
AA2, AS2 and AG2, regardless of whether it was based upon a Hostile Action
or not, thus making this part of HG1 redundant and unnecessary.
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N NAPS ‘ Description
AL - P

E ,
o4 Example EAL : : .
An event that leads to a radiological release will be bounded by ICs AU1,

AA1, AS1 and AG1. Events that lead to radiological releases in excess of
EPA PAGs will be bounded by EALs AG1 and HG7, thus making thls part
of HG1 redundant and unnecessary.

ICs AA2, AS2, AG2, AS1, AG1, HS1, HS6, HS7 and HG7 have been \
implemented consistent with NEI 99-01, Revision 6 and thus HG1 is adequately
bounded as described above. .

This exclusion of the generic HG1 guidance is a deviation from the NEI 99-
01, Revision 6 generic guidance but is deemed acceptable con5|stent with
endorsed NRC EP FAQ 2015-013. -

HS6 1 HS6.1 Deleted defueled mode applicability. Control of the cited safety functions are not
critical for a defueled reactor as there is no energy source in the reactor vessel or
RCS.

‘The Mode applicability for the reactivity control safety function has been limited to
Modes 1, 2, and 3 (hot operating conditions). In the cold operating modes,
adequate shutdown margin exists under all conditions.

This revised mode applicability is a deviation from the NEI 99-01, Revision 6
HS6 generic guidance but is deemed acceptable consistent with endorsed
NRC EP FAQ 2015-014.

CAB 1 CAB.1 The proposed NAPS CA6.1 and MA9.1 wording is intended to ensure that an

Alert should be declared only when actual or potential performance issues with
SA9 | 1 - MA91 SAFETY SYSTEMS have occurred as a result of a hazardous event. The:NOUE

classification at a minimum. In order to warrant escalation to the Alert
classification, the hazardous event must cause indications of degraded
performance to one train of a SAFETY SYSTEM with either an indication of
degraded performance on the second SAFETY SYSTEM train or VISIBLE
DAMAGE to the second SAFETY SYSTEM train, such that the operability or
reliability of the second train is a concern. In addition, escalation to the Alert
classification should not occur if the damage from the hazardous event is limited
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Table 3 — Summary of Deviations

NEI
NAPS e
EAL . Description

IC Example EAL

to a SAFETY SYSTEM that was inoperable, or out of service, prior to the event
occurring. As such, the proposed EALs will reduce the potential of declaring an
Alert when events are in progress that do not involve an actual or potential
substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant, (i.e., does not cause
significant concern with shutting down or cooling down the plant).

EALs CA6.1 and MAQ.1 do not directly escalate to a Site Area Emergency or a
General Emergency due to a hazardous event. The Fission Product Barrier and/or
Abnormal Radiation Levels/Radiological Effluent recognition categories would
provide an escalation path to a Site Area Emergency or a General Emergency.

The EALs and the Basis sections have been revised to ensure potential
escalations from a NOUE to an Alert, due to a hazardous event. This is
appropriate as the concern with these EALs is: (1) a hazardous event has
occurred, (2) one SAFETY SYSTEM train is having performance issues as a
result of the hazardous event, and (3) either the second SAFETY SYSTEM train
is having performance issues or the VISIBLE DAMAGE indicates that the second
SAFETY SYSTEM train may have operability or reliability issues.

The definition of VISIBLE DAMAGE has been revised to reflect the fact that the
EALs are based upon SAFETY SYSTEM trains rather than individual components
or structures.

Note 9 has been added to CA6.1 and MA9.1 as it meets the intent of the EALSs, is
consistent with other EALs (e.g., EAL HA5.1 which was previously endorsed by
the NRC), and ensures that declared emergencies are based upon unplanned
events with the potential to pose a radiological risk to the public.

Note 10 has been added to CA6.1 and MA9.1 to help reinforce and succinctly
capture the more detailed information from the revised basis section related to
when conditions would require the declaration of an Alert.

CAG6.1 and MA9.1 are consistent with NRC FAQ 2016-002 requiring degraded
performance or visible damage to more than one safety system train caused by
the specified events.
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NEI NAPS . _
EAL Description
IC Example EAL
This revised wording is a deviation from the NEI 99-01, Revision 6 CA6 and
SA9 generic wording and bases but is deemed acceptable consistent with
endorsed NRC EP FAQ 2016-002.
SG1 1 MG1.1 The proposed NAPS MG1.1 omits the Station Blackout (SBO) coping time

threshold. As proposed, the General Emergency classification would be based on
a loss of all onsite and offsite AC power to the emergency buses with indications
of degraded core cooling. The NAPS SBO analysis and derived coping time was
determined in accordance with 10CFR50.63 and Regulatory Guide 1.155. This
analysis does not take credit for plant capabilities in place to mitigate the effects
of an extended loss of AC power (ELAP). These capabilities were developed and
implemented to meet the requirements of NRC Orders EA-12-049 and EA-12-
051, and pending regulations in 10 CFR 50.155 (per SECY-16-0142).

In accordance with plant EOPs [1(2)-ECA-0.0], operators will declare an ELAP
within 60 min. of the loss of all AC power to the emergency buses and direct
implementation of FLEX Support Guidelines, including the deployment of
dedicated portable equipment and performance of DC load shedding. Even if no
AC emergency bus is energized, these actions will maintain or restore core
cooling, containment, and spent fuel pool cooling capabilities

indefinitely. Therefore, the underlying basis for the generic EAL coping time
statement, that power must be restored to an AC emergency bus within a fixed
amount of time to avoid a severe challenge to one or more fission product
barriers, is not valid for NAPS.

Additionally, the omission of the SBO coping time threshold does not remove the
attribute of a likely General Emergency declaration prior to meeting the IC FG1
thresholds for ELAP events in which the RCS barrier has not been lost.

This revised wording is a deviation from the NEI 99-01, Revision 6 SG1
generic wording and bases but is deemed appropriate and acceptable.
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

NEI IC Wording and Mode NAPS NAPS IC Wording and Mode : i e
NEI IC# Applicability IC#(s) Applicability Difference/Deviation Justification

AU1 Release of gaseous or liquid RU1a Release of liquid radioactivity greater | Generic IC AU1 has been split to address gaseous and
radioactivity greater than 2 times than 2 times the allocated ODCM liquid releases separately.
the 'Esriﬁ—spéemflc effll:elpt rtel?‘ase limits for 60 minutes or longer The NAPS ODCM is the site-specific effiuent release
controlling document) limits for MODE: All controlling document,
60 minutes or longer.
MODE: All RU1b Release of gaseous radioactivity Generic IC AU1 has been split to address gaseous and

resulting in offsite dose greater than
1 mrem TEDE

MODE: All

liquid releases separately.

The basis for the gaseous UE IC and associated thresholds
has been revised to correspond to any unplanned release of
gaseous effluent radioactivity to the environment that will
result in greater than 1 mrem TEDE. This UE gaseous
release criterion is being used consistently at all operating
Dominion Energy nuclear stations (Millstone, North Anna
and Surry). The reason this alternative criterion is required
is due to the fact that for some effluent gaseous release
pathways, the resulting calculated UE threshold following
the NEI 99-01 guidance of two times the site specific effluent
release limit would result in a UE threshold value greater
than the corresponding calculated ALERT threshold based
on exceeding 10 mrem TEDE. For the other gaseous
release pathways that did not show an incongruent
relationship when compared to the ALERT threshold, many
showed UE values essentially equivalent to 1 mrem TEDE
when applying the guidance in NEI 99-01 of a value set at
two times the site specific effluent release limit. The fact
that, (1) many of the gaseous release pathway UE values
following NEI 99-01 guidance were essentially equivalent to
1 mrem TEDE, (2) application of an alternative definition set
at a value of 1 mrem TEDE results in a more limiting value
for those release paths that showed incongruent comparison
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

to the corresponding ALERT threshold, and (3) UE criterion
set at a value ten (10) times lower than the ALERT threshold
provides a logical and consistent escalation between each
classification level, provides justification for the UE criterion
of 1 mrem TEDE. This single Initiating Condition (IC)
definition for gaseous releases at the UE level is being
applied to maintain consistency across the Dominion Energy
nuclear fleet and to reduce confusion and human error
potential if two different (IC) definitions were applied. Due to
the fact that there are no ODCM limits on steam safeties or
auxiliary feedwater exhausts and the limited ability for these
respective radiation monitors to detect low level radioactivity
in these steam line configurations, the UE classification
thresholds for the steam safeties and auxiliary feedwater
exhaust are being labeled N/A (not applicable).

This revised IC and associated thresholds is a deviation
from the NEI 99-01, Revision 6 AU1 generic wording and
bases but is deemed acceptable consistent with the
above justification.

NEI Ex. ; NAPS . . o -
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justlﬂf:atlon
1 Reading on ANY effluent RU1.1 | Reading on SW-RM-130(230) CW The NEI phrase “...effluent radiation monitor greater than 2

radiation monitor greater than 2
times the (site-specific effluent
release controlling document)
limits for 60 minutes or longer:

(site-specific monitor list and
threshold values corresponding
to 2 times the controlling

Discharge Tunnel radiation monitor

> 2 x the “Hi-Hi" setpoint for =60 min.

(Notes 1, 2, 3)

times the (site-specific effluent release controlling
document) has been replaced with “Reading on SW-RM-
130(230) CW Discharge Tunnel radiation monitor

> 2 x the “Hi-Hi" setpoint ". Consistent with the above
justification, liquid and gaseous effluent thresholds have
been split. The CW Discharge Tunnel radiation monitor is
the liquid release pathway not associated with discharge
permits.
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document limits)

Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

should declare the Unusual
Event promptly upon
determining that 60 minutes

RU1.3 | Reading on any Table R-1 effluent The NEI phrase “...effluent radiation monitor greater than 2
radiation monitor > column "NOUE" times the (site-specific effluent release controlling
for =60 min. (Notes 1, 2, 3) document)” has been replaced with “...any Table R-1
effluent radiation monitor > column "NOUE".
NOUE thresholds for all NAPS continuously monitored
gaseous release pathways are listed in Table R-1 to
consolidate the information in a single location and, thereby,
simplify identification of the thresholds by the EAL user.
The values shown in Table R-1 column “NOUE”, consistent
with the revised IC bases, corresponds to releases resulting
in a 1 mrem dose at the site boundary for a 1-hour release.
2 Reading on ANY effluent NAPS does not establish radiation monitor setpoints for
radiation monitor greater than 2 liquid batch releases.
times the alarm setpoint
established by a current N/A NIA
radioactivity discharge permit for
60 minutes or longer.
3 Sample analysis for a gaseous RU1.2 | Sample analysis for a liquid release The NAPS ODCM is the site-specific effluent release
or liquid release indicates a indicates a concentration or release controlling document.
concentration or release rate rate > 2 x the allocated ODCM limits
greater than 2 times the (site- for =60 min. (Notes 1, 2)
specific effluent release
controlling document) limits for RU1.4 | Sample analysis for a gaseous The NAPS ODCM is the site-specific effluent release
60 minutes or longer. ) release indicates a concentration or controlling document.
release rate > 2 x the allocated
. ODCM limits for =60 min. (Notes 1, 2)
Notes e The Emergency Director N/A Note 1: The SEM should declare The classification timeliness note has been standardized

the event promptly upon
determining that the time
limit has been exceeded, or

across the NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit"
specified within the EAL wording.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

/

likely be exceeded.

If an ongoing release is
detected and the release
start time is unknown,
assume that the release
duration has exceeded 60
minutes.

If the effluent flow past an
effluent monitor is known to
have stopped due to actions
to isolate the release path,
then the effluent monitor
reading is no longer valid for
classification purposes.

Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

has been exceeded, or will | will likely be exceeded. ' ’

Note 2: If an ongoing release is
detected and the release
start time is unknown,
assume that the release
duration has exceeded the
specified time limit.

Note 3: If the effluent flow past an
effluent monitor is known to | None
have stopped due to
actions to isolate the
release path, then the
effluent monitor reading is
no longer VALID for
classification purposes.

The classification timeliness note has been standardized
across the NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit"
specified within the EAL wording.
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Table R-1 Gaseous Effluent Monitor Classification Thresholds

Release Point & Monitor

GE

SAE

Alert

NOUE

Vent Stack A
VG-RI-179-1 or 2

2.6E+08 pCi/sec

2.6E+07 uCilsec

2.6E+06 uCilsec

2.6E+05 uCilsec

Vent Stack B
VG-RI-180-1 or 2

2.0E+08 uCilsec

2.0E+07 uCilsec

2.0E+06 uCi/sec

2.0E+05 pCilsec

Process Vent
GW-RI-178-10or 2

3.5E+08 uCilsec

3.5E+07 pCifsec

3.5E+06 uCilsec

3.5E+05 uCilsec

Main Steam Line
MS-RI-170 (270)

MS-RI-176 (276)

MS-RI-171 (271) 1.3E+03 mR/hr 1.3E+02 mR/hr 1.3E+01 mR/hr N/A
MS-RI-172 (272)
TD AFW Pump EXH 6.0E+01 mR/hr | 6.0E +00 mR/r | 6.0E-01 mR/hr N/A
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent
e, —,—,—— e —  ———————  —— ————  — ———————— ————————————————————

drop in the REFUELING
PATHWAY as indicated by
ANY of the following:

(site-specific level
indications).
AND
b. UNPLANNED rise in area
radiation levels as indicated

by ANY of the following
radiation monitors.

(site-specific list of area
radiation monitors)

NEI IC Wording and Mode NAPS NAPS IC Wording and Mode ; s e e
NEI IC# Applicability ICH(s) Applicability leference/DeVIatlon Justification
AU2 UNPLANNED loss of water level RU2 UNPLANNED loss of water level - None
above irradiated fuel. above irradiated fuel
MODE: All MODE: All
NEEILE;' NEI Example EAL Wording AP 2 NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. UNPLANNED water level RU2.1 | UNPLANNED water level drop in the Site-specific level indications incorporated.

REFUELING PATHWAY as indicated
“by any of the following:

e Spent Fuel Pit Lo Level
(1E-C6) alarm

¢ Report of dropping level in
refueling cavity or SFP

. Loss of SFP Cooling suction
flow

AND

UNPLANNED rise in corresponding
area radiation levels as indicated by

any of the following radiation monitors: |

s RM-RMS-152 New Fuel
Storage Area

¢ RM-RMS-153 Fuel Pit Bridge

¢ RM-RMS-162 (262)
Manipulator Crane Area

Site-specific area radiation monitors incorporated.

Added the word “...corresponding...” to reinforce the cause
(water level decrease) and effect (area radiation levels) intent
of this EAL.
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

(Refueling Mode)

o RM-RMS-163 (263) Reactor
Containment Area
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent
. . —————,—— e ———— ———  ——— —————— — —— — — ————

resulting in a release of
radioactivity from the fuel as
indicated by ANY of the
following radiation monitors:

(site-specific listing of radiation
monitors, and the associated
readings, setpoints and/or
alarms)

NEI IC Wording and Mode NAPS NAPS IC Wordihg and Mode . - e
NEI IC# Applicability IC#(s) Applicability Difference/Deviation Justification
AA2 Significant lowering of water RA2 | Significant lowering of water level None
‘ level above, or damage to, above, or damage to, irradiated fuel
irradiated fuel. MODE: All
MODE: All :
NEI Ex. ; NAPS . ; . I
EAL # NE! Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Uncovery of irradiated fuel in the | RAZ2.1 IMMINENT uncovery of irradiated fuel | Added the term “IMMINENT” consistent with the generic
REFUELING PATHWAY. in the REFUELING PATHWAY bases.
2 Damage to irradiated fuel RA2.2 | Damage to irradiated fuel resulting in a

release of radioactivity
AND EITHER:

e VALID Hi-Hi alarm on any of
the following radiation
monitors:

o RM-RMS-152 New Fuel
Storage Area

o RM-RMS-153 Fuel Pit
Bridge
o RM-RMS-162 (262)

Manipulator Crane Area
(Refueling Mode)

o RM-RMS-163 (263)
Reactor Containment Area

Deleted the words “...from the fuel...” as that is implied by the
determination that irradiated fuel has been damaged.

Site-specific list of radiation monitors are incorporated.

Valid radiation monitor Hi-Hi alarms specified.




Serial No. 18-364

NAPS - EAL Comparison Matrix Document
Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 1
Page 26 of 121

2

Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

e, ——,—,————— e  —— — —— _______________— — — — —— —___— —— — ——— — —  — — — — —— ———— — — — ———|

o RM-RMS-159 (259)
Containment Particulate

o RM-RMS-160 (260)
Containment Area Gas

» VALID Hi alarm on VG-RI-180-1
Vent Stack B Normal Range

For NAPS, Level 2, which corresponds to 10 ft. above the top
of the fuel racks in the SFP, is an indicated level of 10 ft. on 1-
FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A Spent Fuel Pit Wide Range Level.

3 Lowering of spent fuel pool level | RA2.3 | Lowering of spent fuel poo! level to 10
to (site-specific Level 2 value). ft. (Level 2) on 1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A
[See Developer Notes] Spent Fuel Pit Wide Range Level




NAPS - EAL Comparison Matrix Document Serial No. 18-364
Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56

Enclosure 4; Attachment 1
Page 27 of 121

Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent
NAPS

NEI| IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
AA3 Radiation levels that impede RA3 Radiation levels that IMPEDE access | Limited mode applicability of RA3.2 specified in Table R-2.
access to equipment necessary to equipment necessary for normal
for normal plant operations, plant operations, cooldown or
cooldown or shutdown shutdown
MODE: All All (except RA3.2)
: RA3.2 - MODE: 1 — Power Operations,
2 — Startup, 3 — Hot Shutdown, 4 — Hot
Shutdown
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . i T
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 pose rate greater th_an 15 ml'\.’/hr RA3.1 | Dose rates > 15 mR/hr in EITHER of No other site-specific areas requiring continuous occupancy
in ANY of the following areas: o EE— !
the following: - exist at NAPS.
: 82252: Z(:;m Station e Control Room CAS does not have permanently installed area radiation
e (other site-specific «  Central Alarm Station (by monitoring so dose rates must be assesses by survey.
areas/rooms) survey)
2 An UNPLANNED event results RA3.2 | An UNPLANNED event results in The site-specific list of plant rooms or areas with entry-related
in radiation levels that prohibit or radiation levels that prohibit or mode applicability are tabularized in Tables R-2.
impede access fo any of the IMPEDE access to any Table R-2
following plant rooms or areas: room or area (Note 5)

(site-specific list of plant rooms
or areas with entry-related mode
applicability identified)
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent
—_— ——  —— — — — — _ ____________———————— — —— —— ——  — ——  ——————————  —————/ — —————————|

Note If the equipment in the listed N/A Note 5: If the equipment in the listed None
room or area was aiready room or area was already
inoperable or out-of-service inoperable or out-of-service
before the event occurred, then before the event occurred,
no emergency classification is then no emergency
warranted. classification is warranted.

Table R-2 Safe Operation & Shutdown Rooms/Areas
Room/Area Mode
Aux. Building EI 274’ 1,2,3,4
Instrument Rack Rooms
Cable Vault & Tunnels 4
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. —,—,—,——,—,——— e  —— —— ——— ——  — — —________—— ——— ——— — —— — —— — — — — — ——— — — " —— ——  —~
; NAPS . . i T
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
AS1 Release of gaseous radioactivity RS1 Release of gaseous radioactivity None
resulting in offsite dose greater resulting in offsite dose greater than
than 100 mrem TEDE or 500 100 mrem TEDE or 500 mrem aduit
mrem thyroid CDE thyroid CDE
MODE: All MODE: All
NEI Ex. ; NAPS . ; - T
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 Reading on ANY of the following | RS1.1 | Reading on any Table R-1 effluent The NAPS radiatio_n monitors thfat det'ect radioactivity effluent
radiation monitors greater than radiation monitor > column "SAE" for release to the environment are listed in Table R-1. NOUE,
the reading shown for 15 >15 min. (Notes 1, 2, 3, 4) Alert, SAE and GE thresholds for all NAPS continuously
minutes or longer: monitored gaseous and liquid release pathways are listed in

; i T Table R-1 to consolidate the information in a single location
- I
gfsllrtsszgtladcg:hﬂz;ntor Istand and, thereby, simplify identification of the thresholds by the
EAL-user.

2 Dose assessment using actual RS1.2 | Dose assessment using actual The site boundary is the site-specific receptor point.
meteorology indicates doses meteorology indicates doses > 100
greater than 100 mrem TEDE or mrem TEDE or 500 mrem adult thyroid
500 mrem thyroid CDE at or CDE at or beyond the SITE
beyond (site-specific dose BOUNDARY (Note 4)
receptor point)

3 Field survey resuits indicate RS1.3 | Field survey results indicate EITHER The site boundary is the site-specific field survey receptor
EITHER of the following at or of the following at or beyond the SITE | point.
beyond (site-specific dose BOUNDARY:
receptor pomt).. ® Closed window dose rates > 100

® Closed window dose rates mR/hr expected to continue for >
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expected to continue for 60
minutes or longer.

® Analyses of field survey

samples indicate thyroid

Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

® Analyses of field survey samples
indicate adult thyroid CDE > 500
mrem for 60 min. of inhalation.

greater than 100 mR/hr 60 min. .

The Emergency Director
should declare the Site Area
Emergency promptly upon
determining that the
applicable time has been
exceeded, or will likely be
exceeded.

If an ongoing release is
detected and the release start
time is unknown, assume that
the release duration has
exceeded 15 minutes.

If the effluent flow past an
effluent monitor is known to
have stopped due to actions
to isolate the release path,
then the effluent monitor
reading is no longer valid for
classification purposes.

The pre-calculated effluent

. monitor values presented in

EAL #1 should be used for
emergency classification -
assessments until the results
from a dose assessment
using actual meteorology are
available.

Note 2:

Note 3:

Note 4:

event promptly upon
determining that the time
limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

If an ongoing release is

. detected and the release

start time is unknown,
assume that the release
duration has exceeded the
specified time limit.

If the effluent flow past an
effluent monitor is known to
have stopped due to actions
to isolate the release path,
then the effluent monitor
reading is no longer VALID
for classification purposes.

The pre-calculated effluent
monitor values presented in
EALs RA1.1, RS1.1 and
RG1.1 should be used for
emergency classification
assessments until the results
from a dose assessment
using actual meteorology are

CDE greater than 500 (Notes 1, 2)
mrem for one hour of
inhalation. : i
Notes Note 1:  The SEM should declare the | The classification timeliness note has been standardized

across the NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit"
specified within the EAL wording.

The classification timeliness note has been standardized
across the NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit"
specified within the EAL wording.

None

Incorporated site-specific EAL numbers associated with
generic EAL#1.
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

available.

Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording ":\(’:‘;F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
AS2 Spent fuel pool level at (site- RS2 Spent fuel pool level at the top of the Top of the fuel racks is the site-specific Level 3 description.
specific Level 3 description) fuel racks
MODE: All MODE: All
NEE\ILE;' NEI Example EAL Wording E‘ﬁf 2 NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Lowering of spent fuel pool level RS2.1 Lowering of spent fuel pool level to 1 For NAPS, Level 3, which corresponds to the top of the fuel
to (site-specific Level 3 value) ft. (Level 3) on 1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A | racks in the SFP, is 1 ft. on 1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A Spent Fuel
Spent Fuel Pit Wide Range Level Pit Wide Range Level
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent
o NAPS . : - -
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
AG1 Release of gaseous radioactivity | RG1 | Release of gaseous radioactivity | None
resulting in offsite dose greater resulting in offsite dose greater
than 1,000 mrem TEDE or than 1,000 mrem TEDE or 5,000
5,000 mrem thyroid CDE. mrem adult thyroid CDE
MODE: All MODE: All
NEI Ex. ' : - NAPS . . - .
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 Reading on ANY of the following | RG1.1 | Reading on any Table R-1 The NAPS radiation monitors that detect radioactivity effluent
radiation monitors greater than effluent radiation monitor > release to the environment are listed in Tables R-1.
the f?adeIShOW'j for 15 column "GE" for =15 min. NOUE, Alert, SAE and GE thresholds for all NAPS continuously
minutes or fonger. (Notes 1,2, 3, 4) monitored gaseous and liquid release pathways are listed in Table
(site-specific monitor list and R-1 to consolidate the information in a single location and,
threshold values) thereby, simplify identification of the thresholds by the EAL-user.

2 Dose assessment using actual RG1.2 | Dose assessment using actual The site boundary is the site-specific receptor point.
meteorology indicates doses meteorology indicates doses >
greater than 1,000 mrem TEDE 1,000 mrem TEDE or 5,000 mrem
or 5,000 mrem thyroid CDE at or adult thyroid CDE at or beyond
beyond (site-specific dose the SITE BOUNDARY (Note 4)
receptor point).

3 Field survey results indicate RG1.3 | Field survey results indicate The site boundary is the site-specific field survey receptor point.
EITHER of the following at or EITHER of the following at or )
beyond (sitg-specific dose beyond the SITE BOUNDARY:
receptor point): e Closed window dose rates >
® Closed window dose rates 1,000 mR/hr expected to

greater than 1,000 mR/hr
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minutes or longer.

® Analyses of field survey
samples indicate thyroid CDE
greater than 5,000 mrem for
one hour of inhalation.

C

ategory A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

expected to continue for 60 continue for =60 min.

® Analyses of field survey

samples indicate adult thyroid
CDE > 5,000 mrem for 60
min. of inhalation.

(Notes 1, 2)

Notes

® The Emergency Director
should declare the Site Area
Emergency promptly upon
determining that the
applicable time has been
exceeded, or will likely be
exceeded.

e If an ongoing release is
detected and the release start
time is unknown, assume that
the release duration has
exceeded 15 minutes.

e [f the effluent flow past an
effluent monitor is known to
have stopped due to actions
to isolate the release path,
then the effluent monitor
reading is no longer valid for
classification purposes.

® The pre-calculated effluent
monitor values presented in
EAL #1 should be used for
emergency classification
assessments until the results
from a dose assessment

Note 1:

Note 2:

Note 3:

Note 4:

The SEM should
declare the event
promptly upon
determining that the
time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

If an ongoing release is
detected and the
release start time is
unknown, assume that
the release duration has
exceeded the specified
time limit.

If the effluent flow past
an effluent monitor is
known to have stopped
due to actions to isolate
the release path, then
the effluent monitor
reading is no longer
VALID for classification
purposes for
classification purposes.

The pre-calculated

The classification timeliness note has been standardized across
the NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified
within the EAL wording.

The classification timeliness note has been standardized across
the NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified
within the EAL wording.

None

Incorporated site-specific EAL numbers associated with generic
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent

using actual meteorology are effluent monitor values | EAL#1.
available. presented in EALs

‘ RA1.1, R81.1 and
RG1.1 should be used
for emergency
classification
assessments until the
results from a dose
assessment using
actual meteorology are
available.
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Category A: Abnormal Rad Levels / Radiological Effluent
E
. NAPS . ; - T
NEI IC# NE! IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

AG2 Spent fuel pool level cannot be . RG2 Spent fuel pool level cannot be Top of the fuel racks is the site-specific Level 3 description.
restored to at least (site-specific restored to at least the top of the fuel
Level 3 description) for 60 racks for 60 minutes or longer
minutes or longer MODE: All
MODE: Ali

NEI Ex. . NAPS : . - T
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Spent fuel pool level cannot be RG2.1 | Spent fuel pool level cannot be For NAPS, Level 3, which corresponds to the top of the fuel
restored to at least (site-specific restored to at least 1 ft. (Level 3) on 1- | racks in the SFP, is 1 ft. 1 ft. indicated is the lower range of
Level 3 value) for 60 minutes or FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A Spent Fuel Pit the SFP level instrument, therefore an indication > 1 ft. is
longer Wide Range Level for =60 min. required.
(Note 1)

Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should declare the The classification timeliness note has been standardized
declare the General Emergency event promptly upon across the NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit"
promptly upon determining that determining that the time limit | specified within the EAL wording.

60 minutes has been exceeded, has been exceeded, or will
or will likely be exceeded. likely be exceeded.
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

NEI IC# NAPS

NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
Cu1 UNPLANNED loss of (reactor Cu1 UNPLANNED loss of RCS Deleted the words “...for 15 minutes or longer” as the 15 minute

vessel/RCS [PWR] or RPV - inventory criteria only applies to EAL #1

[BWR]) inventory for 15 minutes MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown. 6 -

or longer. Refueling

MODE: Cold Shutdown,

Refueling

’\['E%E;' NEI Example EAL Wording | En' 2 NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 UNPLANNED loss of reactor CuU1.1 UNPLANNED loss of reactor None

coolant results in (reactor coolant results in RCS water

vessel/RCS [PWR] or RPV level < a required lower limit for

[BWR]) level less than a =15 min. (Note 1)

required lower limit for 15

minutes or longer.

2 a. (Reactor vessel/RCS [PWR] | CU1.2 RCS water level cannot be Added the words *“...due to loss of RCS inventory” to be consistent

or RPV [BWR]) level cannot monitored with the IC wording.
be monitored. . AND EITHER The Table C-1 sumps & tanks are the site-specific applicable sumps

AND « UNPLANNED increasein | 2nd tanks. L o

any Table C-1 sump or tank Although “Visual observation...” is neither a sump nor tank, it is

b. UNPLANNED increase in level due to a loss of RCS included in order to implement the intent of the NEI basis which
(site-specific sump and/or inventory states: “...operators may determine that an inventory loss is occurring
tank) levels. e Visual observation of by observing changes...”

UNISOLABLE RCS leakage
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
 EEEEEEEEE E————,—,————  —  _ ———— ———— — —  ———— —————— —— ———————————1

Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Unusual Event declare the event NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within the
promptly upon determining that promptly upon EAL wording. :

15 minutes has been exceeded, determining that the

or will likely be exceeded. time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

Table C-1  Sumps/Tanks

e Reactor Containment Sump

¢ Pressurizer Relief Tank (PRT)

e Primary Drain Transfer Tank (PDTT)

e Component Cooling (CC) Surge Tank
* Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I"(‘:’j;'zss) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

Ccuz Loss of all but one AC power CU2 | Loss of all but one AC power None
source to emergency buses for ) source to emergency buses for
15 minutes or longer. 15 minutes or longer.

MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
Refueling, Defueled Refueling, D - Defueled
r\:;!LE;' NEI Example EAL Wording gﬁf i NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. AC power capability to (site- cu2.1 j:'\CU%ci’t":e;Ciggg'\l}té;r;blgn%"" 4160V emergency buses H and J are the NAPS-specific emergency
specific emergency buses) is N (2) rgency buses.
pd dt 9 ly buses H and J reduced to a
reduced 10 a singie power single power source for Table C-4 provides a consolidated list of AC power sources credited
source for 15 minutes or >15 min. (Note 1) for this EAL.
longer. :
AND AND
. . Any additional single power
b. Any addlt.lonal s]ngle power source failure will resutlt in loss of
source failure will result in all AC power to SAFETY
loss of all AC power to SYSTEMS
SAFETY SYSTEMS. )

Note The Emergency Director should N/A | Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Unusual Event declare the event NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
promptly upon determining that _ promptly upon the EAL wording.

15 minutes has been exceeded, determining that the

or will likely be exceeded. time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.
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Table C-4 AC Power Sources

Offsite:
Unit 1
e Transfer Bus D
e Transfer Bus F
e Station Bus 1B
e Station Bus 2B
Unit 2
e TransferBus E
e Transfer Bus F
e Station Bus 2C
e Station Bus 1A -
Onsite:
1(2)H EDG
e 1(2)J EDG

AAC (SBO) Diesel Generator (if already aligned)
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording E;F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
CuU3 UNPLANNED increase in RCS Cu3 UNPLANNED increase in RCS None
temperature temperature
MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
Refueling Refueling
NEI Ex. . NAPS : . - I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 UNPLANNED increase in RCS CU3.1 | UNPLANNED increase in RCS 209°F is the site-specific Tech. Spec. cold shutdown temperature
temperature to greater than (site- temperature to > 200°F limit.
specific Technical Specification
cold shutdown temperature limit)
2 Loss of ALL RCS temperature CU3.2 | Loss of all RCS temperature and | None
and (reactor vessel/RCS [PWR] RCS water level indication for >
or RPV [BWR]) level indication 15 min. (Note 1)
for 15 minutes or longer.
Note | The Emergency Director should N/A | Note 1: The SEM should declare | The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the

declare the Unusual Event
promptly upon determining that
15 minutes has been exceeded,
or will likely be exceeded

the event promptly upon
determining that the time
limit has been exceeded,
or will likely be
exceeded.

NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
the EAL wording.
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording ll\cI:/;tF(’sS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
Cu4 Loss of Vital DC power for 15 CU4 | Loss of vital DC power for 15 None
minutes or longer. minutes or longer.
MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
Refueling Refueling
NEI Ex. . NAPS . ; g I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording leferencngeVIatlon Justification
1 Indicated voltage is less than CU4.1 | Indicated voltage is < 105 VDC on | The specified bus voltage indications are the minimum voltage
(site-specific bus voltage value) required vital 125 VDC battery requirements for operability of the 125 VDC buses.
on required Vital DC buses for 15 buses for =15 min. (Note 1) Vital 125 VDC battery buses are the vital DC buses credited for the
minutes or longer. EAL.
Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should declare The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the

declare the Unusual Event
promptly upon determining that
15 minutes has been exceeded,
_or will likely be exceeded.

the event promptly upon

determining that the time
limit has been exceeded,
or will likely be exceeded.

NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
the EAL wording..
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
: NAPS : . - I
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
CuU5 Loss of all onsite or offsite CU5 | Loss of all onsite or offsite None
communications capabilities. communications capabilities.
MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
Refueling, Defueled Refueling, D - Defueled
NEI Ex: . NAPS . . - e
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 Loss of ALL of the following CU5.1 lc;grsnsrr?lj:ig a:iao‘?;ce:;ﬁ o%r;sne Example EALs #1, 2 and 3 have been combined into a single EAL
onsite communication methods: : OR for simplification of presentation.
(site specific list of Loss of all Table C-6 State and | Table C-6 provides a site-specific list of onsite, offsite (ORO) and
communications methods) local agency communication NRC communications methods.

- methods

2 Loss of ALL of the following ORO OR
communications methods: Loss of all Table C-6 NRC
(site specific list of communication methods
communications methods)

3 Loss of ALL of the following NRC
communications methods:
(site specific list of
communications methods)
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Table C-6 Communication Methods
System Onsite Eza::{ NRC

Radioc Communications System X
Public Address and Intercom System X
Private Branch Telephone Exchange (PBX) X X X
Sound Powered Telephone System X
Commercial Telephone System X X
Automatic Ring Downs (SONET Ring) X
Instaphone Loop X
Dedicated NRC Communications X




NAPS - EAL Comparison Matrix Document

Serial No. 18-364

Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 1

Page 44 of 121

Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
%

declare the Alert promptly upon
determining that 15 minutes has
been exceeded, or will likely be

NEI IC# NE! IC Wording l'\(':@'(:; NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
CA1 Loss of (reactor vessel/RCS CA1 Significant loss of RCS Added the word “Significant...” to differentiate the Alert ioss of RCS
[PWR] or RPV [BWR]) inventory inventory inventory IC from the NOUE IC which is “Unplanned loss of RCS
MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6~ | Inventory.
Refueling Refueling
NEI Ex. ; NAPS ; : -~ I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Loss of (reactor vessel/RCS CA1.1 | RCS level < minimum required | The classification threshold is based on the lowest RCS level that
[PWR] or RPV [BWR]) inventory for continued RHR pump supports continued decay heat removal pump (RHR) operations per
as indicated by level less than operation procedure.
(site-specific level). -
2 a. (Reactor vessel/RCS [PWR] CA1.2 RCS water level canpot be The Table C-1 sumps/tanks are the site-specific applicable sumps
or RPV [BWR]) level cannot monitored for =15 min. (Note 1) | and tanks.
be monitored for 15 minutes AND EITHER Although “Visual observation...” is neither a sump nor tank, it'is
or longer ] _ included in order to implement the intent of the NEI basis which
AND ¢ UNPLANNED increase in states: “...operators may determine that an inventory loss is
any Table C-1 sump ortank | oc6rring by observing changes...”
b. UNPLANNED increase in level due to a loss of RCS
(site-specific sump and/or inventory
tank) levels due to a loss of e Visual observation of
(reactor vessel/RCS [PWR] UNISOLABLE RCS leakage
or RPV [BWR]) inventory.
Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the

declare the event
promptly upon
determining that the

NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within the
EAL wording.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

exceeded
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
%
- : NAPS | . . . T
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

CA2 Loss of all offsite and all onsite CA2 Loss of all offsite and all onsite | None
AC power to emergency buses AC power to emergency buses
for 15 minutes or longer for 15 minutes or longer.

MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
Refueling, Defueled Refueling, DEF - Defueled

NEI Ex. . NAPS , . : - -

EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 Loss of ALL offsite and ALL CA2.1 'I;\cg;ss of all tOffSiti ?nzd i': gg\iite 4160V emergency buses H and J are the NAPS-specific emergency

onsite AC Power to (site-specific power ob ni 'E{ ) dJf buses.
emergency buses) for 15 iTgrggncyN 1:8618 an or
minutes or longer. =15 min. (Note 1)

Note | The Emergency Director should N/A | Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Unusual Event declare the event NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within the
promptly upon determining that prompt!y.upon - EAL wording.

15 minutes has been exceeded, determining that the

or will likely be exceeded. time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

NE| IC# NEI IC Wording {\clzﬁf(’ss) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
CA3 Inability to maintain the plant in CA3 Inability to maintain plant in coid | None
cold shutdown. shutdown.
MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
Refueling Refueling
NEI Ex. ; NAPS . . - I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 UNPLANNED increase in RCS UNPLANNED increase in RCS | Example EALs #1 and #2 have been combined into a single EAL as
temperature to greater than temperature to > 200°F for EAL #2 is the alternative threshold based on a loss of RCS
(site-specific Technical > Table C-5 duration temperature indication.
Specificati Id shutd
teﬁ;:alr(;?ulfenli?;])it) ?orugrg:’igr (NO;G: 1,12) Igo(?op is the site-specific Tech. Spec. cold shutdown temperature
than the duration specified in / = imit.
the following table. UNPLANNED RCS pressure Table C-5 is the site-specific implementation of the generic RCS
CA3.1
) UNPLANNED RGS increase > 10 psi (does not Reheat Duration Threshold table.
ressure i iti
increase greater thaﬁ (site- apply to solid plant conditions) 10 psi is the site-specific RCS pressure increase readable by Control
specific pressure reading). Room indications.
(This EAL does not apply during
water-solid plant conditions.
[PWRY])

Note | The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Unusual Event declare the event NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within the
promptly upon determining that prompt!y_upon EAL wording.

15 minutes has been exceeded, determining that the
or will likely be exceeded. time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely !
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

be exceeded.

N/A N/A N/A Note 12:If an RCS heat Added Note 12 consistent with the asterisk note provided in the
removal system is in generic RCS Heat-up Duration Threshold table.
operation within the
applicable Table C-5
heat-up duration and
RCS temperature is
being reduced, the
EAL is not applicable.

Table: RCS Heat-up Duration Thresholds
RCS Status Containment Closure Status Heat-up Duration
Intact (but not at reduced . . .
inventory [PWR]) Not applicable 60 minutes
Not intact (or at reduced Established 20 minutes*
inventory [PWR]) Not Established 0 minutes

* If an RCS heat removal system is in operation within this time frame and RCS temperature is being
reduced, the EAL is not applicable.
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Table C-5 RCS Heat-up Duration Thresholds

inventory

RCS Status CONTAINMENT CLOSURE Heat-up Duration
. Status
intact AND not 5 e @ ..
reduced/decreased 4 ’ 60 min.
inventory 3 , T
Not intact OR Established 20 min.
reduced/decreased
Not established 0 min.
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Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

ﬁ

the following hazardous

events:

® Seismic event
(earthquake)

® [nternal or external
flooding event

¢ High winds or tornado

strike

FIRE

EXPLOSION

(site-specific hazards)

determined by the Shift
Manager

AND

b. EITHER of the following:
1. Event damage has

Other events with similar
hazard characteristics as

7 hazardous event
AND

Event damage has caused
indications of degraded
performance on one train of a
SAFETY SYSTEM needed for
the current operating mode

AND EITHER:

e Event damage has
caused indications of
degraded performance to
the second train of the
SAFETY SYSTEM
needed for the current
operating mode

® [Event damage has
resulted in VISIBLE

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording lr\é':;ss) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
CAG Hazardous event affecting a CAB Hazardous event affecting Revised wording from “...affecting a SAFETY SYSTEM...” to read
.SAFETY SYSTEM needed for SAFETY SYSTEMS needed for | “...affecting SAFETY SYSTEMS..." to align with changes made
the current operating mode. the current operating mode. consistent with NRC EP FAQ 2016-002.
MODE: Cold Shutdown, MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
Refueling Refueling
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . o I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. The occurrence of ANY of CA6.1 | The occurrence of any Table C- | The hazardous events have been tabularized in Table C-7.

The proposed NAPS CA6.1 and SA9.1 wording is intended to ensure
that an Alert should be declared only when actual or potential
performance issues with SAFETY SYSTEMS have occurred as a
result of a hazardous event. The occurrence of a hazardous event will
result in an NOUE classification at a minimum. In order to warrant
escalation to the Alert classification, the hazardous event should cause
indications of degraded performance to one frain of a SAFETY
SYSTEM with either indications of degraded performance on the
second SAFETY SYSTEM frain or VISIBLE DAMAGE to the second
SAFETY SYSTEM frain, such that the operability or reliability of the
second train is a concern. In addition, escalation to the Alert
classification should not occur if the damage from the hazardous event
is limited to a SAFETY SYSTEM that was inoperable, or out of service,
prior to the event occurring. As such, the proposed EALs will reduce
the potential of declaring an Alert when events are in progress that do
not involve an actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of
safety of the plant, (i.e., does not cause significant concern with
shutting down or cooling down the plant).
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caused indications of
degraded performance in
at least one train of a
SAFETY SYSTEM
needed for the current
operating mode.

OR

2. The event has caused
VISIBLE DAMAGE to a
SAFETY SYSTEM
component or structure
needed for the current
operating mode.

DAMAGE to the second
train of the SAFETY
SYSTEM needed for the
current operating mode

(Notes 9, 10)

EALs CA6.1 and SA9.1 do not directly escalate to a Site Area
Emergency or a General Emergency due to a hazardous event. The
Fission Product Barrier and/or Abnormal Radiation Levels/Radiological
Effluent recognition categories would provide an escalation path to a
Site Area Emergency or a General Emergency.

The EALs and the Basis sections have been revised to ensure
potential escalations from a NOUE to an Alert, due to a hazardous
event, is appropriate as the concern with these EALs is: (1) a
hazardous event has occurred, (2) one SAFETY SYSTEM train is
having performance issues as a result of the hazardous event, and (3)
either the second SAFETY SYSTEM train is having performance
issues or the VISIBLE DAMAGE is enough to indicate that the second
SAFETY SYSTEM train may have operability or reliability issues.

The definition for VISIBLE DAMAGE has been revised to reflect the
fact that the EALs are based upon SAFETY SYSTEM trains rather
than individual components or structures.

Note 9 has been added to CA6.1 and SA9.1 as it meets the intent of
the EALSs, is consistent with other EALs (e.g., EAL HA5.1 which was
previously endorsed by the NRC), and ensures that declared
emergencies are based upon unplanned events with the potential to
pose a radiological risk to the public.

Note 10 has been added to CA6.1 and SA9.1 to help reinforce and
succinctly capture the more detailed information from the revised basis
section related to when conditions would require the declaration of an
Alert.

CA6.1 and SA9.1 are consistent with NRC FAQ 2016-002 requiring
degraded performance or visible damage to more than one safety
system train caused by the specified events.

This revised wording is a deviation from the NEI 99-01, Revision 6
CAG6 and SA9 generic wording and bases but is deemed
acceptable consistent with endorsed NRC EP FAQ 2016-002.
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N/A N/A N/A Note 9: If the affected SAFETY | Added Note 9 consistent with the recommendation of NRC EP FAQ
SYSTEM train was 2016-002.

already inoperable or
out of service before
the hazardous event
occurred, then
emergency
classification is not
warranted.

Note 10:1If the hazardous event | Added Note 10 consistent with the recommendation of NRC EP FAQ
only resulted in 2016-002.
VISIBLE DAMAGE,
with no indications of
degraded performance
to at least one train of
a SAFETY SYSTEM,
then this emergency
classification is not
warranted.

Table C-7 Hazardous Events

Seismic event (earthquake)

Internal or external FLOODING event
High winds or tornado strike

FIRE

EXPLOSION

Other events with similar hazard characteristics as
determined by the Shift Manager/SEM




NAPS - EAL Comparison Matrix Document

Serial No. 18-364
Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 1

Page 53 of 121
Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
. NAPS . . i T
NE! IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
Cs1 Loss of (reactor vessel/RCS CS1 Loss of RCS inventory affecting | None
[PWR] or RPV [BWR]) inventory core decay heat removal -
affecting core decay heat capability
removal capability. MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 -
MODE: Cold Shutdown, Refueling
Refueling
NEI Ex. . NAPS : : - I
EAL # NE! Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. CONTAINMENT CLOSURE With CONTAINMENT Six inches below the elevation of the bottom of the RCS hot leg
not established. CLOSURE not established, any | penetration can be monitored only by RVLIS full range (62%). Other
AND confirmed loss of inventory level monitoring instruments are offscale low when level is below the
indication, Table C-2, with elevation of the RCS loop hot leg penetration.
0,
b. g?es;:? rgﬁ;;;'g\i?lg:?ﬁin cs1.1 | RVLISfulirange < 62% Table C-2 provides a list of confirmatory indicators for RCS inventory
it ! ific lovel loss. Due to the variability.of accuracy and usability of RVLIS while in
(site-specific level). Cold Shutdown or Refueling Mode, the use of RVLIS for emergency
classification purposes is contingent on one or more of the listed
confirmatory indications.
2 a. CONTAINMENT CLOSURE With CONTAINMENT This level drop can only be remotely monitored by Reactor Vessel
established. CLOSURE established, any Level Instrumentation System (RVLIS). When Reactor Vessel water
AND confirmed loss of inventory level drops below RVLIS full range setpoint of 61%, core uncovery is
cS1.2 indication, Table C-2, with about to occur.
* 0,
b'(R?;PC\tf erVeVs sel/lRC]SI[PVI{[I;Ln RVLIS full range < 61% Table C-2 provides a list of confirmatory indicators for RCS inventory
or.t ! i R;]) elve ess loss. Due to the variability of accuracy and usability of RVLIS while in
(site-specific level). Cold Shutdown or Refueling Mode, the use of RVLIS for emergency
classification purposes is contingent on one or more of the listed
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
- ——————————— — — ———————  ———————— — —— — ——————————

confirmatory indications.

declare the Site Area
Emergency promptly upon
determining that 30 minutes has
been exceeded, or will likely be
exceeded

3 a. (Reactor vessel/RCS [PWR] CS1.3 | RCS level cannot be monitored | Site-specific applicable sumps and tanks are listed in Table C-1 to
or RPV [BWR)) level cannot for =30 min. (Note 1) improve the readability of the EAL.
be monitored for 30 minutes AND L Although “Visual observation...” is neither a sump nor tank, it is
or longer. Core uncovery IS mc}mated by included in order to implement the intent of the NEI basis which
AND any of the following: states: “...operators may determine that an inventory loss is occurring
b. Core uncovery is indicated by ¢ UNP.]IZA&I N(E:D1 increase in by observing changes..."
ANY of the following: any table L-1 sump or In the Refueling mode, as water level in the reactor vessel lowers, the
. L tank level of sufficient dose rate above the core will rise. The dose rate due to this core
¢ (Site-specific radiation magnitude to indicate core | shing should result in on-scale indications of > 3 R/hr on containment
monitor) reading greater uncovery area radiation monitors.
than (site~-specific vaiue) . . L
¢ Visual observation of No other site-specific indications of core uncovery have been
® Erratic source range UNISOLABLE RCS identified for NAPS.
monitor indication [PWR] leakage of sufficient
e UNPLANNED increase in magnitude to indicate core
(site-specific sump and/or uncovery
tank) levels of sufficient ¢ Any containment area
magnitude to indicate radiation monitor reading
core uncovery > 3 R/hr (Refueling Mode)
® (Other site-specific e Erratic source range
indications) monitor indications
Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the

declare the event
promptly upon
determining that the
time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within the
EAL wording.
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Table C-2  Inventory Loss Confirmatory Indications

¢ In service Standpipe and Ultrasonic level bottomed out
e Decreasing RVLIS level trend
¢ RHR pump amp fluctuations
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

NAPS IC Wording

Difference/Deviation Justification

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording NAPS :

or RPV [BWR]) level cannot
_be monitored for 30 minutes
or longer.

AND

b. Core uncovery is indicated by
ANY of the foliowing:

for =30 min. (Note 1)
AND '

Core uncovery is indicated by
any of the following:

¢ UNPLANNED increase in
any Table C-1 sump or tank

IC#(s)
CG1 Loss of (reactor vessel/RCS CG1 Loss of RCS inventory affecting None
[PWR] or RPV [BWR]) inventory fuel clad integrity with
affecting fuel clad integrity with containment challenged
containment challenged MODE: 5 - Cold Shutdown. 6 -
MODE: Cold Shutdown, Refueling
Refueling
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . e N
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. gf‘;ag\t/" [gsvslgﬁlllz\zlslézgﬁ]an CG1.1 | Any confirmed loss of inventory | This level drop can only be remotely monitored by Reactor Vessel
(site-specific level) for 30 indication, Table C-2, with RVLIS | Level Instrumentation System (RVLIS). When Reactor Vessel water
minuteps or lonaer full range < 61% for =30 min. level drops below RVLIS full range setpoint of 61%, core uncovery
ger. (Note 1) is about to occur.
AND AND Table C-2 provides a list of confirmatory indicators for RCS
b. ANY indication from the Anv Containment Challenae inventory loss. Due to the variability of accuracy and usability of
Containment Challenge Table ind?::ation Table C-3 g RVLIS while in Cold Shutdown or Refueling Mode, the use of
(see below). ! ~ RVLIS for emergency classification purposes is contingent on one
or more of the listed confirmatory indications.
2 a. (Reactor vessel/RCS [PWR] CG1.2 | RCS level cannot be monitored | Site-specific applicable sumps and tanks are listed in Table C-1 to

improve the readability of the EAL.

Although “Visual observation...” is neither a sump nor tank, it is
included in order to implement the intent of the NEI basis which
states: “...operators may determine that an inventory loss is
occurring by observing changes...”

In the Refueling mode, as water level in the reactor vessel lowers,
the dose rate above the core will rise. The dose rate due o this
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

® Erratic source range

monitor indication [PWR]

® UNPLANNED increase in
(site-specific sump and/or
tank) levels of sufficient
magnitude to indicate core

uncovery

® (Other site-specific
indications)

AND

c. ANY indication from the

Containment Challenge Table

(see below).

(Site-specific radiation
monitor) reading greater
than (site-specific value)

Category C: Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

level of sufficient magnitude
to indicate core uncovery

e Visual observation of
UNISOLABLE RCS leakage
of sufficient magnitude to
indicate core uncovery

e Any containment area
radiation monitor reading
> 3 R/hr (Refueling Mode)

e Erratic source range monitor
indications

AND

Any Containment Challenge
indication, Table C-3

containment area radiation monitors.

No other site-specific indications of core uncovery have been

identified for NAPS.

4% hydrogen concentration in the presence of oxygen is the
minimum necessary to support a hydrogen explosion.

core shine should result in on-scale indications of > 3 R/hr on

Note

or will likely be exceeded.

“The Emergency Director should N/A
declare the General Emergency
promptly upon determining that
30 minutes has been exceeded,

Note 1: The SEM should declare
the event promptly upon
determining that the time
limit has been exceeded,
or will likely be
exceeded.

Note 6: If CONTAINMENT

CLOSURE is re-
established prior to
exceeding the 30-min.
time limit, declaration of
a General Emergency is
not required.

The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within

the EAL wording.

Note 6 implements the asterisked note associated with the

Containment Closure requirement.
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Containment Challenge Table
CONTAINMENT CLOSURE not established*
(Explosive mixture) exists inside containment
UNPLANNED increase in containment pressure
Secondary containment radiation monitor reading above (site-specific value) [BWR]

* If CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is re-established prior to exceeding the 30-minute time limit, then declaration of a General Emergency is not required.

Table C-3 Containment Challenge Indications

® CONTAINMENT CLOSURE not established (Note 6)
® CTMT hydrogen concentration =4%
® UNPLANNED increase in CTMT pressure
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category D: Permanently Defueled Station Malfunction
—_— —_—— —— — — ______———— — — — — _____ __— — —— —  ———— ———— — ———————————————————————————————|

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I"(':’;'(DSS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

PD-AU1 Recognition Category D N/A N/A NEI Recognitioﬁ Category PD ICs and EALs are applicable only to
PD-AU2 Permanently Defueled Station permanently defueled stations. NAPS is not a defueled station.

PD-SU1 %
PD-HU1
PD-HU2
PD-HU3
PD-AAT
PD-AA2
PD-HA1
PD-HA3
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category E: Spent Fuel Storage installation
 EEEEEE—— EE———EE—,————,———,—,—,—,—, e — ———————— — — — —  ——  —————— —————— —————————————————————
; NAPS . . P I
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
E-HU1 | Damage to a loaded cask EUA1 Damage to a loaded cask None
CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY
MODE: All MODE: All
NEI Ex. : NAPS . : I S
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Damage to a loaded cask EU1.1 | Damage to a loaded cask The Table E-1 specified EAL threshold values correspond to 2
CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY as CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY times the Sealed Surface Storage Cask (TN-32/TN-32B) or
indicated by an on-contact as indicated by an on-contact Horizontal Storage Module (HSM-H) external surface dose rate
radiation reading greater than (2 radiation reading on the surface | limits.
times the site-specific cask. of a loaded spent fuel cask > NAPS util the followina d K st ¢ .
specific technical specification any Table E-1 limit uttiizes the tollowing dry cask storage systems:
allowable radiation level) on the e Transnuclear TN-32
surface of the spent fuel cask. e Transnuclear TN-32B HBU
e NUHOMS HD System (32PTH DSC/HSM-H)
Table E-1 ISFSI Cask Surface Dose Rate Limits
TN-32 TN-32B HBU HSM-H
e 116 mrem/hr (neutron + e 192 mrem/hr (neutron + * 1,600 mrem/hr at the front
gamma) average on top of the gamma) average on top of bird screen
cask the cask e 4 mrem/hr at the door
e 436 mrem/hr (neutron + e 436 mrem/hr (neutron + centerline
gamma) average on the side gamma) average on the side ¢ 4 mrem/hr at the end shield
of the cask of the cask wall exterior
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation
W

Fuel Clad Fission Product Barrier Degradation Thresholds

NEI ] NAPS . . I
FPB# NEI Threshold Wording FPB #(s) NAPS FPB Wording Difference Justification
FC Loss | RCS or SG Tube Leakage N/A N/A N/A
1 Not Applicable
FC Loss | Inadequate Heat Removal FC Loss | 1. Core Cooling-RED Path Consistent with the generic developers note options CSFST Core
. conditions met Cooling Red Path is used in lieu of CET temperatures.
2 A. Core exit thermocouple B.1
readings greater than (site-
specific temperature
value).
FC Loss | RCS Activity/CMNT Rad FC Loss | 2. CTMT high range radiation Monitors RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) are the containment high
3 A Containment radiation C.2 monitor RM-RMS- range area radiation monitors. The threshold values specified in
" monitor readi i 165/166(265/266) reading Table F-2 have been calculated assuming the instantaneous
than (site-: er;gi}ﬁgr\?:me;) > Table F-2 column Fuel release and dispersal of the reactor coolant noble gas and iodine
P Clad Loss inventory associated with approximately 5% fuel clad damage.
OR
B. (Site-specific indications
that reactor coolant activity | FC Loss | 3. Coolant activity > 300 None
is greater than 300 uCi/gm C.3 pCi/gm DEI-131
dose equivalent 1-131)
FC Loss | 4. Dose rate at 1 ft. from an Per Engineering Calculation RA-0059, the specified Table F-3 dose
C4 unpressurized RCS sample | rates are assumed to result from radioactive iodines (I-131 thru 1-135)

>Table F-3

in RCS in concentrations corresponding to the loss of 5% of gap
radioactivity of the core.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation

e e, —,— o —  ———— ———  ———————————————————————|

FC Loss | 5. Sample line dose rate Per Engineering Calculation RA-0079, the specified Table F-4 dose
C.5 threshold =Table F-4 rates are assumed to result from radioactive iodines (1-131 thru 1-135)
in RCS in concentrations corresponding to the loss of 5% of gap
radioactivity of the core.
FC Loss | With letdown in service, Reactor | Per Engineering Caiculation PA-0234, Rev. 1, the threshold value is
C.6 Coolant Letdown Radiation indicative of more than 300 uCi/cc DEI-131. A monitor reading in
Monitor 1(2)-CH-RI-128(228) excess of the threshold value (7.5E+04 mrem/hr, equivalent to 300
> 7 .5E+04 mrem/hr pCi/ce) indicates a loss of the fuel clad barrier.
FC Loss | CNMT Integrity or Bypass N/A N/A N/A
4 Not Applicable
FC Loss | Other Indications N/A N/A No other site-specific Fuel Clad Loss indication has been identified
5 . i . for NAPS.
A. (site-specific as applicable)
FC Loss | ED Judgment FC Loss | 5. Any condition in the opinion | None
e E.7 of the SEM that indicates
6 A. ANY condition in the loss of the Fuel Clad barrier
opinion of the Emergency
Director that indicates Loss
of the Fuel Clad Barrier.
FC RCS or SG Tube Leakage FC Pot. | N/A See FC Pot Loss B.1. The RCS level threshold is implemented as
P-Loss Loss CSFST Core Cooling Orange Path conditions met.
A. RCS/reactor vessel level
; e A1 -
1 less than (site-specific level)
FC Inadequate Heat Removal FC Pot. | 2. Core Cooling-ORANGE Consistent with the generic developers note options CSFST Core
P-Loss . Loss Path conditions met Cooling Orange Path is used in lieu of CET temperatures.
A. Core exit thermocouple B 1
2 readings greater than (site- )
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- Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

specific temperature value)

Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation

FC Pot. | 3. Heat Sink-RED Path Consistent with the generic developers note options CSFST Heat
OR Loss conditions met Sink Red Path is used.

B. Inadequate RCS heat B2 AND ' The phrase “and heat sink required” was added to preclude the need
removal capability via Heat sink is required’ for classification for conditions in which RCS pressure is less than SG
steam generators as . q pressure or Heat Sink-RED path entry was created through operator
indicated by (site-specific action directed by an EOP. ,
indications).

FC RCS Activity/CMNT Rad N/A N/A N/A
P'L3°SS Not Applicable
FC CNMT Integrity or Bypass N/A N/A N/A
P-Loss | Not Applicable
4
FC Other Indications N/A N/A No other site-specific Fuel Clad Potential Loss indication has been
P-Loss : o . identified for NAPS.
A. (site-specific as applicable)
5
FC Emergency Director FC Pot. | 4. Any condition in the opinion None
P-Loss | Judgment Loss of the SEM that indicates
6 A. Any condition in the E.3 potential loss of the Fuel Clad

opinion of the Emergency
Director that indicates
Potential Loss of the Fuel
Clad Barrier.

barrier.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix .
Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation
PWR RCS Fission Product Barrier Degradation Thresholds
NEI . NAPS FPB . . I
FPB# NEI IC Wording #(s) NAPS FPB Wording Difference Justification
RCS RCS or SG Tube Leakage RCS Loss | 1. An automatic or manual None
Loss A. An automatic or manual A Safety. Injectlop (Sl;))
1 ECCS (SI) actuation is actuation required by
required by EITHER of the EITHER:
following: o UNISOLABLE RCS
1. UNISOLABLE RCS leakage
leakage o SG tube RUPTURE
OR
2. SG tube RUPTURE.
RCS Inadequate Heat Removal N/A N/A N/A
Loss Not Applicable
2
RCS RCS Activity/CMNT Rad RCS Loss | 2. CTMT high range radiation RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) are the containment high range area
Loss A.  Containment radiation Cc.2 monitor RM-RMS- radiation monitors. A reading > 5 R/hr (minimum practical reading)
3 ' .f'“ d.r °t 165/166(265/266) reading | on RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) is indicative of a breach in the
rnonitor reading greater > Table F-2 column RCS RCS barrier.
than (site-specific value). Loss
RCS CNMT Integrity or Bypass N/A N/A N/A
Loss Not Applicable
4
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation

ﬁ

RCS Other Indications N/A N/A No other site-specific RCS Loss indication has been identified for
Loss ; - . NAPS. '
5 A. (site-specific as applicable)
RCS Emergency Director Judgment | RCS Loss | 3. Any condition in the None
Loss e E.3 opinion of the SEM that
A. ANY condition in the

~ indicates loss of the RCS

6 opinion of the Emergency barrier

Director that indicates Loss
of the RCS Barrier.

1. UNISOLABLE RCS or SG

RCS RCS or SG Tube Leakage RCS Pot. tube leakage > 150 gpm NAPS has implemented the alternative RCS potential loss

Loss threshold provided in the generic guidance developer notes.

A1 Starting of a standby charging pump is not representative of RCS
leak size relative to charging pump capacity. Nominal charging
pump capacity is 150 gpm.

P-Loss 1 | A. Operation of a standby
charging (makeup) pump is
required by EITHER of the

following:
1. UNISOLABLE RCS
leakage
OR RCS Pot. | 2. Integrity-RED Path Consistent with the generic developers note options CSFST
2. 8G tube leakage. Loss conditions met Integrity Red Path is used.
OR A2 .

B. RCS cooldown rate greater
than (site-specific
pressurized thermal shock
criteria/limits defined by site- -
specific indications).
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Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation
RCS Inadequate Heat Removal RCS Pot. | 3. Heat Sink-RED Path Consistent with the generic developers note options CSFST Heat
P-Loss 2 | A. Inadequate RCS heat ngs conditions met Sink Red Path is used. .
removal capability via steam ) AND The phrase “and heat sink required” was added to preclude the
~— generators as indicated by Heat sink is required need for classification for conditions in which RCS pressure is less
(site-specific indications). 9 than SG pressure or Heat Sink-RED path entry was created
‘ through operator action directed by an EOP.
RCS RCS Activity/CMNT Rad N/A N/A N/A
P-Loss 3 | Not Applicable
RCS CNMT Integrity or Bypass N/A N/A N/A
 P-Loss 4 | Not Applicable
RCS Other Indications N/A N/A No other site-specific RCS Potential Loss indication has been
P-Loss 5 | A. (site-specific as applicable) identified for NAPS.
RCS Emergency Director Judgment | RCS Pot. | 4. Any condition in the opinion | None
e Loss of the SEM that indicates
P-Loss 6 | A.  ANY condition in the E.4 potential loss of the RCS
opinion of the Emergency barrier
Director that indicates
Potential Loss of the RCS
Barrier.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation
W
PWR Containment Fission Product Barrier Degradation Thresholds
NE! . NAPS . . N
FPB# NEI IC Wording FPB #(s) NAPS FPB Wording Difference Justification
CNMT | RCS or SG Tube Leakage CTMT | 1. Aleaking or RUPTURED SG is None
Loss A. Aleaking or RUPTURED SG is lj:sis ' FAULTED 0lit5|de of CTMT
1 FAULTED outside of containment. )
CNMT | Inadequate Heat Removal N/A N/A N/A
Loss Not Applicable
2
CNMT | RCS Activity/CMNT Rad N/A N/A N/A
Loss Not applicable
3
CNMT | CNMT Integrity or Bypass cTmT | % CTMT ‘dso'a“on (Phase AorB)is | ayded the word "atmosphere” to the second bulleted
Loss A. Containment isolation is required Loss require threshold to reinforce the generic bases that the intent is
4 ) q D.2 AND EITHER: an unisolable pathway from the containment
AND ] . atmosphere, not RCS. RCS leakage outside
,  CTMT integrity has been lost containment is addressed under CTMT Loss D.3 below.
EITHER of the fOIIOWIng: based on SEM judgment
. . L Containment isolation actuation is initiated by either the
1. Containment integrity has * UNISOLABLE pathway from Phase A or B Containment Isolation.
been lost based on CTMT atmosphere to the
environment exists
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation

Emergency Director judgment. | oyt | 3 ndications of UNISOLABLE RCS | Added the defined term "UNISOLABLE” consistent with

OR Loss leakage outside of CTMT RCS leakage thresholds to preclude transitory
2. UNISOLABLE pathway from D.3 classifications from isolable RCS leak pathways.

the containment to the
environment exists.

OR

B. Indications of RCS leakage outside
of containment.

CNMT | Other Indications N/A N/A No other site-specific containment Loss indication has
Loss . o . been identified for NAPS.
A. (site-specific as applicable) ,
5 ~
CNMT | Emergency Director Judgment CTMT (4. Any condition in the opinion of the None
Loss e - Loss SEM that indicates loss of the
ANY condition in the opinion of the ;
6 ; R E4 CTMT barrier
Emergency Director that indicates
Loss of the Containment Barrier.
CNMT | RCS or SG Tube Leakage N/A N/A N/A
P-LOSS | Not Applicable
y -
CNMT | Inadequate Heat Removal CTMT | 1. Core Cooling-RED Path conditions | Consistent with the generic developers note options
P-Loss i e Pot. met CSFST Core Cooling Red Path is used.
A. 1. (Site-specific criteria for entry L
\ : ; 0SS
2 into core cooling restoration B 1 AND
procedure) Restoration procedures not
AND effective within 15 min. (Note 1)

2. Restoration procedure not
effective within 15 minutes.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradation
CNMT | RCS Activity/CNMNT Rad CTMT | 2. CTMT high range radiation monitor RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) are the containment high
P-Loss A. Contai t radiati itor Pot. RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) range area radiation monitors. The radiation monitor
3 : re(;rclji?\mmreena t(rear t%aalr?r(]sliﬂtne?gl Zcific Loss reading > Table F-2 column CTMT readings specified in Table F-2 column CTMT Potential
value)g 9 P c.2 Potential Loss Loss correspond to an instantaneous release of all
) reactor coolant mass into the containment, assuming
that 20% of the fuel cladding has failed.
CNMT | CNMT Integrity or Bypass - CTMT | 4. Containment RED Path conditions Consistent with the generic developers note options
P-Loss : Pot. met CSFST Containment Red Path is used.
A. Containment pressure greater Loss )
4 than (site-specific value) D.4 CSFST Containment RED Path conditions are met if
OR ’ containment pressure exceed its design pressure. If
containment pressure exceeds the design pressure of
B. Explosive mixture exists inside 60 psia, there exists a potential to lose the containment
containment barrier.
OR CTMT | 5. CTMT hydrogen concentration A containment hydrogen concentration of 4%
C. 1. Containment pressure greater Pot. >4% conservatively represents the lowest threshold for
than (site-specific pressure Loss flammability in the presence of oxygen.
setpoint) D.5
AND '
2. Less than one full train of
éS'Lei"sngggf)Ki:ssgsﬁgﬁ?]r or CTMT | 6. CTMT pressure > 28 psia with The containment pressure setpoint (28 psia) is the
dgsip n for 15 m?nutes grp Pot. < one full train of CTMT pressure at which the containment depressurization
g Loss depressurization equipment equipment should actuate and begin performing its
longer
' D.6 (Note 11) operating per design for function.
=15 min. (Note 1) Added Note 1 consistent with other thresholds with a
timing component.
Added Note 11 to define what constitutes a full train of
containment heat removal systems.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

~ Category F: Fission Product Barrier Degradétion

CNMT | Other Indications N/A N/A ‘No other site-specific containment Potential Loss A

P-Loss . - . indication has been identified for NAPS.
A. (site-specific as applicable)

.5
CNMT | Emergency Director Judgment CTMT | 6. Any condition in the opinion of the | None
P-Loss A. ANY condition in the opinion of Pot. - SEM that |nd|c§ates potential loss of
: Loss the CTMT barrier
6 the Emergency Director that E7 _

indicates Potential Loss of the
Containment Barrier.

Table F-2 CTMT High Range Radiation Monitor Barrier Thresholds
RM-RMS-165/166(265/266)
Time > Shutdown Fuel Clad Loss RCS Loss CTMT Potential Loss
(hrs) (R/hr) (R/hr) . (R/hr)
=2 125 v 5 500
>2-—<4 85 = 5 340
>4— <6 45 -5 180
>8— <14 20 5 80
>14 10 5 40
Table F-3 FC Loss Coolant Activity Dose Rates
Time > Shutdown (hrs) mR/hr/ml
<2 15
>2- <8 8
>8 3
Table F-4 FC Loss RCS Sample Line Dose Rates
Time > Shutdown (hrs) R/hr
<2 4
>2-<8 2
>8 1
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

ﬁ

NE IC# NEI IC Wording l"g;'zss) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HU1 Confirmed SECURITY HU1 | Confirmed SECURITY None
CONDITION or threat CONDITION or threat.
MODE: All MODE: All
NEI Ex. . NAPS . : -~ I
EAL # NE! Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording _ Difference/Deviation Justification
1 A SECURITY CONDITION that HU1.1 | A SECURITY CONDITION that

does not involve a HOSTILE
ACTION as reported by the (site-
specific security shift

supervision).

2 Notification of a credible security
threat directed at the site.

3 A validated notification from the

NRC providing information of an
aircraft threat.

does not involve a HOSTILE
ACTION as reported by NAPS
Security Shift Supervisor

OR

Notification of a credible security
threat directed at the site

OR

A validated notification from the
NRC providing information of an
aircraft threat

Example EALs #1, 2 and 3 have been combined into a single EAL for
ease of presentation and use.

The “NAPS Security Shift Supervisor” is the site-specific “security -

shift supervision.”
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
. NAPS ; . - e
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HU2 Seismic event greater than OBE HU2 | Seismic event greater than OBE | None
levels levels
MODE: All MODE: All
NE! Ex. ; NAPS . . o e
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording , Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Seismic event greater than HU2.1 | Seismic event > OBE (0.06g The “OBE EXCEEDED" indicator illuminates on the SYSCOM
Operating Basis Earthquake horizontal or 0.04g vertical) as Network Control Center (NCC) if site OBE ground acceleration is
(OBE) as indicated by: indicated by “OBE EXCEEDED” | exceeded.
(site-specific indication that a indicator illuminated on the Ground motion acceleration of 0.06g horizontal or 0.04g vertical is
L SYSCOM Network Control - :
seismic event met or exceeded - the Operating Basis Earthquake for NAPS.
OBE limits) 5 Center (NCC)
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
e —— —————— — —— ——— — ____________————— — — —— —— — ————— ——— —— —— ——————————|
\ NAPS . ; I I
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HU3 Hazardous event. HU3 | Hazardous event None
MODE: All MODE: All
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . o T
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 A tornado strike within the HU3.1 | Atornado strike within the Added the word “...PLANT...” to distinguish from the ISFSI
PROTECTED AREA. PLANT PROTECTED AREA Protected Area.
2 Internal room or area flooding of a | HU3.2 | Internal room or area FLOODING | Changed the word “needed” to “required by Technical
magnitude sufficient to require of a magnitude sufficient to Specification”. Plant Technical Specifications specify the needed
manual or automatic electrical require manual or automatic safety systems for the current operating mode.
isolation of a SAFETY SYSTEM electrical isolation of a SAFETY
component needed for the current SYSTEM component required by
operating mode. Technical Specifications for the
current operating mode
3 Movement of personnel within the | HU3.3 | Movement of personnel within the | Added the word “...PLANT...” to distinguish from the ISFSI
PROTECTED AREA is impeded PLANT PROTECTED AREA is Protected Area.
due to an offsite event involving IMPEDED due to an event Replaced the phrase "...due to an offsite event...” to *...due to an
hazardous materials (e.g., an external to the PLANT EA m
offsite chemical spill or toxic gas PROTECTED AREA involving | Svent external to the PLANT PROTECTED AREA..." The impact of
; a hazardous material originating from offsite (outside the OCA)
release). hazardous materials (.g., an would be the same as one originating from onsite but outside the
offsite chemical spill or toxic gas Plant P A 9 g
release) ant Protected Area.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

—  _ _ _—— ——_____________ ____________________________ __ _— — — — _______________— ——— — ——— ——— — —— —— — —— ——"— |

traffic impediments such as fog,
snow, ice, or vehicle breakdowns
or accidents.

apply to routine traffic
impediments such as
fog, snow, ice, or
vehicle breakdowns or
accidents.

4 A hazardous event that results in HU3.4 | A hazardous event that results in | Added reference to Note 7.
on-site conditions sufficient to on-site conditions sufficient to
prohibit the plant staff from prohibit the plant staff from
accessing the site via personal accessing the site via personal -
vehicles. vehicles (Note 7)

5 (Site-specific list of natural or N/A N/A No other site-specific hazard has been identified for NAPS.
technological hazard events)

Note EAL #3 does not apply to routine N/A Note 7: This EAL does not This note, designated Note #7, is.intended to apply to generic

example EAL #4, not #3 as specified in the generic guidance.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording NAPS NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

within 15-minutes of ANY of
the following FIRE detection
indications: ’

® Report from the field (i.e.,
visual observation)

® Receipt of multiple (more
than 1) fire alarms or

indications
e Field verification of a single
fire alarm
AND

b. The FIRE is located within
ANY of the following plant
rooms or areas:

(site-specific list of plant rooms or
areas)

within 15 min. of any of the
following FIRE detection
indications (Note 1):

® Report from the field (i.e.,
visual observation)

® Receipt of multiple (more
than 1) fire alarms or
indications
e Field verification of a single
fire alarm '
AND
The FIRE is located within any
Table H-1 area

IC#(s)
HU4 FIRE potentially degrading the HU4 | FIRE potentially degrading the None
level of safety of the plant. " level of safety of the plant
MODE: All MODE: All
NEI Ex. - . NAPS * ‘ . . -, _
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. AFIRE is NOT extinguished HU4.1 [ AFIRE s not extinguished

Table H-1 provides a list of site-specific fire areas.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety _
%

a. Receipt of a single fire alarm | HU4.2 | Receipt of a single fire alarm Table H-1 provides a list of site-specific fire areas.
(Le., no other indications of a (e, no other indications of a With regard to Reactor Containment fire alarms, there is constant air
FIRE). FIRE) . : ;
movement in the enclosed containment due to the operation of the
AND AND containment ventilation system. The operating cooling units are
. i . o drawing air to the units past the smoke detectors. It can be
b. ;R‘:(Folﬁ'ﬁ;sfgl’lg‘a;ﬁ\d Wllgjrf: Ersgﬁt?‘]iir?n's ?géf:tll_?_% 2f'ea reasonably expected that a fire that burns for 15 minutes would
FOOMS O areas: ap ' y - produce sufficient products of combustion to cause fire detectors in
) AND multiple zones to alarm. Therefore a single containment fire alarm is
gsrgz-ss)pemflc list of plant rooms or The existence of a FIRE is not not considered VALID.
verified within 30 min. of alarm Added Note 13 to clarify validation of a single fire zone alarm in the
AND receipt (Note 1) Reactor Containment.
c. The existence of a FIRE is ,
not verified within 30-minutes
of alarm receipt. -
A FIRE within the plant or ISFSI HU4.3 | A FIRE within the PLANT NAPS has an ISFS! located outside the NAPS plant Protected Area.
[for plants with an ISFSI outside ‘ PROTECTED AREA or ISFS] « " T
the plant Protected Area] | Protected Area not extinguished é?&:gt:ah de X; g; ---PLANT..." to distinguish from the ISFS]
PROTECTED AREA not within 60 min. of the initial report, )
extinguished within 60-minutes of alarm or indication (Note 1)
the initial report, alarm or -
indication.
A FIRE within the plant or ISFSI HU4.4 | A FIRE within the PLANT NAPS has an ISFS! located outside the NAPS plant Protected Area.

[for plants with an ISFSI outside
the plant Protected Areal
PROTECTED AREA that requires
firefighting support by an offsite
fire response agency to
extinguish.

PROTECTED AREA or ISFSI
Protected Area that requires an
offsite fire department to assist

{ with extinguishment

Added the word “...PLANT...” to distinguish from the ISFSI
Protected Area.

Reworded example EAL #4 to better reflect the bases intent that the
classification is based on a fire that requires an offsite fire
department to assist with fire extinguishment.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
E

Note | Note: The Emergency Director N/A | Note 1: The SEM should declare | The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
should declare the the event promptly upon | NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
Unusual Event promptly determining that the time | the EAL wording.
upon determining that limit has been exceeded,
the applicable time has or will likely be
been exceeded, or will exceeded.
likely be exceeded.
Note N/A N/A Note 13:A Reactor Containment | See justification above.
fire alarm is considered
VALID upon receipt of
multiple {more than one)
fire zone alarms.
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Table H-1 NAPS Fire Areas

Cable Vaults & Tunnels

Emergency Switchgear Rooms

Emergency Diesel Generator Rooms

Reactor Containment

Quench Spray Pump Houses

Safeguards Area

Main Steam Valve Hoﬁse -
Cable Spreading Rooms

Control Room

CR Chiller Rooms

Auxiliary / Fuel / Decontamination Buildings
Fuel Oil Pump House Room A or B

Service Water Pump House and Valve House
Intake Structure Control House

Auxiliary Service Water Pump House
Auxiliary Feedwater Pump House

Turbine Building

1

Serial No. 18-364

Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 1

Page 78 of 121



NAPS - EAL Comparison Matrix Document

Serial No. 18-364

Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 1

Page 79 of 121

Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

., ——————  —— — ————  ——————————  ———— ——————————|

judgment of the Emergency
Director indicate that events are in
progress or have occurred which
indicate a potential degradation of
the level of safety of the plant or
indicate a security threat to facility
protection has been initiated. No
releases of radioactive material
requiring offsite response or
monitoring are expected unless
further degradation of safety
systems occurs.

the judgment of the SEM indicate
that events are in progress or
have occurred which indicate a
potential degradation of the level
of safety of the plant or indicate a
security threat to facility
protection has been initiated. No
releases of radioactive material
requiring offsite response or
monitoring are expected unless
further degradation of SAFETY
SYSTEMS occurs.

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording {‘(‘:A#'(DSS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HU7 Other conditions exist which in the | HU7 | Other conditions existing that in None
judgment of the Emergency the judgment of the SEM warrant
Director warrant declaration of a declaration of a NOUE
(NOJUE MODE: All
MODE: All
NEI Ex. , NAPS , : o
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Other conditions exist which in the | HU7.1 | Other conditions exist which in None
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
T e ————,T—mm

has occurred within the OWNER
CONTROLLED AREA as reported
by the (site-specific security shift
supervision).

A validated notification from NRC of
an aircraft attack threat within 30
minutes of the site.

NEI IC# NE! IC Wording {\C':’;F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HA1 HOSTILE ACTION within the HA1 | HOSTILE ACTION within the None

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA OWNER CONTROLLED AREA or
or airborne attack threat within 30 airborne attack threat within 30
minutes. minutes
MODE: All MODE: All

NEI Ex. . NAPS . . - -

EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 A HOSTILE ACTION is occurring or | HA1.1 | AHOSTILE ACTION is Example EALs #1 and #2 have been combined into a single EAL for

occurring or has occurred within
the OWNER CONTROLLED
AREA as reported by NAPS
Security Shift Supervisor

OR

A validated notification from
NRC of an aircraft attack threat
within 30 min. of the site

ease of use.

The “NAPS Security Shift Supervisor” is the site-specific “security
shift supervision.”
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
m
. NAPRPS } . _ -
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HA5 Gaseous release impeding HA5 | Gaseous release IMPEDING Limited mode applicability to the modes specified in Table H-2.
access to equipment necessary access to equipment necessary
for normal plant operations, for normal plant operations,
cooldown or shutdown. cooldown or shutdown
MODE: All MODE: 1 — Power Operations,
2 — Startup, 3 — Hot Shutdown, 4
— Hot Shutdown
NEI Ex. : NAPS . . e —
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. Release of a toxic, HA5.1 | Release of a toxic, corrosive, The site-specific list of plant rooms or areas with entry-related mode
corrosive, asphyxiant or asphyxiant or flammable gas into | applicability are tabularized in Table H-2.
flammable gas into any of any Table H-2 room or area ‘
the fo!lowmg plant rooms or AND
areas: —_—
. T Entry into the room or area is
(site-specific list of plant rooms .
or areas with entry-related mode prohibited or IMPEDED (Note 5)
applicability identified)
AND
b. Entry into the room or area
is prohibited or impeded.
Note | Note: If the equipment in the N/A Note 5: If the equipment in the None
listed room or area was listed room or area was
already inoperable or already inoperable or out-
out-of-service before of-service before the
the event occurred, event occurred, then no
then no emergency emergency classification
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classification is
warranted.

is warranted.

Table H-2

Safe Operation & Shutdown Rooms/Areas

Room/Area

Mode

Aux. Building El 274’

1,2,3,4

Instrument Rack Rooms

Cable Vault & Tunnels

4
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
 EEEEEEEEEEEE E—————,—,—,————  ———  — —— — — —— — — ___________ ————————— — — ——— — —— ——————— — —————————————|
. NAPS . . - N
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HAB Control Room evacuation HAG Control Room evacuation None

resulting in fransfer of plant resulting in transfer of plant
control to alternate locations. control to alternate locations.
MODE: All _ MODE: All

NEI Ex. : NAPS . . o -

EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 An event has resulted in plant HA6.1 | An event has resulted in plant Auxiliary Shutdown Panel is the site-specific remote shutdown

control being transferred from the control being transferred from the | panels and local control stations.
Control Room to (site-specific Control Room to the Auxiliary
remote shutdown panels and Shutdown Panel
local control stations).
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording {\é:/;\;(’:) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HA7 Other conditions exist which in the HA7 Other conditions exist that in the None
judgment of the Emergency Director judgment of the SEM warrant declaration
warrant declaration of an Alert. of an Alert
MODE: Al MODE: All
NEI Ex. : NAPS . . L o
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Other conditions exist which, in the HA7.1 Other conditions exist which, in the None

judgment of the Emergency Director,
indicate that events are in progress or
have occurred which involve an actual or
potential substantial degradation of the
level of safety of the plant or a security
event that involves probable life
threatening risk to site personnel or
damage to site equipment because of
HOSTILE ACTION. Any releases are
expected to be limited to small fractions
of the EPA Protective Action Guideline
exposure levels.

judgment of the SEM, indicate that
events are in progress or have occurred
which involve an actual or potential
substantial degradation of the level of
safety of the plant or a security event that
involves probable life threatening risk to
site personnel or damage to site
equipment because of HOSTILE
ACTION. Any releases are expected to
be limited to small fractions of the EPA
Protective Action Guideline exposure
levels.




NAPS - EAL Comparison Matrix Document Serial No. 18-364

Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 1
Page 85 of 121

Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

| - Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I"é';'?; NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HS1 HOSTILE ACTION within the HS1 HOSTILE ACTION within the PLANT Added the word “...PLANT...” to distinguish from the ISFSI
PROTECTED AREA PROTECTED AREA Protected Area.
MODE: All MODE: Al
NEE;LE;' NEI Example EAL Wording gﬁf S NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 A HOSTILE ACTION is occurring | HS1.1 | AHOSTILE ACTION is occurring or has | The “NAPS Security Shift Supervisor” is the site-specific
or has occurred within the occurred within the PLANT “security shift supervision.”
PROTECTED AREA as reported PROTECTED AREA as reported by “ » C .
by the (site-specific security shift NAPS Security Shift Supervisor Added the word *...PLANT..." to distinguish from the ISFS|

supervision). Protected Area.
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

e, E—————————— o ————— — _____— — — —— ———  —  — ———————|

plant control being transferred
from the Control Room to (site-
specific remote shutdown panels
and local control stations).

AND

b. Control of ANY of the
following key safety functions is
not reestablished within (site-
specific number of minutes).

® Reactivity control

e Core cooling [PWR] / RPV
water level [BWR]

® RCS heat removal

being transferred from the Control Room
to the Auxiliary Shutdown Panel

AND

Control of any of the following key
safety functions is not re-established
within 15 min. of the last licensed
operator leaving the Control Room
(Note 1):

e Reactivity (Modes 1, 2 and 3 only)
e Core Cooling
® RCS heat removal

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording :\(':’;F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HS6 Inability to control a key safety HS6 | Inability to control a key safety function Deleted defueled mode applicability. Control of the cited
function from outside the Control from outside the Control Room safety functions are not critical for a defueled reactor as there
R . i i RPV .
oom MODE: 1 — Power Operation, is no energy source in the or RCS
MODE: All 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby;, This revised mode applicability is a deviation from the
4 — Hot Shutdown, NEI 99-01 Revision 6 HS6 generic guidance but is
5 — Cold Shutdown, 6 — Refueling deemed acceptable consistent with endorsed NRC EP
FAQ 2015-014.
NEI Ex. : NAPS . , - i
EAL # NE! Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. An event has resulted in HS6.1 | An event has resulted in plant control The Aux]liary Shutdown Panel is the site-specific remote

shutdown panels and local control stations.

Added the words “...of the last licensed operator leaving the
Control Room” to provide criteria for when the 15 minutes
control clock begins.

The Mode applicability for the reactivity control safety function
has been limited to Modes 1, 2, and 3. In Modes 4, 5 and 6,
adequate shutdown margin exists under all conditions.

This revised mode applicability is a deviation from the
NEI 99-01 Revision 6 HS6 generic guidance but is deemed
acceptable consistent with endorsed NRC EP FAQ 2015-
014,
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

m

the judgment of the Emergency
Director indicate that events are
in progress or have occurred
which involve actual or likely
major failures of plant functions
needed for protection of the
public or HOSTILE ACTION that
results in intentional damage or
malicious acts, (1) toward site
personnel or equipment that
could lead to the likely failure of
or, (2) that prevent effective
access to equipment needed for
the protection of the public. Any
releases are not expected to
result in exposure levels which
exceed EPA Protective Action
Guideline exposure levels
beyond the site boundary.

judgment of the SEM indicate that events
are in progress or have occurred which
involve actual or likely major failures of
plant functions needed for protection of
the public or HOSTILE ACTION that
results in intentional damage or malicious
acts, (1) toward site personnel or
equipment that could lead to the likely
failure of or, (2) that prevent effective
access to equipment needed for the
protection of the public. Any releases are
not expected to result in exposure levels
which exceed EPA Protective Action
Guideline exposure levels beyond the
SITE BOUNDARY.

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I’\é;?ss) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HS7 Other conditions exist which in HS7 | Other conditions existing that in the None
the judgment of the Emergency judgment of the SEM warrant declaration
Director warrant declaration of a of a Site Area Emergency
Site Area Emergency. MODE: All
MODE: All~
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . . N
EAL # NE! Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Other conditions exist which in HS7.1 | Other conditions exist which in the None
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Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

%

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording :\cl:/;;l?ss) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HG1 HOSTILE ACTION resulting in N/A N/A IC HG1 and associated example EAL are not implemented in

loss of physical control of the the NAPS scheme.

facility.

aclity There are several other ICs that are redundant with this IC,

MODE: All and are better suited to ensure timely and effective
emergency declarations. In addition, the development of new
spent fuel pool level EALSs, as a result of NRC Order EA-12-
051, clarified the intended emergency classification level for
spent fuel pool level events.

) This exclusion of the generic HG1 guidance is a
deviation from the NEI 99-01, Revision 6 generic
guidance but is deemed acceptable consistent with
endorsed NRC EP FAQ 2015-013.

NEI Ex. . NAPS . . . I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. AHOSTILE ACTION is N/A N/A IC HG1 and associated example EAL is not implemented in
occurring or has occurred the NAPS scheme.
ng&tgs rZRc?rtTe%%TEtEe There are several other ICs that are redundant with this IC,
. rep DY the and are better suited to ensure timely and effective
(site-specific security shift declarati In addition. the devel t of
supervision). emergency declarations. In addition, the development of new
spent fuel pool level EALSs, as a result of NRC Order EA-12-
AND 051, clarified the intended emergency classification level for
b. EITHER of the following has Egighzﬁl pool level events. This deviation is justified
occurred: )
1. ANY of the following safety
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functions cannot be
controlled or maintained.

® Reactivity control

® Core cooling

[PWR)/RPV water
level [BWR]
® RCS heat removal
OR

2. Damage to spent fuel has
occurred or is IMMINENT.

Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

1.

Hostile Action in the Protected Area is bounded by ICs
HS1 and HS7. Hostile Action resulting in a loss of physical
control is bound by EAL HG7, as well as any event that
may lead to radiological releases to the public in excess of
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Protective Action
Guides (PAGs).

a.

if, for whatever reason, the Control Room must be
evacuated, and control of safety functions (e.g.,
reactivity control, core cooling, and RCS heat
removal) cannot be reestablished, then IC HS6 would
apply, as well as IC HS7 if desired by the EAL
decision-maker.

Also, as stated above, any event (including Hostile
Action) that could reasonably be expected to have a
release exceeding EPA PAGs would be bound by IC
HG7.

From a Hostile Action perspective, ICs HS1, HS7 and
HG7 are appropriate, and therefore, make this part of
HG1 redundant and unnecessary.

From a loss of physical control perspective, [Cs HS6,
HS7 and HG7 are appropriate, and therefore, make
this part of HG1 redundant and unnecessary.

. Any event which causes a loss of spent fuel pool level will

be bounded by ICs AA2, AS2 and AG2, regardless of
whether it was based upon a Hostile Action or not, thus
making this part of HG1 redundant and unnecessary.

a.

An event that leads to a radiological release will be
bounded by ICs AU1, AA1, AS1 and AG1. Events that
lead to radiological releases in excess of EPA PAGs
will be bounded by EALs AG1 and HG7, thus making
this part of HG1 redundant and unnecessary.

R . ICs AA2, AS2, AG2, AS1, AG1, HS1, HS6, HS7 and HGY
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Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
have been implemented consistent with NE| 99-01 Revision
6 and thus HG1 is adequately bounded as described above.

This exclusion of the generic HG1 guidance is a
deviation from the NEI 99-01, Revision 6 generic-
guidance but is deemed acceptable consistent with
endorsed NRC EP FAQ 2015-013.
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Category H: Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

.

the judgment of the Emergency
Director indicate that events are
in progress or have occurred
which involve actual or
IMMINENT substantial core
degradation or melting with
potential for loss of containment
integrity or HOSTILE ACTION
that results in an actual loss of
physical control of the facility.
Releases can be reasonably
expected o exceed EPA
Protective Action Guideline
exposure levels offsite for more
than the immediate site area.

judgment of the SEM indicate that
events are in progress or have occurred
which involve actual or IMMINENT
substantial core degradation or melting
with potential for loss of containment
integrity or HOSTILE ACTION that
results in an actual loss of physical
control of the facility. Releases can be
reasonably expected to exceed EPA
Protective Action Guideline exposure
levels offsite for more than the
immediate site area.

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I"é;'zs NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
HG7 Other conditions exist which in HG7 | Other conditions exist which in the None
the judgment of the Emergency judgment of the SEM warrant
Director warrant declaration of a declaration of a General Emergency
_ | General Emergency MODE: All
MODE: All
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . . s
EAL # NE! Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wordlr?g Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Other conditions exist which in HG7.1 | Other conditions exist which in the None
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i Category S: System Malfunction
. . NAPS . . s I
NEI IC# NE! IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

SuU1 Loss of all offsite AC power MU1 | Loss of all offsite AC power None
capability to emergency buses for capability to emergency buses for
15 minutes or longer. 15 minutes or longer
MODE: Power Operation, Startup, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2 —

Hot Standby, Hot Shutdown Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot
Shutdown
NE! Ex. ; NAPS < . ; - I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification )
1 Loss of ALL offsite AC power MU1.1 | Loss of all offsite AC power 4160V emergency buses H and J are the site-specific emergency

capability to (site-specific capability, Table M-1, to Unit 1(2) | buses. '
emergency buses) for 15 minutes 4160V emergency buses H and J Table M-1 lists credited offsite 4160V emergency bus AC power
or longer. for =15 min. (Note 1) SOUrGes.

Note | The Emergency Director should N/A | Note 1: The SEM should declare | The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Unusual Event the event promptly upon | NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within the
promptly upon determining that 15 determining that the time | EAL wording.
minutes has been exceeded, or limit has been exceeded,
will likely be exceeded. or will likely be

exceeded.




NAPS - EAL Comparison Matrix Document Serial No. 18-364

Docket Nos.: 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 1
Page 93 of 121

Table M-1 AC Power Sources

Offsite:
Unit 1

Transfer Bus D
Transfer Bus F
Station Bus 1B
Station Bus 2B

Unit 2

Transfer Bus E
Transfer Bus F
Station Bus 2C
Station Bus 1A

Onsite:

1(2)H EDG

1(2)J EDG

AAC (SBO) Diesel Generator (if
already aligned)
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Category S: System Malfunction

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording ["(';TSS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SuU2 UNPLANNED loss of Control MU3 | UNPLANNED loss of Control None
Room indications for 15 minutes Room indications for 15 minutes
or longer. or longer.
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2 —
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot
Shutdown Shutdown
NEI Ex. : NAPS : . - N
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 An UNPLANNED event results in | MU3.1 | An UNPLANNED event results in | The site-specific Safety System Parameter list is tabulated in Table
the inability to monitor one or the inability to monitor one or M-2.
more of the following parameters more Table M-2 parameters from
from within the Control Room for within the Control Room for =15
15 minutes or longer. min. (Note 1)
Note | The Emergency Director should N/A | Note 1: The SEM should declare | The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the

declare the Unusual Event
promptly upon determining that
15 minutes has been exceeded,
or will likely be exceeded.

the event promptly upon
determining that the time
limit has been exceeded,
or will likely be
exceeded.

NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within

the EAL wording.
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[BWR parameter lisf] [PWR parameter lisf]
Reactor Power Reactor Power
RPV Water Levei RCS Level

RPV Pressure

RCS Pressure

Primary Containment Pressure

In-Core/Core Exit Temperature

Suppression Pool Level

Levels in at least (site-specific number)
steam generators

Suppression Pool Temperature

Steam Generator Auxiliary or Emergency
Feed Water Flow

Table M-2

Safety System Parameters

e Reactor power

e RCS level

e RCS pressure

e Core exit TC temperature

e Levelin at ieast one SG

e Auxiliary feedwater flow to at least one SG
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Category S: System Malfunction
‘ﬁ
. NAPS . . - _—
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SuU3 Reactor coolant activity greater MU4 | Reactor coolant activity greater None
than Technical Specification than Technical Specification
aliowabie limits. allowable limits
MODE: Power Operation, Startup, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2 —
Hot Standby, Hot Shutdown Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot
Shutdown
NEI Ex. . NAPS ; : . I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 (Site-specific radiation monitor) MU4.1 | With letdown in service, Reactor F’er' Engineering Calculation EA-0234, Rev. 1‘,.the thr(?shold value is
reading greater than (site-specific Coolant Letdown Radiation indicative of more than 60 uCi/cc DEI-131 accident mix after 1 hour
value). Monitor 1(2)CH-RI-128(228) of decay. A monitor reading in excess of the threshold value
> 1.50E+04 mrem/hr 1.50E+04 mrem/hr (equivalent to 60 pCi/cc) indicates a challenge to
the Technical Specification allowable limits for fuel clad degradation.
MU4.2 | Dose rate at 1 ft. from an Per Engineering Calculation RA-0059, dose rate is assumed to
unpressurized RCS sample result from radioactive iodines (1-131 thru I-135) in RCS in
>Table M-4 concentrations corresponding to 60 pCi/gm DEI-131. This value
corresponds to the Technical Specification coolant activity limit for
iodine spike at full power operations. The values contained in Table
M-4 (Tech. Spec. Coolant Activity Dose Rates) represent expected
one foot dose rates per ml of sample based on time since reactor
shutdown to the time when the sample is taken.
2 Sample analysis indicates that a MU4.3 | Sample analysis indicates that a NAPS Technical Specification 3.4.16, RCS Specific Activity,
reactor coolant activity value is reactor coolant activity value is > | provides the Technical Specification allowable coolant activity limits.
greater than an allowable limit an allowable limit specified in
specified in Technical Technical Specification 3.4.16
Specifications.
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Tech. Spec. Coolant Activity Dose Rates

Table M-4
Time > Shutdown (hrs) mR/hr/ml
<2 0.70
>2- <8 0.50
>8 0.30
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix .

Category S: System Malfunction
%

NEI IC# NE! IC Wording l"é’j;’(jss) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

Su4 RCS leakage for 15 minutes or MU5 RCS leakage for 15 minutes or | None

longer. longer
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 —
Shutdown Hot Shutdown
NEI Ex. o NAPS . . - o
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 RCS unidentified or pressure MUS5.1 | RCS unidentified or pressure Example EALs #1, 2 and 3 have been combined into a single EAL
boundary leakage greater than boundary leakage > 10 gpm for for usability.
(site-specific value) for 15 =15 min.
minutes or longer. OR

2 RCS identified leakage greater RCS identified leakage > 25 gpm
than (site-specific value) for 15 for =15 min.
minutes or longer. OR

3 Leakage from the RCS to a Leakage from the RCS to a
location outside containment location outside containment
greater than 25 gpm for 15 > 25 gpm for =15 min.
minutes or longer. (Note 1)

Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1 The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the event . s . on o AR
declare the Unusual Event romptly upon NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
promptly upon determining that geter%izing that the the EAL wording.
15\;,7.1["”[9‘:8‘3 P;)as bizrédexgeeded, time limit has been
or will likely be exceeded. exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.
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Category S: System Malfunction

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I"(‘:’;F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SuU5 Automatic or manual (trip MU6 | Automatic or manual trip fails to None
[PWR]/ scram [BWR]) fails to shut down the reactor
shutdown the reactor. MODE: 1 - Power Operation
MODE: Power Operation ‘
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . . N
EAL # NEI Exampie EAL Wording EAL# NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. An automatic (trip [PWR]/ | MU6.1 | An automatic trip did not shut As specified in the generic developers guidance “Developers may
scram [BWR]) did not down the reactor as indicated by | include site-specific EOP criteria indicative of a successful reactor
shutdown the reactor. reactor power =5% after any shutdown in an EAL statement, the Basis or both (e.g., a reactor
AND RPS setpoint is exceeded power level).” Consistent with the NAPS CSFST Subcriticality Red
AND Path criteria, a successful shutdown is defined by reactor power
b A subsequent manual '| A subsequent automatic trip OR < 5%.
; , ubse '
action taken at th_e reactor | trip (tri itch — Added the words "... after any RPS setpoint is exceeded" to clarify
control consoles is manual trip (trip switches or / \ :
; : manual turbine trip) are that it is a failure of the automatic trip when a valid scram signal has
successful in shutting X P
down the reactor. successful in shutting down the | been exceeded.
reactor asomdlcated by reactor The reactor trip switches and manually tripping the main turbine are
power < 5% (Note 8) the means of initiating a manual trip from the reactor control
consoles.
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, Category S: System Malfunction 5
%

action taken at the
reactor control consoles
is successful in shutting

shutting down the reactor as

‘indicated by reactor power < 5%

(Note 8)

2 a. A manual trip (PWR] / MU6.2 | Amanual trip did not shut down | As specified in the generic developers guidance “Developers may
scram [BWR]) did not the reactor as indicated by include site-specific EOP criteria indicative of a successful reactor
shutdown the reactor. reactor power =5% shutdown in an EAL statement, the Basis or both (e.g., a reactor

AND AND -~ power level).” Consistent with the NAPS CSFST Subcriticality Red
- L Path criteria, a successful shutdown is defined by reactor power
b. EITHER of the following: A subsequent manual trip (trip < 5%.
switches or manual turbine trip)
1. A subsequent manual OR automatic trip is successful in | The reactor trip switches and manually tripping the main turbine are

the means of initiating a manual trip from the reactor control
consoles.

down the reactor.
OR

2 A subsequent automatic
(trip [PWR] / scram
[BWRY]) is successful in
shutting down the
reactor.

Note: A manual action is any
operator action, or set
of actions, which
causes the control
rods to be rapidly
inserted into the core,
and does not include
manually driving in
control rods or
implementation of
boron injection
strategies.

Notes N/A Note 8: A manual action is any
operator action, or set of
actions, which causes
the control rods to be
rapidly inserted into the
core, and does not
include manually driving
in control rods or
implementation of boron

injection strategies.

None
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Category S: System Malfunction
 EEEEEEEEEEEEE ————,—,—,——,— — — — —— —————  ————— —— — ———————

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I'\(':’;TSS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
Su6 Loss of all onsite or offsite MU7 | Loss of all onsite or offsite None

communications capabilities. communications capabilities.
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2 —
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot
Shutdown Shutdown ‘

NEI Ex. . NAPS . . L .

EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 Loss of ALL of the following MU7.1 | Loss of all Table M-5 onsite Example EALs #1, 2 and 3 have been combined into a single EAL

onsite communication methods: communication methods for simplification of presentation.
(site-specific list of OR Table M-5 provides a site-specific list of onsite, State and local

communications methods) agency (ORO) and NRC communications methods.

Loss of all Table M-5 State and
local agency communication
methods

. [ OR
(site-specific list of -
communications methods) Loss of all Table M-5 NRC
communication methods

2 Loss of ALL of the following
ORO communications methods:

3 Loss of ALL of the following
NRC communications methods:

(site-specific list of
communications methods)
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Table M-5 Communication Methods
System onsite | DAl 1 nRe

Radio Communications System X
Public Address and intercom System X
Private Branch Telephone Exchange (PBX) X X X
Sound Powered Telephone System X
Commercial Telephone System X X
Automatic Ring Downs (SONET Ring) X
Instaphone Loop X
Dedicated NRC Communications X
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NAPS

Category S: System Malfunction’

E

b.

greater than (site-specific
pressure).

AND
Less than one full train of
-(site-specific system or
equipment) is operating per

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
Su7 Failure to isolate containmentor | MUS8 | Failure to isolate containment or | None
loss of containment pressure loss of containment pressure
control. [PWR] control -
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 —
Shutdown Hot Shutdown i
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . e I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. Failure of containment to MUB8.1 | Any penetration is not closed Example EALs #1 and #2 have been combined for usability.
isolate when required by an within 15 min. of a VALID Phase . . . C .
actuation signal. A or B isolation signal gg:::l:gngt :zgllz';lig?] actuation is initiated by either the Phase A or B
AND OR . '
) ) - Containment pressure greater than 28 psia is the pressure at which
b.  ALL required penetrations CTMT pressure > 28 psiawith | containment depressurization equipment are designed to
are not closed within 15 < one full train of CTMT automatically actuate. :
minutes of the actuation depressurization equipment
signal. (Note 11) operating per design
. for =15 min.
2 a. Containment pressure (Note 1)
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

design for 15 minutes or
longer.

'ﬁ

Category S: System Malfunction

N/A

N/A

N/A

Note 1: The SEM:should declare | Added note 1 consistent with other EALs with a timing component.
the event promptly upon
determining that the time
limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

N/A

N/A

N/A

Note 11: One full train of Added note 11 to clarify what constitutes a full train of containment
containment heat removal systems.
depressurization
equipment consist of
one Quench Spray (QS)
System and one
Recirculation Spray
(RS) System from either
train operating together
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category S: System Malfunction
. NAPS : . . I
NEVIC# NEI! IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

SA1 Loss of all but one AC power MA1 Loss of all but one AC power None
source to emergency buses for source to emergency buses for
15 minutes or longer. 15 minutes or longer
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2 —
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot
Shutdown Shutdown

NEI Ex. ; NAPS . . . I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. AC power capability to (site- MA1.1 | AC power capability, Table M-1, | 4160V emergency buses H and J are the site-specific emergency
specific emergency buses) is to Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency - buses.
reduced to a single power source buses H and Jreduced 08 | 1ap1 M1 lists credited offsite and onsite 4160V emergency bus AC
for 15 minutes or longer. single power source for =15 min. OWer SOUrces :
Note 1) P '
AND (
b. Any additional single power AND
source failure will result in a loss Any additional single power
of all AC power to SAFETY source failure will result in loss of
SYSTEMS. all AC power to SAFETY
. SYSTEMS

Note | The Emergency Director should N/A | Note 1: The SEM should declare | The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Alert promptly upon the event promptly upon | NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
determining that 15 minutes has determining that the time | the EAL wording.
been exceeded, or will likely be limit has been exceeded,
exceeded. or will likely be exceeded.
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Table M-1 AC Power Sources

Offsite:
Unit 1

Transfer Bus D
Transfer Bus F
Station Bus 1B
Station Bus 2B

Unit 2

e Transfer Bus E
e Transfer Bus F
e Station Bus 2C
e Station Bus 1A

Onsite:
e 1(2)HEDG
e 1(2)J EDG

e AAC (SBO) Diesel Generator
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the inability to monitor one or
more of the following parameters

from within the Control Room for | within the Control Room for =15 ease of use.
15 minutes or longer. min. (Note 1)
AND AND

ANY of the following transient
events in progress.

® Automatic or manual
runback greater than 25%
thermal reactor power

® Electrical load rejection
greater than 25% full -

the inability to monitor one or
more Table M-2 parameters from

Any significant transient is in
progress, Table M-3

Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix
Category S: System Malfunction
ﬁ
. NAPS . . . I
NEI IC# NEI IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SA2 UNPLANNED loss of Control MA3 | UNPLANNED loss of Control None

Room indications for 15 minutes | Room indications for 15 minutes
or longer with a significant or longer with a significant
transient in progress. transient in progress.
MODE: Power Operation, | MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2 —
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot .| Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot
Shutdown Shutdown

NEI Ex. , ; NAPS o ; e N

EAL # NEI Exa‘mple EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 An UNPLANNED event results in | MA3.1 | An UNPLANNED event results in | The site-specific Safety System Parameter list is in Table M-2.

The significant transient list has been tabularized in Table M-3 for
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category S: Systgm Malfunction

electrical load

® Reactor scram [BWR] / trip
[PWR]

e ECCS (8I) actuation

® Thermal power oscillations
greater than 10% [BWR]

Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1. The SEM should declare | The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Unusual Event the event promptly upon | NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
promptly upon determining that determining that the time | the EAL wording.

15 minutes has been exceeded, limit has been exceeded,
or will likely be exceeded. or will likely be
exceeded.
[BWR parameter lisf] [PWR parameter list}
Reactor Power Reactor Power
RPV Water Level RCS Level
RPV Pressure RCS Pressure
Primary Containment Pressure In-Core/Core Exit Temperature
Suppression Pool Level Levels in at least (site-specific number) steam generators
Suppression Pool Temperature Steam Generator Auxiliary or Emergency Feed Water Flow

Table M-2 Safety System Parameters

e Reactor power

e RCS level

o RCS pressure

o Core exit TC temperature

e Levelin at least one SG

) Auxiliafy feedwater flow to at least one SG
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Table M-3 Significant Transients

Automatic turbine runback > 25% thermal reactor power
Electrical load rejection > 25% full electrical load
Reactor Trip

Sl actuation
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Table 4 — NAPS Comparison Matrix

Category S: System Malfunction

NAPS

NEI IC# NE! IC Wording IC#(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SA5 Automatic or manual (trip [PWR] MAS | Automatic or manual trip fails to None
/ scram [BWR]) fails to shutdown shut down the reactor and
the reactor, and subsequent subsequent manual actions
manual actions taken at the taken at the reactor control
reactor control consoles are not | consoles are not successful in
successful in shutting down the { shutting down the reactor
reactor. | MODE: 1 - Power Operation
MODE: Power Operation
NEi{LE;" NEI Example EAL Wordinig | Sal o NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. An automatic or manual (trip | MAG.1 | An automatic or manual trip did | As specified in the generic developers guidance “Developers may
[PWR] /scram [BWRY]) did not shut down the reactor as include site-specific EOP criteria indicative of a successful reactor
not shutdown the reactor. indicated by reactor power shutdown in an EAL statement, the Basis or both (e.g., a reactor
AND =5% . power level).” Consistent with the NAPS CSFST Subcriticality Red
AND A .| Path criteria, a successful shutdown is defined by reactor power
b. Manual actions taken at the Sub t automatic or m | < 5%. :
reacto trol consoles are ubsequent au or manua . - . .
not sucr:ggsns;SI in shutting d trip actions (trip pushbuttons or The reactor trip pushbuttons and manually tripping the main turbine
down the reactor manual turbine trip) are not are the means of initiating a manual trip from the reactor control
’ successful in shutting down the consoles.
reactor as indicated by reactor
power =5% (Note 8)
Note: A manual action is any N/A Note 8: A manual trip action is None

Notes

operator action, or set of
actions, which causes
the control rods to be
rapidly inserted into the

-any operator action, or
set of actions, which
causes the control rods
to be rapidly inserted
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Category S: System Malfunction

into the core, and does
not include manually
driving in control rods or
implementation of boron
_injection strategies

core, and does not
include manually driving
in control rods or

implementation of boron
injection strategies.
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the following hazardous
events:

Seismic event (earthquake)
Internal or external flooding
event

High winds or tornado strike
FIRE

EXPLOSION

(site-specific hazards)
Other events with similar
hazard characteristics as -
determined by the Shift
Manager

AND
b. EITHER of the following:

1. Event damage has caused
indications of degraded

M-6 hazardous event
AND

Event damage has caused
indications of degraded
performance on one train of a
SAFETY SYSTEM needed for
the current operating mode

AND EITHER:

® Event damage has caused
indications of degraded
performance to the second
train of the SAFETY
SYSTEM needed for the
current operating mode

® Event damage has
resulted in VISIBLE
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Category S: System Malfunction
e ,—,———————  ————  ——————— — — _——————  — — ———— — ——————— ——  ———————|
. NAPS . ‘ . . I
NEI IC# NE! IC Wording ICH(s) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SA9 Hazardous event affecting a MA9.1 | Hazardous event affecting Revised wording from “...affecting a SAFETY SYSTEM..." to read

SAFETY SYSTEM needed for SAFETY SYSTEMS needed for | “...affecting SAFETY SYSTEMS..." to align with changes made
the current operating mode. the current operating mode consistent with NRC EP FAQ 2016-002.
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 —
Shutdown Hot Shutdown

NEI Ex. : NAPS ; . - T

EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 a. The occurrence of ANY of MA9.1 | The occurrence of any Table The hazardous events have been tabularized in Table M-6.

The proposed NAPS CA6.1 and MA9.1 wording is intended to
ensure that an Alert should be declared only when actual or
potential performance issues with SAFETY SYSTEMS have
occurred as a result of a hazardous event. The occurrence of a
hazardous event will result in a NOUE classification at a minimum.
In order to warrant escalation to the Alert classification, the
hazardous event should cause indications of degraded
performance to one train of a SAFETY SYSTEM with either
indications of degraded performance on the second SAFETY
SYSTEM train or VISIBLE DAMAGE to the second SAFETY
SYSTEM train, such that the operability or reliability of the second
train is a concern. In addition, escalation to the Alert classification
should not occur if the damage from the hazardous event is limited
to a SAFETY SYSTEM that was inoperable, or out of service, prior
to the event occurring. As such, the proposed EALs will reduce the
potential of declaring an Alert when events are in progress that do
not involve an actual or potential substantial degradation of the
level of safety of the plant, i.e., does not cause significant concern
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performance in at least one
train of a SAFETY
SYSTEM needed for the
current operating mode.

OR

2. The event has caused
VISIBLE DAMAGE to a
SAFETY SYSTEM h
component or structure
needed for the current
operating mode.

Category S: System Malfunction

DAMAGE to the second
train of the SAFETY
SYSTEM needed for the
current operating mode

(Notes 9, 10)

with shutting down or cooling down the plant.

EALs CA6.1 and MA9.1 do not directly escalate to a Site Area
Emergency or a General Emergency due to a hazardous event.
The Fission Product Barrier and/or Abnormal Radiation
Levels/Radiological Effluent recognition categories would provide
an escalation path to a Site Area Emergency or a General
Emergency.

The EALs and the Basis sections have been revised to ensure
potential escalations from a NOUE to an Alert, due to a hazardous
event, is appropriate as the concern with these EALs is: (1) a
hazardous event has occurred, (2) one SAFETY SYSTEM train is
having performance issues as a result of the hazardous event, and
(3) either the second SAFETY SYSTEM train is having
performance issues or the VISIBLE DAMAGE is enough to be
concerned that the second SAFETY SYSTEM train may have
operability or reliability issues.

The definition for VISIBLE DAMAGE has been revised to reflect the
fact that the EALSs are based upon SAFETY SYSTEM trains rather
than individual components or structures.

Note 9 has been added to CAB.1 and MA9.1 as it meets the intent
of the EALs, is consistent with other EALs (e.g., EAL HA5.1 which
was previously endorsed by the NRC), and ensures that declared
emergencies are based upon unplanned events with the potential to
pose a radiological risk to the public.

Note 10 has been added to CA6.1 and MA9.1 to help reinforce and
succinctly capture the more detailed information from the revised
basis section related to when conditions would require the
declaration of an Alert.

CAB.1 and MAS.1 are consistent with NRC FAQ 2016-002 requiring
degraded performance or visible damage {o more than one safety
system train caused by the specified events.

This revised wording is a deviation from the NEI 99-01
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Category S: System Malfunction

Revision 6 CA6 and SA9 generic wording and bases but is

deemed acceptable consistent with endorsed NRC EP FAQ

2016-002.
N/A N/A N/A Note 9: If the affected SAFETY | Added Note 9 consistent with the recommendation of NRC EP FAQ
SYSTEM train was 2016-002.

already inoperable or’
out of service before the
hazardous event
occurred, then
emergency
classification is not
warranted.

Note 10:If the hazardous event .| Added Note 10 consistent with the recommendation of NRC EP
only resulted in FAQ 2016-002.
VISIBLE DAMAGE, with
no indications of
degraded performance
to at least one train of a
SAFETY SYSTEM, then
this emergency
classification is not
warranted.
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Seismic event (earthquake)

Internal or external FLOODING event
High winds or tornado strike

FIRE

EXPLOSION

Other events with similar hazard characteristics as
determined by the Shift Manager/SEM
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Category S: System Malfunction

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I"g;f(’.ss) | NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
881 Loss of all offsite and all onsite MS1 Loss of all offsite power and all | None
AC power to emergency buses _onsite AC power to emergency
for 15 minutes or longer. buses for 15 minutes or longer
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot ~ Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 —
Shutdown Hot Shutdown
NEI Ex. : NAPS ; . o I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 Loss of ALL offsite and ALL MS1.1 | Loss of all offsite and all onsite | 4160V emergency buses H and J are the site-specific emergency
onsite AC power to (site-specific AC power to Unit 1(2) 4160V buses. : ¢
emergency buses) for 15 minutes emergency buses H and J for
or longer. =15 min. (Note 1)
Note | The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the

declare the Unusual Event
promptly upon determining that
15 minutes has been exceeded,
or will likely be exceeded.

declare the event
promptly upon
determining that the
time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within

the EAL wording.
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Category S: System Malfunction

%

[PWR]/ scram [BWR]) did not
shutdown the reactor.

AND

b. All manual actions to
shutdown the reactor have
been unsuccessful.

AND

¢. EITHER of the following
conditions exist:

o (Site-specific indication of
an inability to adequately
remove heat from the core)

e (Site-specific indication of
an inability to adequately
remove heat from the RCS)

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording I"(‘;'?SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SS5 Inability to shutdown the reactor MS6 Inability to shut down the None

causing a challenge to (core reactor causing a challenge to
cooling [PWR] / RPV water level core cooling or RCS heat
[BWR]) or RCS heat removal. removal
MODE: Power Operation MODE: 1 - Power Operation

NEI Ex. ; NAPS . . - I

EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording leference/DeV|at|on Justification
1 a. An automatic or manual (trip MS6.1 | An automatic or manual trip did | As specified in the generic developers guidance “Developers may

not shut down the reactor as
indicated by reactor power
=>5%

AND

All actions taken to shut down
the reactor are not successful
as indicated by reactor power
=5%

AND EITHER:

e Core Cooling-RED PATH
conditions met

e Heat Sink-RED-Path
conditions met

‘wait until all possible actions have been completed.

include site-specific EOP criteria indicative of a successful reactor
shutdown in an EAL statement, the Basis or both (e.g., a reactor
power level).” Consistent with the NAPS CSFST Subcriticality Red
Path criteria, a successful shutdown is defined by reactor power

< 5%.
Added the word “taken” to the second condition to emphasize the
intent that it is all actions taken up to the point of either core
cooling or heat sink is challenged are not successful and to not

CSFST Core Cooling-RED Path is the site-specific indication of
inadequate core cooling.

CSFST Heat Sink-RED Path is the site-specific indication of
inadequate heat sink.
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Category S: System Malfunction
 EEEEEEE—,E,—,——————— —  ———— — —  ————————— —— ———————————————————————

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording l"(‘:A#F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

SS8 Loss of all Vital DC power for 15 MS2 Loss of all vital DC power for 15 | None

minutes or longer. minutes or longer.
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 —
Shutdown ~ . | Hot Shutdown

NEI Ex. ; NAPS ; . o I

EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification

1 Indicated voltage is less than MS2.1 | Indicated voltage is < 105 VDC | 105 VDC is the site-specific minimum vital 125V DC bus voltage.

(site-specific bus voltage value) on all vital 125 VDC battery Vital 125 VDC battery buses are the site-specific vital DC buses
on ALL (SIte-speqﬂc Vital DC buses for =15 min. (Note 1) credited in this EAL.
busses) for 15 minutes or longer.

Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the Unusual Event declare the event NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within the
promptly upon determining that promptly upon EAL wording.

15 minutes has been exceeded, determining that the

or will likely be exceeded. time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.
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Category S: System Malfunction
%

onsite AC power to (site-
specific emergency buses).

AND
b. EITHER of the following:

* Restoration of at least
one AC emergency bus
in less than (site-specific
hours) is not likely.

¢ (Site-specific indication of
an inability to adequately
remove heat from the
core)

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording ["éA#F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SG1 Prolonged loss of all offsite and MG1 Prolonged loss of all offsite and | None
all onsite AC power to all onsite AC power to
emergency buses. emergency buses
MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2
Startup, Hot Standby, Hot — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 —
Shutdown Hot Shutdown
NEI Ex. . NAPS . . i I
EAL # NEI Example EAL Wording EAL # NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. Loss of ALL offsite and ALL MG1.1 | Loss of all offsite and all onsite | 4160V emergency buses H and J are the site-specific emergency

AC power to Unit 1(2) 4160V
emergency buses H and J

AND

Core Cooling-RED Path
conditions met

buses.

CSFST Core Cooling-RED Path is the site-specific indicatign of an
inability to adequately remove heat from the core.

The proposed NAPS MG1.1 omits the Station Blackout (SBO)
coping time threshold. As proposed, the General Emergency
classification would be based a loss of all onsite and offsite AC
power to the emergency buses with indications of degraded core
cooling. The NAPS SBO analysis and derived coping time was
determined in accordance with 10CFR50.63 and Regulatory Guide
1.155. This analysis does not take credit for plant capabilities in
place to mitigate the effects of an extended loss of AC power
(ELAP). These capabilities were developed and implemented to
meet the requirements of NRC Orders EA-12-049 and EA-12-051,
and pending regulations in 10 CFR 50.155 (per SECY-16-0142).

In accordance with plant EOPs [1(2)-ECA-0.0], operators will declare
an ELAP within 60 min. of the loss of all AC power to the emergency
buses and direct implementation of FLEX Support Guidelines,
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Category S: System Malfunction

including the deployment of dedicated portable equipment and

performance of DC load shedding. Even if no AC emergency bus is
energized, these actions will maintain or restore core cooling,
containment, and spent fuel pool cooling capabilities

indefinitely. Therefore, the underlying basis for the generic EAL
coping time statement, that power must be restored to an AC
emergency bus within a fixed amount of time to avoid a severe
challenge to one or more fission product barriers, is not valid for
NAPS.

This revised wording is a deviation from the NEI 99-01, Revision
6 SG1 generic wording and bases but is deemed appropriate
and acceptable.

Note | The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the
declare the General Emergency declare the event NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
promptly upon determining that promptly upon the EAL wording.

(site-specific hours) has been determining that the
exceeded, or will likely be time limit has been
exceeded. exceeded, or will likely

be exceeded.
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Category S: System Malfunction

declare the Unusual Event
promptly upon determining that 15
minutes has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

declare the event
promptly upon
determining that the
time limit has been
exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

NEI IC# NEI IC Wording {‘(‘Q;F(’SS) NAPS IC Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
SG8 Loss of all AC and Vital DC MG2 | Loss of all emergency AC and None
power sources for 15 minutes or vital DC power sources for 15
| longer. { minutes or longer

MODE: Power Operation, MODE: 1 — Power Operation, 2

Startup, Hot Standby, Hot — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 —

Shutdown Hot Shutdown

NEEI\LE;‘ NEI Example EAL Wording EAAE 2 | NAPS EAL Wording Difference/Deviation Justification
1 a. Loss of ALL offsite and ALL MG2.1 | Loss of all offsite and all onsite | 4160V emergency buses H and J are the site-specific emergency
onsite AC power to (site- AC power to Unit 1(2) 4160V | buses. ‘
specific emergency buses) for emergency buses H and J for 105 VDC is the site-specific minimum vital 125V DC bus voltage.
15 minutes or longer. =15.min. (Note 1) . ) o
Vital 125 VDC battery buses are the site-specific vital DC buses
AND AND credited in this EAL.

b. Indicated voltage is less than Indicated voltage is < 105 VDC
(site-specific bus voltage on all vital 125 VDC battery
value) on ALL (site-specific buses for =15 min. (Note 1)
Vital DC busses) for 15
minutes or longer.

Note The Emergency Director should N/A Note 1: The SEM should The classification timeliness note has been standardized across the

NAPS EAL scheme by referencing the "time limit" specified within
the EAL wording.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This document provides an explanation and rationale for each Emergency Action Level (EAL)
included in the NEI 99-01, Rev. 6, EAL Upgrade Project for North- Anna Power Station (NAPS).
It should be used to facilitate review of the NAPS EALs and provide historical documentation
for future reference. Decision-makers responsible for implementation of EPIP-1.01, Emergency
Manager Controlling Procedure, may use this document as a technical reference in support of
EAL interpretation. This information may assist the Station Emergency Manager (SEM) in «
making classifications, particularly those involving judgment or multiple events. The basis
information may also be useful in training and for explaining event classifications to off-site
officials.

The expectation is that emergency classifications are to be made as soon as conditions are
present and recognizable for the classification, but within 15 minutes or less in all cases of
conditions present. Use of this document for assistance is not intended to delay the
emergency classification.

Since the information in a basis document can affect emergency classification decision-
making (e.g., the SEM refers to it during an event), the NRC staff expects that changes to the
basis document will be evaluated in accordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54(q). For
Dominion Energy sites, a 10 CFR 50.54(q)(3) screening/evaluation will be performed to
evaluate changes to this document.

Dominion Energy fleet procedure CM-AA-400, “10 CFR 50.59 and 10 CFR 72.48 — Changes,
Tests and Experiments,” provides a method to determine the impacts to licensing basis
documents when changes are proposed to procedures, including changes to Abnormal
Operating Procedures (AOPs) and Emergency Operating Procedures (EOPs). The
50.59/72.48 applicability review form specifically requires that the effect of a proposed
procedure change on the Emergency Plan (and associated EALs) be reviewed/assessed.
When impacts to the Emergency Plan are identified, a separate review in accordance to 10
CFR 50.54(q) will be performed to determine the acceptability of the proposed procedure
change.

2.0 DISCUSSION

2.1  Background

EALs are the plant-specific indications, conditions or instrument readings that are utilized to
classify emergency conditions defined in the North Anna Power Station (NAPS) Emergency
Plan.

In 1992, the NRC endorsed NUMARC/NESP-db?, “Methodology for Development of
Emergency Action Levels” as an alternative guidance to the original Standard Review Plan
and NUREG-0654 EAL schemes.

NEI 99-01 (NUMARC/NESP-007), Revisions 4 and 5 were subsequently issued for industry
implementation. Enhancements over earlier revisions included:

¢ Consolidating the system malfunction initiating conditions and example emergency
action levels which address conditions that may be postulated to occur during plant
shutdown conditions.

Page 3 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364
‘Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 2

¢ Initiating conditions and example emergency action levels that fully address conditions
that may be postulated to occur at permanently Defueled Stations and Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Installations (ISFSIs).

e Simplifying the fission product barrier EAL threshold for a Site Area Emergency.

Subsequently, Rev. 6 of NEI 99-01 has been issued which incorporates resolutions to
numerous implementation issues including the NRC EAL Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs).
Using NEI 99-01, Rev. 6, "Methodology for the Development of Emergency Action Levels for
Non-Passive Reactors,” November 2012 (ref. 4.1.1), NAPS conducted an EAL implementation
upgrade project that produced the EALs discussed herein.

2.2 Fission Product Barriers

Fission product barrier thresholds represent threats to the defense in depth design concept
that precludes the release of radioactive fission products to the environment. This concept
relies on multiple physical barriers, any one of which, if maintained intact, precludes the
release of significant amounts of radioactive fission products to the environment.

Many of the EALs derived from the NEI methodology are fission product barrier threshold
based. That is, the conditions that define the EALs are based upon thresholds that represent
the loss or potential loss of one or more of the three fission product barriers. “Loss” and
“Potential Loss” signify the relative damage and threat of damage to the barrier. A “Loss”
threshold means the barrier no longer assures containment of radioactive materials. A
“Potential Loss” threshold implies a greater probability of barrier loss and reduced certainty of
maintaining the barrier.

The primary fission product barriers are:

A. Fuel Clad Barrier (FC): The Fuel Clad Barrier consists of the cladding material that
contains the fuel pellets.

B. Reactor Coolant System Barrier (RCS): The RCS Barrier includes the RCS primary side
and its connections up to and including the pressurizer safety and relief valves, and
other connections up to and including the primary isolation valves.

C. Containment Barrier (CTMT): The Containment Barrier includes the containment
building and connections up to and including the outermost containment isolation
valves. This barrier also includes the main steam, feedwater, and blowdown line
extensions outside the containment building up to and including the outermost
secondary side isolation valve. Containment Barrier thresholds are used as criteria for
escalation of the Emergency Classification Level (ECL) from an Alert to a Site Area
Emergency or a General Emergency.

2.3 Fission Product Barrier Classification Criteria

The following criteria are the bases for event classification related to fission product barrier
loss or potential loss:

Alert:
Any loss or any potential loss of either Fuel Clad or RCS Barrier
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Site Area Emergency:

Loss or potential loss of any two barriers
General Emergency:

Loss of any two barriers and loss or potential loss of the thjrd barrier

2.4  EAL Organization
The NAPS EAL scheme includes the following features:
e Division of the EAL set into three broad groups:

o EALs applicable under any plant operational modes — This group would be .
reviewed by the EAL-user any time emergency classification is considered.

o EALs applicable only under hot operational modes — This group would only be
reviewed by the EAL-user when the plant is in Hot Shutdown, Hot Standby,
Startup, or Power Operation mode.

o EALs applicable only under cold operating modes — This group would only be
reviewed by the EAL-user when the plant is in Cold Shutdown, Refueling or
Defueled mode.

" The purpose of the groups is to avoid review of hot condition EALs when the plant is in
a cold condition and avoid review of cold condition EALs when the plant is in a hot
condition. This approach significantly minimizes the total number of EALs that must be
reviewed by the EAL-user for a given plant condition, reduces EAL-user reading burden
and, thereby, speeds identification of the EAL that applies to the emergency.

e Within each group, assignment of EALSs to categories and subcategories:

Category and subcategory titles are selected to represent conditions that are operationally
significant to the EAL-user. The NAPS EAL categories are aligned to and represent the NEI
99-01 “Recognition Categories.” Subcategories are used in the NAPS scheme as necessary to
further divide the EALs of a category into logical sets of possible emergency classification
thresholds. The NAPS EAL categories and subcategories are listed below.

The EALs are pre-determined, site-specific, observable thresholds for determining whether an
Initiating Condition (IC) has occurred and that an EAL threshold was met or exceeded. Thus
failure to evaluate the IC and EAL together could result in an incorrect declaration.

The primary tool for determining the emergency classification level is the EAL Classification
Matrix. The user of the EAL Classification Matrix may (but is not required to) consult the EAL
technical bases in order to obtain additional information concerning the EALs under
classification consideration. The user should consult Section 3.0 and Attachment 1 of this
document for such information.
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North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2
Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document

EAL Groups, Categories and Subcategories

EAL Group/Category

EAL Subcategory

Any Operating Mode:
R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

H — Hazards and Other Conditions

Affecting Plant Safety

E - Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation (ISFSI)

1 — Radiological Effluent
2 — Irradiated Fuel Event
3 — Area Radiation Levels

1 — Security

2 — Seismic Event

3 — Natural or Technological Hazard
4 — Fire

5 - Hazardous Gas

6 — Control Room Evacuation

7 — SEM Judgment

1 — Confinement Boundary

Hot Conditions:

M — System Malfunction

1 — Loss of Emergency AC Power

2 — Loss of Vital DC Power

3 — Loss of Control Room Indications

4 — RCS Activity

5 - RCS Leakage

6 — RPS Failure

7 — Loss of Communications

8 — Containment Failure

9 — Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Systems

Malfunction

F — Fission Product Barrier Degradation None
Cold Conditions:
C - Cold Shutdown / Refueling System 1—RCS Level

2 — Loss of Emergency AC Power

3 — RCS Temperature

4 — Loss of Vital DC Power

5 — Loss of Communications

6 — Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Systems
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2.5 Technical Bases Information

EAL technical bases are provided in Attachment 1 for each EAL according to EAL group (Any,
Hot, Cold), EAL category (R, C, E, F, H and M) and EAL subcategory. A summary is given at
the beginning of each group, which provides a brief description of the category.

For each EAL, the following information is provided:
Cateqory Letter & Title

Subcategory Number & Title
Initiating Condition (IC)
Site-specific description of the generic IC given in NEI 99-01, Rev. 6.

EAL ildentifier (enclosed in rectangle)

Each EAL is assigned a unique identifier to support accurate communication of the
emergency classification to onsite and offsite personnel. Four characters define each EAL
identifier as indicated below:

1. First character (letter): Corresponds to the EAL category as described above (R, C,
E,F,Hor M) -

2. Second character (letter): The emergency classification (G, S, A or U)

G = General Emergency

S = Site Area Emergency

A = Alert

U = Notification of Unusual Event (NOUE)

3. Third character (number): Subcategory number within the given category. .
Subcategories are sequentially numbered beginning with the number one (1). If a
category does not have a subcategory, this character is assigned the number one

(1). ‘ '
4. Fourth character (number): The numerical sequence of the EAL within the EAL
subcategory. If the subcategory has only one EAL, it is given the number one (1).

Classification (enclosed in rectangle):

General Emergency (G), Site Area Emergency (S), Alert (A) or NOUE (U).
EAL Wording (enclosed in rectangle)

Exact wording of the EAL as it appears in the EAL Classification Matrix.
Mode Applicability

One or more of the following plant operating conditions comprise the mode to which each
EAL is applicable: 1 - Power Operation, 2 - Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 - Hot Shutdown, 5 -
Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling, D - Defueled, All - All mode (See Section 2.6 for operating
mode definitions).

Notes (as applicable)
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Definitions:

If the EAL wording contains a defined term, the definition of the term is included in this
section. These definitions can also be found in Section 5.1.

Basis:

An EAL basis section that provides NAPS-relevant information concerning the EAL as well
as a description of the rationale for the EAL as provided in NEI 99-01, Rev. 6.

Reference(s):

Source documentation from which the EAL is derived.

2.6

Operational Mode Applicability

Technical Specifications, definition 1.C, assigns the following reactor operating modes for
Power Operation through Refueling:

1

Power Operation
Ko =0.99 and rated thermal power > 5%

Startup .
Kesr =0.99 and rated thermal power <5%

Hot Standby
Ket < 0.99 and average reactor coolant temperature Ta,g =350°F
Hot Shutdown

Kett < 0.99 and average reactor coolant temperature 350°F > Tayg > 200°F with all
reactor vessel head closure bolts fully tensioned

Cold Shutdown

Ker < 0.99 and average reactor coolant temperature Tayg <200°F with all reactor vessel
head closure bolts fully tensioned

Refueling
One or more reactor vessel head closure bolts less than fully tensioned

Defueled
All fuel assemblies have been removed from Containment

The plant operating mode that exists at the time that the event occurs (prior to any protective
system or operator action being initiated in response to the condition) should be compared to
the mode applicability of the EALSs. If a lower or higher plant operating mode is reached before
the emergency classification is made, the declaration shall be based on the mode that existed
at the time the event occurred.
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3.0 GUIDANCE ON MAKING EMERGENCY CLASSIFICATIONS

3.1 . General Considerations

When making an emergency classification, the SEM must consider all information having a
bearing on the proper assessment of an Initiating Condition (IC). This includes the EAL plus
the associated Operational Mode Applicability, Notes, and the informing basis information. In
the Category F matrices, EALs are based on loss or potential loss of Fission Product Barrier
thresholds.

3.1.1 Classification Timelinéss

NRC regulations require the licensee to establish and maintain the capability to assess,
classify, and declare an emergency condition within 15 minutes after the availability of
indications to plant operators that an emergency action level has been exceeded and to
promptly declare the emergency condition as soon as possible following identification of the
appropriate emergency classification level. The NRC staff has provided guidance on
implementing this requirement in NSIR/DPR-ISG-01, "Interim Staff Guidance, Emergency
Planning for Nuclear Power Plants" (ref. 4.1.8).

3.1.2 Valid Indications

All emergency classification assessments shall be based upon valid indications, reports or
conditions. A valid indication, report, or condition, is one that has been verified through
appropriate means such that there is no doubt regarding the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy.

An indication, report, or condition is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

3.1.3 Imminent Conditions

For ICs and EALs that have a stipulated time duration (e.g., 15 minutes, 30 minutes, etc.), the
SEM should not wait until the applicable time has elapsed, but should declare the event as
soon as it is determined that the condition has exceeded, or will likely exceed, the applicable
time. If an ongoing radiological release is detected and the release start time is unknown, it
should be assumed that the release duration specified in the IC/EAL has been exceeded,
absent data to the contrary.

3.1.4 Planned vs. Unplanned Events

A planned work activity that results in an expected event or condition which meets or exceeds
an EAL does not warrant an emergency declaration provided that: 1) the activity proceeds as
planned, and 2) the plant remains within the limits imposed by the operating license. Such
activities include planned work to test, manipulate, repair, maintain or modify a system or
component. In these cases, the controls associated with the planning, preparation and
execution of the work will ensure that compliance is maintained with all aspects of the
operating license provided that the activity proceeds and concludes as expected. Events or
conditions of this type may be subject to the reporting requirements of 10CFR 50.72 (ref.
4.1.4).

Page 9 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 . Serial No. 18-364
Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56

Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
\

3.1.5 Classification Based on Analysis

The assessment of some EALSs is based on the results of analyses that are necessary to
ascertain whether a specific EAL threshold has been exceeded (e.g., dose assessments,
chemistry sampling, RCS leak rate calculation, etc.). For these EALs, the wording of the EAL
or associated basis discussion will identify the necessary analysis. In these cases, the 15-
minute declaration period starts with the availability of the analysis results that show the
threshold to be exceeded (i.e., this is the time that the EAL information is first available). The
NRC expects licensees to establish the capability to initiate and complete EAL-related
analyses within a reasonable period of time (e.g., maintain the necessary expertise on-shift).

3.1.6 SEM Judgment

While the EALs have been developed to address a full spectrum of possible events and
conditions which may warrant emergency classification, a provision for classification based on
operator/management experience and judgment is still necessary. The NEI 99-01 EAL scheme
provides the SEM with the ability to classify events and conditions based upon judgment using
EALs that are consistent with the Emergency Classification Level (ECL) definitions (refer to
Category H). The SEM will need to determine if the effects or consequences of the event or
condition reasonably meet or exceed a particular ECL definition. A similar provision is
incorporated in the Fission Product Barrier Tables; judgment may be used to determine the
status of a fission product barrier.

3.2 Classification Methodology

To make an emergency classification, the user will compare an event or condition (i.e., the
relevant plant indications and reports) to an EAL(s) and determine if the EAL has been met or
exceeded. The evaluation of an EAL must be consistent with the related Operating Mode
Applicability and Notes. If an EAL has been met or exceeded and the associated IC is also
met, the emergency classification process “clock” starts, and the ECL must be declared in
accordance with plant procedures no later than 15 minutes after the process “clock” started.

When assessing an EAL that specifies a time duration for the potentially classifiable condition,
the “clock” for the EAL time duration runs concurrently with the emergency classification
process “clock.” For a full discussion of this timing requirement, refer to NSIR/DPR-ISG-01 (ref.
4.1.8).

3.2.1 Classification of Multiple Events and Conditions

When multiple emergency events or conditions are present, the user will identify all met or
exceeded EALs. The highest applicable ECL identified during this review is declared. For
example:

e If an Alert EAL and a Site Area Emergency EAL are met, whether at one unit or at two
units, a Site Area Emergency should be declared.

There is no “additive” effect from multiple EALs meeting the same ECL. For example:

o [f two Alert EALs are met, whether at one unit or at two units, an Alert should be
declared.

Related guidance concerning classification of rapidly escalating events or conditions is
provided in Regulatory Issue Summary (RIS) 2007-02, Clarification of NRC Guidance for
Emergency Notifications During Quickly Changing Events (ref. 4.1.2).

Page 10 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364
Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document . Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 2

3.2.2 Consideration of Mode Changes During Classification

The mode in effect at the time that an event or condition occurred, and prior to any plant or
operator response, is the mode that determines whether or not an IC is applicable. If an event
or condition occurs, and results in a mode change before the emergency is declared, the
emergency classification level is still based on the mode that existed at the time that the event
or condition was initiated (and not when it was declared). Once a different mode is reached,
any new event or condition, not related to the original event or condition, requiring emergency
classification should be evaluated against the ICs and EALs applicable to the operating mode
at the time of the new event or condition.

For events that occur in Cold Shutdown or Refueling, escalation is via EALs that are applicable
in the Cold Shutdown or Refueling modes, even if Hot Shutdown (or a higher mode) is entered
during the subsequent plant response. In particular, the fission product barrier EALs are
applicable only to events that initiate in the Hot Shutdown mode or higher.

3.2.3 Classification of Imminent Conditions

Although EALs provide specific thresholds, the SEM must remain alert to events or conditions
that could lead to meeting or exceeding an EAL within a relatively short period of time (i.e., a
change in the ECL is IMMINENT). If, in the judgment of the SEM, meeting an EAL is
IMMINENT, the emergency classification should be made as if the EAL has been met. While
applicable to all emergency. classification levels, this approach is particularly important at the
higher emergency classification levels since it provides additional time for implementation of
protective measures.

3.2.4 Emergency Classification Level Upgrading and Downgrading

An ECL may be downgraded when the event or condition that meets the highest IC and EAL
no longer exists, and other site-specific downgrading requirements are met. If downgrading the
ECL is deemed appropriate, the new ECL would then be based on a lower applicable 1C(s)
and EAL(s). The ECL may also simply be terminated.

As noted above, guidance concerning classification of rapidly escalating events or conditions is
provided in RIS 2007-02 (ref. 4.1.2).

3.2.5 Classification of Short-Lived Events

Event-based ICs and EALs define a variety of specific occurrences that have potential or
actual safety significance. By their nature, some of these events may be short-lived and, thus,
over before the emergency classification assessment can be completed. If an event occurs
that meets or exceeds an EAL, the associated ECL must be declared regardless of its
continued presence at the time of declaration. Examples of such events include an earthquake
or a failure of the reactor protection system to automatically scram the reactor followed by a
successful manual scram.

3.2.6 Classification of Transient Conditions

Many of the ICs and/or EALs employ time-based criteria. These criteria will require that the
IC/EAL conditions be present for a defined period of time before an emergency declaration is
warranted. In cases where no time-based criterion is specified, it is recognized that some
transient conditions may cause an EAL to be met for a brief period of time (e.g., a few seconds
to a few minutes). The following guidance should be applied to the classification of these

/
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conditions.

EAL momentarily met during expected plant response - In instances in which an EAL is briefly
met during an expected (normal) plant response, an emergency declaration is not warranted
provided that associated systems and components are operating as expected, and operator
actions are performed in accordance with procedures. '

EAL momentarily met but the condition is corrected prior to an emergency declaration — If an
operator takes prompt manual action to address a condition, and the action is successful in
correcting the condition prior to the emergency declaration, then the applicable EAL is not
considered met and the associated emergency declaration is not required. For illustrative
purposes, consider the following example:

An ATWS occurs and the high pressure ECCS systems fail to automatically start. The
plant enters an inadequate core cooling condition (a potential loss of both the Fuel Clad
and RCS Barriers). If an operator manually starts a high pressure ECCS system in
accordance with an EOP step and clears the inadequate core cooling condition prior to
an emergency declaration, then the classification should be based on the ATWS only.

It is important to stress that the 15-minute emergency classification assessment period
(process clock) is not a “grace period” during which a classification may be delayed to allow
the performance of a corrective action that would obviate the need to classify the event.
Emergency classification assessments must be deliberate and timely, with no undue delays.
The provision discussed above addresses only those rapidly evolving situations when an
operator is able to take a successful corrective action prior to the SEM completing the review
and steps necessary to make the emergency declaration. This provision is included to ensure
that any public protective actions resulting from the emergency classification are truly .
warranted by the plant conditions.

3.2.7 After-the-Fact Discovery of an Emergency Event or Condition

In some cases, an EAL may be met but the emergency classification was not made at the time
of the event or condition. This situation can occur when personnel discover that an event or
condition existed which met an EAL, but no emergency was declared, and the event or
condition no longer exists at the time of discovery. This may be due to the event or condition
not being recognized at the time or an error that was made in the emergency classification
process.

In these cases, no emergency declaration is warranted; however, the guidance contained in
NUREG-1022 (ref. 4.1.3) is applicable. Specifically, the event should be reported to the NRC in
accordance with 10CFR 50.72 (ref. 4.1.4) within one hour of the discovery of the undeclared
event or condition. The licensee should also notify appropriate State and local agencies in
accordance with the agreed upon arrangements.

3.2.8 Retraction of an Emergency Declaration

Guidance on the retraction of an emergency declaration reported to the NRC is discussed in
NUREG-1022 (ref. 4.1.3).
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4.1.2 RIS 2007-02, “Clarification of NRC Guidance for Emergency Notifications
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5.0 DEFINITIONS, ACRONYMS & ABBREVIATIONS

5.1  Definitions (ref. 4.1.1 except as noted)

Selected terms used in Initiating Condition, EAL statements and EAL bases are set in all
capital letters (e.g., ALL CAPS). These are defined terms that have specific meanings as used
in this document. The definitions of these terms are provided below.

ALERT

Events are in progress, or have occurred, which involve an actual or potential substantial
degradation of the level of safety of the plant or a security event that involves probabile life
threatening risk to site personnel or damage to site equipment because of HOSTILE ACTION.
Any releases are expected to be limited to small fractions of the EPA Protective Action
Guideline exposure levels.

CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY

The barrier(s) between spent fuel and the environment once the spent fuel is processed for dry
storage. As related to the NAPS_ISFSI, Confinement Boundary is defined as the Sealed
Surface Storage Cask (SSSC) or NUHOMS Dry Storage Canister (DSC) (ref. 4.1.10).

CONTAINMENT CLOSURE
The action to isolate containment to achieve a functional barrier to fission product release

~

durlnq plant shutdown condltlons (ref 4 1. ‘Qﬁ»e—ppeeedkﬁauydeﬁned—eendmens—e#aeﬂens

EMERGENCY ACTION LEVEL (EAL)

A pre-determined, site-specific, observable threshold for an INITIATING CONDITION that,
when met or exceeded, places the plant in a given emergency classification level.

EMERGENCY CLASSIFICATION LEVEL (ECL)

One of a set of names or titles established by the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
for grouping off-normal events or conditions according to (1) potential or actual effects or
consequences, and (2) resulting onsite and offsite response actions. The emergency
classification levels, in ascending order of severity, are:

Notification of Unusual Event (NOUE)
Alert

Site Area Emergency (SAE)

General Emergency (GE)

EXPLOSION

A rapid, violent and catastrophic failure of a piece of equipment due to combustion, chemical
reaction or overpressurization. A release of steam (from high energy lines or components) or
an electrical component failure (caused by short circuits, grounding, arcing, etc.) should not
automatically be considered an explosion. Such events require a post-event inspection to
determine if the attributes of an explosion are present.
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FAULTED

The term applied to a steam generator that has a steam leak on the secondary side of
sufficient size to cause an uncontrolled drop in steam generator pressure or the steam
generator to become completely depressurized.

FIRE

Combustion characterized by heat and light. Sources of smoke such as slipping drive belts or
overheated electrical equipment do not constitute fires. Observation of flame is preferred but is
not required if large quantities of smoke and heat are observed.

FISSION PRODUCT BARRIER THRESHOLD

A pre-determined, site-specific, observable threshold indicating the loss or potential loss of a
fission product barrier.

FLOODING

A condition where water is entering a room or area faster than installed equipment is capable
of removal, resulting in a rise of water level within the room or area.

GENERAL EMERGENCY

Events are in progress or have occurred which involve actual or IMMINENT substantial core
degradation or melting with potential for loss of containment integrity or HOSTILE ACTION that
results in an actual loss of physical control of the facility. Releases can be reasonably
expected to exceed EPA PAG exposure levels offsite for more than the immediate site area.

HOSTAGE

A person(s) held as leverage against the station to ensure that demands will be met by the
station.

HOSTILE ACTION

| An act toward aNPR-NAPS or its personnel that includes the use of violent force to destroy
equipment, take HOSTAGES, and/or intimidate the licensee to achieve an end. This includes
attack by air, land, or water using guns, explosives, PROJECTILEs, vehicles, or other devices
used to deliver destructive force. Other acts that satisfy the overall intent may be included.
Hostile action should not be construed to include acts of civil disobedience or felonious acts

| that are not part of a concerted attack on the NRPPNAPS. Non-terrorism-based EALs should be
used to address such activities (i.e., this may include violent acts between individuals in the
OWNER CONTROLLED AREA).

HOSTILE FORCE

One or more individuals who are engaged in a determined assault, overtly or by steaith and
deception, equipped with suitable weapons capable of killing, maiming, or causing destruction.

IMMINENT

The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a relatively short
period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

[ IMPEDE(D)
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Personnel access to a room or area is hindered to an extent that extraordinary measures are
necessary to facilitate entry of personnel into the affected room/area (e.q., requiring use of
protective equipment, such as SCBAs, that is not routinely employed).

INDEPENDENT SPENT FUEL STORAGE INSTALLATION (ISFSI)

A complex that is designed and constructed for the interim storage of spent nuclear fuel and
other radioactive materials associated with spent fuel storage.

INITIATING CONDITION (IC)

An event or condition that aligns with the definition of one of the four emergency classification
levels by virtue of the potential or actual effects or consequences.

NOTIFICATION of UNUSUAL EVENT

Events are in progress or have occurred which indicate a potential degradation in the level of
safety of the plant or indicate a security threat to facility protection has been initiated. No
releases of radioactive material requiring offsite response or monitoring are expected unless
further degradation of safety systems occurs.

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA (OCA)
The entire area contiquous to the PLANT PROTECTED AREA, owned by the Company and

designated to be controlled for security reasons (ref. 4.1.12).
PLANT PROTECTED AREA

An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access is controlled. The Plant
Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the reactor and turbine buildings
to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force (ref. 4.1.12).

PROJECTILE

An object directed toward a Nuclear Power Plant that could cause concern for its continued
operability, reliability, or personnel safety.

REFUELING PATHWAY

Refueling cavity, fuel transfer canal, and spent fuel pit (SFP), but not including the reactor
vessel, comprise the refueling pathway (ref. 4.1.13).

RUPTURED

The condition of a steam generator in which primary-to-secondary leakage is of sufficient
magnitude to require a safety injection.

SAFETY SYSTEM

A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or placing it in the cold
shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems classified as safety-
related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):
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Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

SECURITY CONDITION

Any security event as listed in the approved security contingency plan that constitutes a
threat/compromise to site security, threat/risk to site personnel, or a potential degradation to
the level of safety of the plant. A Security Condition does not involve a HOSTILE ACTION.

SITE AREA EMERGENCY

Events are in progress or have occurred which involve actual or likely major failures of plant
functions needed for protection of the public or HOSTILE ACTION that results in intentional
damage or malicious acts; (1) toward site personnel or equipment that could lead to the likely
failure of or; (2) that prevent effective access to equipment needed for the protection of the
public. Any releases are not expected to result in exposure levels which exceed EPA PAG
exposure levels beyond the SITE BOUNDARY.

SITE BOUNDARY

The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of the now abandoned
Unit 3 containment (ref. 4.1.9).

UNISOLABLE
An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.
UNPLANNED

A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended evolution or 2) an
expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change or event may be
known or unknown.

VALID

An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’'s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

VISIBLE DAMAGE

Damage to a SAFETY SYSTEM train that is readily observable without measurements, testing,
or analysis. The visual impact of the damage is sufficient to cause concern regarding the
operability or reliability of the affected SAFETY SYSTEM train.
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5.2  Abbreviations/Acronyms

R PR rrereaens Degrees Fahrenheit
© s O PP eeeeeeeeees Degrees
S O PR PRRRPTIRUUUN Micro Curie
X RS ..... Alternating Current
AFW oo et s s Auxiliary Feedwater
AP et e et et ge e e st b b e eaneeeenaeereenrenes Abnormal Procedure
ARM......occerrrannn. e edannbenn i nnnreteraeeeeeeiaenyeernaarnnneans i annenaes Area Radiation Monitor.
ATWS.....ccceeeerre et eeteteeeeeeerreenrar e rra————————— Anticipated Transient Without Scram
CDE e e e e nnaas Committed Dose Equivalent
CET.irriieee e heeeethe—aieeeeeeatareeeeeeeeaereeetiaaaaeseeaiannnnnnnaaaaaannn Core Exit Thermocouple
O R et e Code of Federal Regulations
CPM .. nennnnnnnnn———————————— Counts Per Minute
R e s e anas Cerererere e ———— Control Room
LO20] TS Critical Safety Function Status Tree
CTMT o, ettt eeaeeetereeeeeaeeeetiareeeesaeeeeeaieieereeeaanantaeteneeaannnnes Containment
DBA.....eeee. e eeeeeeeeesasieesssssreeeseessareeeeeieaaanreeeeeesinrreraeateeeeeenaaaass Design Basis Accident
) = e a s anereaes S Defueled
15 SR Direct Current
D e ———————— a1 e e e e e et e ae e e e e ar e e e erren Dose Equivalent
DEI-137 ettt ettt Dose Equivalent I-131
D/Gi..ieeee e et eeeeerreeeeeeeeen—tereeeeanntfanrnreeeeeeeanaaannnas Diesel Generator
1 O TR Dry Storage Canister
EAL........ O et sennaaes Emergency Action Level
ECCS.......... eerreeeren—rrr e e e e e e e e e s reree e e Emergency Core Cooling System
ECL............. et ———————— e Emergency Classification Level
EDG ..ot e S Emergency Diesel Generator
EOF....c s feeeteeenesssseeieeesieerereeeeeeeerennreerrnnnnn Emergency Operations Facility
BOP e e Emergency Operating Procedure
EPA Environmental Protection Agency
FAA o ———— S Federal Aviation Administration
= Federal Bureau of Investigation
B ettt et e bt e b e e et e e e e e bt e e ereeeeteaeanresnnes Fuel Clad Barrier
FEMA ..o Federal Emergency Management Agency
] PRSP General Emergency
L€ ] | Gallons Per Minute
Hro ettt s e aEaEeereeeeeeraeeaee et aaaaa s e nnnnnnn e ana e e e easeneeaneaaaaneanas Hour
L e e e e e e e e e e e et et e e e e n————————————eernnnnanaaas Initiating Condition
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ISFSI ... e Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation
(O Effective Neutron Multiplication Factor
0 © TR e e tree e teerearaeeaereeraaaaaa Limiting Condition of Operation
LOCA ..., ettt eeeeestereeeereereeeeeeeeeeeeteeeteeerrrnn————aaaes Loss of Coolant Accident
I Liquid Radwaste
LWWR oottt et e eee s eeen e ese s e e ee e e e eeseeneese s eesease st seasesesenn Light Water Reactor
YL 2O Main Control Board .
1/ 1 O Minute
1 o Miles Per Hour
mR, mRem, mrem, mREM .............occoiiii s milli-Roentgen Equivalent Man
L Megawatt
I | U Nuclear Energy Institute
NPP . - Nuclear Power Plant
NRC et Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NSSS .. —— e Nuclear Steam Supply System
NORAD .....ceeeeeieeieeeereeee e North American Aerospace Defense Command
NOUE. .. et Notification of Unusual Event
OBE . ——————— Operating Basis Earthquake
@ 107 NSRS Owner Controlled Area
(@ 15 | Off-site Dose Calculation Manual
PAG ...oooveiiericrencrieeeae e e Protective Action Guideline
PSIG .t Pounds per Square Inch Gauge
| > S Heneeaeteeereeeeanaaaansaaaneaaea st terrteeaeeeeeeaaannnannnaaateeeeesrerrresnrnraseneens Roentgen
O Reactor Coolant System
Rem, rem, REM ... s Roentgen Equivalent Man
RS et Reactor Protection System
RVLIS....cooieeee et Reactor Vessel Level Instrumentation System
SBO s e earennnerereeeeeeeaaaen—etatatan o oooaees Station Blackout
SCBA e ———— Self-Contained Breathing Apparatus
SEM L ———————————————————— Station Emergency Manager
SSSC e e e s s s s s nannnns Sealed Surface Storage Cask
] Spent Fuel Pool (Pit)
11 C T ST Steam Generator
Sl......... eeeeeennnnn e R b e e e e s e e e e s ner e e s e nereeenanes Safety Injection
1V Shift Manager
SPDS e Safety Parameter Display System
SRO e eee e ee ettt en et aen e e aneee Senior Reactor Operator
B L O3 743 T PP Thermocouple
TEDE ..o a e e e Total Effective Dose Equivalent
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I Top of Active Fuel

I Technical Specifications

121 U Technical Support Center

(UIFSAR.....ccieeeeeeeeteeeee e e e re e e e e (Updated) Final Safety Analysis Report

USGS ... e United States Geological Survey
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6.0 NAPS-TO-NEI| 99-01, Rev. 6 EAL CROSS-REFERENCE

This cross-reference is provided to facilitate association and location of a NAPS EAL within
the NEI 99-01 IC/EAL identification scheme. Further information regarding the development of
the NAPS EALs based on the NEI guidance can be found in the EAL Comparison Matrix.

NAPS NEI 99-01, Rev. 6
EAL Ic Example
RUA.1 AU1 1
RUA.2 AU 3
RU1.3 AU 1
RUA.4 AU1 3
RU2.1 AU2 1
RA1.1 AA1 1
RA1.2 AA1 2
RA1.3 AAT 3
RA1.4 AA1 4
RA2.1 AA2 1
RA2.2 AA2 2
RA2.3 AA2 3
RA3.1 AA3 1
RA3.2 AA3 2
RS1.1 AST 1
RS1.2 AST 2
RS1.3 AST 3
RS2.1 AS2 1
RG1.1 AGH 1
RG1.2 AG1 2
RG1.3 AGH 3
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NAPS NEI 99-01, Rev. 6
EAL IC E"gf\‘f'e
RG2.1 AG2 1
CU1.1 Ccu1 1
CU1.2 CU1 2
Cu2.1 cu2 1
CU3.1 Cu3 1
CU3.2 Cu3 2
CUA4.1 CU4 1
CU5.1 CU5 1,2,3
CA1.1 CA1 1
CA1.2 CA1 2
CA2.1 CA2 1
CA3.1 CA3 1,2
CAB.1 CA6 1
CS1.1 CS1 1
CS1.2 CS1 2
Cs1.3 CS1 3
CG1.1 CG1 1
CG1.2 CG1 2
EUA.1 EU1 1
FA1.1 FA1 1
FS1.1 FS1 1
FG1.1 FG1 1
HU1.1 HU1 1,2,3
HU2.1 HU2 1
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NAPS NEI 99-01, Rev. 6
EAL Ic Example
HU3.1 HU3 1
HU3.2 HU3 2
HU3.3 HU3 3
HU3.4 HU3 4
HU4.1 HU4 1
HU4.2 HU4 2
HU4.3 HU4 3
HU4.4 HU4 4
HU7.1 HU7 1
HA1.1 HA1 1,2
HA5.1 HA5 1
HAG.1 HAG 1
HA7.1 HA7 1
HS1.1 HS1 1
HS6.1 HS6 1
HS7.1 HS7 1
HG7.1 HG7 1
MU1.1 SU1 1
MUS3.1 SU2 1
MUA4.1 SU3 1
MU4.2 su3 1
MU4.3 SU3 2
MUS.1 SU4 1,2,3
MUS.1 SU5 1

Page 23 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document

NAPS NEI 99-01, Rev. 6
EAL Ic Example
MUG.2 sUs 2
MU7.1 SU6 1,2,3
MUS.1 su7 1,2
MA1.1 SA1 1
MA3. 1 SA2 1
MAG.1 SA5 1
MA9.1 SA9 1
MS1.1 ss1 1
MS2.1 SS8 1
MS6.1 SS5 1
MG1.1 SG1 1
MG2.1 SG8 1
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7.0 ATTACHMENTS
7.1 Attachment 1, Emergency Action Level Technical Bases
7.2  Attachment 2, Safe Operation & Shutdown Areas Tables R-2 & H-2 Bases
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Category R — Abnormal Rad Release / Rad Effluent /

EAL Group:  ANY (EALs in this category are applicable to
any plant condition, hot or cold.)

Many EALs are based on actual or potential degradation of fission product barriers because of
the elevated potential for offsite radioactivity release. Degradation of fission product barriers
though is not always apparent via non-radiological symptoms. Therefore, direct indication of
elevated radiological effluents or area radiation levels are appropriate symptoms for
emergency classification.

At lower levels, abnormal radioactivity releases may be indicative of a failure of containment
systems or precursors to more significant releases. At higher release rates, offsite radiological
conditions may result which require offsite protective actions. Elevated area radiation levels in
plant may also be indicative of the failure of containment systems or preclude access to plant
vital equipment necessary to ensure plant safety.

Events of this category pertain to the following subcategorles

1. Radiological Effiuent

Direct indication of effluent radiation monitoring systems provides a rapid assessment
mechanism to determine releases’in excess of classifiable limits. Projected offsite doses,
actual offsite field measurements or measured release rates via sampling |nd|cate doses or
dose rates above classifiable limits.

2. lrradiated Fuel Event

Conditions indicative of a loss of adequate shielding or damage to irradiated fuel may
preclude access to vital plant areas or result in radiological releases that warrant
emergency classification.

3. Area Radiation Levels

Sustained general area radiation levels which may preclude access to areas required to
safely operate and shutdown the plant also warrant emergency classification. .
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1a — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of liquid radioactivity greater than 2 times the allocated ODCM
limits for 60 minutes or longer

EAL:

RU1.1 NOUE

Reading on SW-RM-130(230) CW Discharge Tunnel radiation monitor > 2 x the “Hi-Hi”
setpoint for =60 min.
(Notes 1, 2, 3)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the tlme limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2: If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Note 3:  If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have stopped due to actions to isolate the
release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no longer VALID for classification purposes.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report's accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
. for timely assessment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a potential decrease in the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a low-
level radiological release that exceeds regulatory commitments for an extended period of time
(e.g., an uncontrolled release). It includes any gasesus-erliquid radiological release,
monitored or un-monitored, including those for which a radioactivity discharge permit is
normally prepared.

Nuclear power plants incorporate design features intended to control the release of radioactive
effluents to the environment. Further, there are administrative controls established to prevent
unintentional releases, and to control and monitor intentional releases. The occurrence of an
extended, uncontrolled radioactive release to the enwronment is indicative of degradation in
these features and/or controls.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

Classification based on effluent monitor readings assumes that a release path to the
environment is established. If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have
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stopped due to actions to isolate the release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no
longer VALID for classification purposes.

Releases should not be prorated or averaged. For example, a release exceeding 4 times
release limits for 30 minutes does not meet the EAL.

EAL#1—This EAL addresses normally occurring continuous radioactivity releases from
monltored gaseeus—er—hqwd effluent pathways (ref 11EAL—#2—-Ih}S—EAL—aJSQ—aédFesses

In order to optimally be able to read the 2 times the Hi-Hi alarm setpoint” threshold, the range
selector switch for the monitor should be in the “wide” position. Note: This is the normal
position for the switch (ref. 2).

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via |C AA4RA1.
Reference(s):

1. VPAP-2103N, “Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (North Anna)”

2. 1(2)-ICP-SW-RM-130(230), “Discharge Tunnel Effluent Radiation Monitor (RM-SW- ( )30)
Calibration”

3. NEI 99-01 AU1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1a — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of liquid radioactivity greater than 2 times the allocated ODCM
limits for 60 minutes or longer

EAL:

RU1.2 NOUE

Sample analysis for a liquid release indicates a concentration or release rate > 2 x the
allocated ODCM limits for =60 min.
(Notes 1, 2)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2: If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Mode Applicability:

All

Definition(s):

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the

condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed. ImpIIC|t in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a potential decrease in the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a low-
level radiological release that exceeds regulatory commitments for an extended period of time
(e.g., an uncontrolled release). It includes any gaseeus-et-liquid radiological release,
monitored or un-monitored, including those for which a radioactivity discharge permit is
normally prepared.

Nuclear power plants incorporate design features intended to control the release of radioactive
effluents to the environment. Further, there are administrative controls established to prevent
unintentional releases, and to control and monitor intentional releases. The occurrence of an
extended, uncontrolled radioactive release to the environment is indicative of degradation in
these features and/or controls.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.
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Releases should not be prorated or averaged. For example, a release exceeding 4 times
release limits for 30 minutes does not meet the EAL.

EAL#3-This EAL addresses uncontrolled gaseeus-er-liquid releases that are detected by
sample analyses or environmental surveys, particularly on unmonitored pathways (e.g., spills
of radioactive liquids into storm drains, heat exchanger leakage in riverlake/reservoir water

systems, etc.).
Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AA+RA1.
Reference(s):

1. VPAP-2103N, “Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (North Anna)’
2. NEI 99-01 AU1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1b — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity resulting in offsite dose greater than
1 mrem TEDE

EAL:

RU1.3 NOUE

Reading on any Table R-1 effluent radiation monitor > column "NOUE" for =60 min.

(Notes 1, 2, 3)

Note 1:

will likely be exceeded.
Note 2:

duration has exceeded the specified time limit.
Note 3:

The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release

If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have stopped due to actions to isolate the

release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no longer VALID for classification purposes.

MS-RI-176 (276)

Table R-1 Gaseous Effluent Monitor Classification Thresholds
Release Point & Monitor GE SAE Alert NOUE
Vent Stack A . . . .
VG-RI-179-1 or 2 2.6E+08 pCi/sec | 2.6E+07 pCifsec | 2.6E+06 uCi/sec | 2.6E+05 uCilsec
Vent Stack B . o . .
VG-RI-180-1 or 2 2.0E+08 uCilsec | 2.0E+07 uCi/sec | 2.0E+06 pCi/sec | 2.0E+05 pCi/sec
Process Vent . . . .
GW-RI-178-1 or 2 3.5E+08 uCilsec | 3.5E+07 uCi/sec | 3.5E+06 uCi/sec | 3.5E+05 pCilsec
Main Steam Line
MS-RI-170 (270) )
MS-RI-171 (271) 1.3E+03 mR/hr 1.3E+02 mR/hr 1.3E+01 mR/hr N/A
MS-RI-172 (272)
TDAFWPUmp EXH | ¢ 0e i 01 mRimr | 6.0E +00 mR/r | 6.0E-01 mR/hr N/A

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct

observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the

condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need

for timely assessment.
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Basis:

This IC addresses a potential decrease in the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a low-
level radiological release that exceeds regulatory commitments for an extended period of time
(e.g., an uncontrolled release). It includes any gaseous erliguid-radiological release,

monitored or un-monitored;-including-those-for which-aradioactivity-discharge-permitis
normally-prepared.

Nuclear power plants incorporate design features intended to control the release of radioactive
effluents to the environment. Further, there are administrative controls established to prevent
unintentional releases, and to control and monitor intentional releases. The occurrence of an
extended, uncontrolled radioactive release to the environment is indicative of degradation in
these features and/or controls.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

Classification based on effluent monitor readings assumes that a release path to the
environment is established. If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have
stopped due to actions to isolate the release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no
longer VALID for classification purposes.

Releases should not be prorated or averaged. For example, a release exceeding 4 times
release limits for 30 minutes does not meet the EAL.

EAL#1—This EAL addresses normally occurring continuous radioactivity releases from
monitored gaseous erliguid-effluent pathways_(ref. 1, 2).

The basis for the NOUE values correspond to any unplanned release of gaseous effluent
radioactivity to the environment that will result in greater than 1 mrem TEDE for 60 minutes or
longer. This NOUE gaseous release criterion is being used consistently across all operating
nuclear units at Dominion Energy. The reason this alternative criterion is required is due to the
fact that for some effluent gaseous release pathways, the resulting calculated NOUE threshold
following the NEI 99-01 quidance of two times the site-specific effluent release limit would
result in a NOUE threshold value greater than the corresponding calculated ALERT threshold
based on exceeding 10 mrem TEDE. For the other gaseous release pathways that did not
show an incongruent relationship when compared to the ALERT threshold, many showed
NOUE values essentially equivalent to 1 mrem TEDE when applying the guidance in NEI 99-
01 of a value set at two times the site specific effluent release limit. The fact that, (1) many of
the gaseous release pathway NOUE values following NEI 99-01 guidance were essentially
equivalent to 1 mrem TEDE, (2) application of an alternative definition set at a value of 1 mrem
TEDE results in a more limiting value for those release paths that showed incongruent
comparison to the corresponding ALERT threshold, and (3) NOUE criterion set at a value ten
(10) times lower than the ALERT threshold provides a logical and consistent escalation
between each classification level, provides justification for the NOUE criterion of 1 mrem
TEDE. This single Initiating Condition (IC) definition for gaseous releases at the NOUE level is
being applied to maintain consistency across the Dominion Energy nuclear fleet and to reduce
confu3|on and human error potentlal if two different (IC) deflnltlons were applled (ref. 2) EAL
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Classification thresholds within Table R-1 were generated using the MIDAS dose assessment

code. Inputs to MIDAS use most prevalent meteorological data and expected release point
parameters. An assumed one-hour decay since shutdown and a one-hour release duration are
applied. Mitigating reduction mechanisms (e.g., decay, sprays, filters) input into MIDAS for
each accident type determined the radiological release source term consistent with the
guidance provided in NUREG-1228.

The MGPI radiation monitors for 1-GW-RI-178-1 & 2, 1-VG-RI-179-1 & 2 and 1-VG-RI-180-1 &
2 consist of a “normal” (or low) and an “accident” (or high) range device. The “normal”’ range
radiation monitor flowpath is isolated at a predetermined value at which time the “accident”
range radiation monitor is automatically aligned for operation. The “normal” range radiation
monitor must be manually put back in service when flowpath activity trends down.

Due to the fact that there are no ODCM limits on steam safeties or auxiliary feedwater
exhausts and the limited ability for these respective radiation monitors to detect low level
radioactivity in these steam line configurations, the NOUE classification thresholds for the
steam safeties and auxiliary feedwater exhaust are being labeled N/A (not applicable)

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AA1RA1.
Reference(s):

1. VPAP-2103N, “Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (North Anna)”

2. RP 08-22, “North Anna Abnormal Rad Release Gaseous EAL Thresholds based on NEI
99-01, Rev. 6”

3. DC NA-11-01082, “Main Steam Radiation Monitor Replacement”

4. NEI 99-01 AU1

Page 33 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent
Subcategory: 1b — Radiological Effluent
Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity resulting in offsite dose greater than
1 mrem TEDE
EAL.:
RU1.4 NOUE

Sample analysis for a gaseous release indicates a concentration or release rate > 2 x the
allocated ODCM limits for =60 min. (Notes 1, 2)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2:  If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Mode Applicability:

All

Definition(s):

None

Basis:

This IC addresses a potential decrease in the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a low-
level radiological release that exceeds regulatory commitments for an extended period of time
(e.g., an uncontrolled release). It includes any gaseous e+liguid-radiological release,

monitored or un- monntored—melu&ng%heseie%eh—mé&eae%m%y—éseha@e—pe%ﬂ—ts
normally-prepared.

Nuclear power plants incorporate design features intended to control the release of radioactive
effluents to the environment. Further, there are administrative controls established to prevent
unintentional releases, and to control and monitor intentional releases. The occurrence of an
extended, uncontrolled radioactive release to the environment is indicative of degradation in
these features and/or controls.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

Releases should not be prorated or averaged. For example, a release exceeding 4 times
release limits for 30 minutes does not meet the EAL.
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EAL#3—This EAL addresses uncontrolled gaseous erliguid-releases that are detected by
sample analyses or enVlronmentaI suweys—pameulaﬂ%emmmeqmed—pathways-(e—g—spﬂts

Calculation RP 08-22 (ref. 2) demonstrates how a release rate limit based on 2 x the allocated
REMODCM limit will produce essentially 1 mrem TEDE assuming most prevalent
meteorological dispersion.

Most prevalent meteorology represents conditions that would most likely to exist (based on
most prevalent stability class and average wind speed within that stability class). Dispersion
based on most prevalent meteorology differs from that assumed in the REMODCM which uses
annual average meteorology. Dispersion based on actual meteorological conditions at the time
of the emergency (most prevalent) can be 10 — 20 times_higher than the annual average
dispersion prescribed for use in an ODCM.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AA1RA1.

Reference(s):

1. VPAP-2103N, “Offsite Dose Calculatlon Manual (North Anna)”

2. RP 08-22, “North Anna Abnormal Rad Release Gaseous EAL Thresholds based on NEI
99-01”, Rev. 6

3. NEI 99-01 AU1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity resulting in offsite dose
greater than 10 mrem TEDE or 50 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RA1.1 Alert

Reading on any Table R-1 effluent radiation monitor > column "ALERT" for =15 min.
(Notes 1, 2, 3, 4)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2: If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Note 3: If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have stopped due to actions to isolate the
release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no longer VALID for classification purposes.

Note 4:  The pre-calculated effluent monitor values presented in EALs RA1.1, RS1.1 and RG1.1 should be used
for emergency classification assessments until the results from a dose assessment using actual
meteorology are available.

Table R-1 Gaseous Effluent Monitor Classification Thresholds

Release Point & Monitor GE SAE Alert NOUE

Vent Stack A

VG-RI-179-1 or 2 2.6E+08 pCifsec | 2.6E+07 pCifsec | 2.6E+06 uCi/sec | 2.6E+05 uCi/sec

Vent Stack B

VG-RI-180-1 or 2 2.0E+08 uCi/sec | 2.0E+07 uCilsec | 2.0E+06 uCi/sec | 2.0E+05 uCi/sec

Process Vent

GW-RI-178-1 or 2 3.5E+08 uCifsec | 3.5E+07 uCifsec | 3.5E+06 pCifsec | 3.5E+05 pCilsec

Main Steam Line
MS-RI-170 (270)

MS-RI-171 (271) 1.3E+03 mR/hr | 1.3E+02mR/hr | 1.3E+01 mR/hr N/A
MS-RI-172 (272)
TD AFW Pump EXH
MS-RI-176 (276) 6.0E+01 mR/hr | 6.0E +00 mR/hr 6.0E-01 mR/hr N/A
Mode Applicability:
All
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" Definition(s): \

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity that results in projected or actual

offsite doses greater than or equal to 1% of the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It

includes both monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude represent an

actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a

radiological release that significantly exceeds regulatory limits (e.g., a significant uncontrolled
-release).

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classﬁymg events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at 1% of the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 50 mrem adult adult thyroid
CDE was established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and
thyroid CDE. '

Classification based on effluent monitor readings assumes that a release path to the
environment is established. If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have
stopped due to actions to isolate the release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no
longer VALID for classification purposes.

Since dose assessment is based on actual meteorology whereas the monitor reading EALs
are not, the results from these assessments may indicate that the classification is not
warranted, or may indicate that a higher classification is warranted. For this reason,
emergency implementing procedures call for the timely performance of dose assessments
using actual meteorology and release information. If the results of these dose assessments are
available when the classification is made (e.g., initiated at a lower classification level), the dose
assessment results override the monitor readings listed in Table R-1.

Classification thresholds within Table R-1 were generated using the MIDAS dose assessment
code. Inputs to MIDAS use most prevalent meteorological data and expected release point
parameters. An assumed one-hour decay since shutdown and a one-hour release duration are
applied. Mitigating reduction mechanisms (e.q., decay, sprays, filters) input into MIDAS for
each accident type determined the radiological release source term consistent with the
guidance provided in NUREG-1228.

The MGPI radiation monitors for 1-GW-RI-178-1 & 2, 1-VG-RI-179-1 & 2 and 1-VG-RI-180-1 &
2 consist of a “normal” (or low) and an “accident” (or high) range device. The “normal” range
radiation monitor flowpath is isolated at a predetermined value at which time the “accident”
range radiation monitor is automatically aligned for operation. The “normal” range radiation
monitor must be manually put back in service when flowpath activity trends down.
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The calculated values for the Auxiliary Feedwater Pump Turbine (AFWPT) Exhaust as
measured by the MGPI (i.e., Mirion Technologies) radiation monitors were slightly higher for
Unit 2 than Unit 1, but within the margin of error for the radiological calculation. The Unit 1
value was used in Table R-1 for both Units 1 and 2 to simplify the table and to eliminate
possibility of human error due to reading the wrong unit’s value (ref. 1). Therefore, a Unit 2
event would be classified at a slightly lower value than calculated.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AS4RS1.

Reference(s):

1. RP 08-22, “North Anna Abnormal Rad Release Gaseous EAL Thresholds based on NEI
99-01”, Rev. 6

2. DC NA-11-01082, “Main Steam Radiation Monitor Replacement”

3. NEI 99-01 AA1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity resulting in offsite dose
greater than 10 mrem TEDE or 50 mrem adult thyroid CDE

"EAL.:

RA1.2 Alert

Dose assessment using actual meteorology indicates doses > 10 mrem TEDE or 50 mrem
adult thyroid CDE at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY (Note 4)

Note 4: The pre-calculated effluent monitor values presented in EALs RA1.1, RS1.1 and RG1.1 should be used
for emergency classification assessments until the results from a dose assessment using actual
meteorology are available.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned Unit 3 containment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity that results in projected or actual
offsite doses greater than or equal to 1% of the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It
includes both monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude represent an
actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a
radiological release that significantly exceeds regulatory limits (e.g., a significant uncontrolled
release).

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at 1% of the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 50 mrem adult thyroid
CDE was established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and
thyroid CDE.

Since dose assessment is based on actual meteorology whereas the monitor reading EALs
are not, the results from these assessments may indicate that the classification is not
warranted or may indicate that a higher classification is warranted. For this reason, emergency
implementing procedures call for the timely performance of dose assessments using actual
meteorology and release information. If the results of these dose assessments are available
when the classification is made (e.q., initiated at a lower classification level), the dose
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assessment results override the monitor readings listed in Table R-1. Actual meteorology is
specifically identified since it gives the most accurate dose assessment. Actual meteorology
(including forecasts) should be used whenever possible.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AS1RS1.

Reference(s):

1. EPIP-4.01, “Radiological Assessment Director Controlling Procedure”
2. EPIP-4.03, “Dose Assessment Team Controlling Procedure”

3. NEI 99-01 AA1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity resulting in offsite dose
greater than 10 mrem TEDE or 50 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RA1.3 Alert

Analysis of a liquid effluent sample indicates a concentration or release rate that would
result in doses > 10 mrem TEDE or 50 mrem adult thyroid CDE at or beyond the SITE
BOUNDARY for 60 min. of exposure (Notes 1, 2)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2:  If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Mode Applicability:
Al
Definition(s):

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned Unit 3' containment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity that results in projected or actual
offsite doses greater than or equal to 1% of the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It
includes both monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude represent an
actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a
radiological release that significantly exceeds regulatory limits (e.g., a significant uncontrolled
release).

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at 1% of the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 50 mrem thyroid CDE
was established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyroid
" CDE.

This EAL is assessed per the ODCM (ref. 1). ODCM software can be used to produce a dose
to the maximum individual.
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Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AS4RS1.

Reference(s):

1. VPAP-2103N, “Offsite Dose Calculation M'anual (North Anna)”
2. NEI 99-01 AA1

i
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity resulting in offsite dose
greater than 10 mrem TEDE or 50 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RA1.4 Alert
Field survey results indicate EITHER of the following at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY:
e Closed window dose rates > 10 mR/hr expected to continue for =60 min.

e Analyses of field survey samples indicate adult thyroid CDE > 50 mrem for 60 min. of
inhalation.

(Notes 1, 2)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time [imit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2: If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned Unit 3 containment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous or liquid radioactivity that results in projected or actual
offsite doses greater than or equal to 1% of the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It
includes both monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude represent an
actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant as indicated by a
radiological release that significantly exceeds regulatory limits (e.g., a significant uncontrolled
release).

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at 1% of the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 50 mrem thyroid CDE
was established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyroid
CDE.
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Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AS1RS1.
Reference(s):

EPIP-4.16, “Offsite Monitoring”

EPIP-4.01, “Radiological Assessment Director Controlling Procedure”
EPIP-4.03, “Dose Assessment Team Controlling Procedure”
EPIP-4.34, “Field Team Radio Operator Instructions”

NEI 99-01 AA1

bW
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Category: " R— Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity résulting in offsite dose greater than
100 mrem TEDE or 500 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RS1.1 Site Area Emergency

Reading on any Table R-1 effluent radiation monitor > column "SAE" for =15 min.
(Notes 1, 2, 3, 4) '

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2:  If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Note 3: Ii the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have stopped due to actions to isolate the
release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no longer VALID for classification purposes.

Note 4: The pre-calculated effluent monitor values presented in EALs RA1.1, RS1.1 and RG1.1 should be used
for emergency classification assessments until the results from a dose assessment using actual
meteorology are available.

Table R-1 Gaseous Effluent Monitor Classification Thresholds

Release Point & Monitor GE SAE Alert NOUE

Vent Stack A

VG-RI-179-1 or 2 2.6E+08 pCifsec | 2.6E+07 uCifsec | 2.6E+06 uCifsec | 2.6E+05 uCilsec

Vent Stack B

VG-RI-180-1 or 2 2.0E+08 pCifsec | 2.0E+07 pCi/sec | 2.0E+06 pCilsec | 2.0E+05 pCi/sec

Process Vent

GW-RI-178-1 or 2 3.5E+08 uCifsec | 3.5E+07 uCi/fsec | 3.5E+06 uCi/sec | 3.5E+05 pCifsec

Main Steam Line
MS-RI-170 (270)

MS-RI-171 (271) 1.3E+03 mR/hr 1.3E+02 mR/hr 1.3E+01 mR/hr N/A
MS-RI-172 (272) .
TD AFW Pump EXH
MS-RI-176 (276) 6.0E+01 mR/hr 6.0E +00 mR/hr 6.0E-01 mR/hr N/A
Mode Applicability:
All
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Definition(s):

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous radioactivity that results in projected or actual offsite
doses greater than or equal to 10% of the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It includes
both monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude are associated with
the failure of plant systems needed for the protection of the public.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at 10% of the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 500 mrem thyroid CDE
was established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyroid
CDE. ' '

Since dose assessment is based on actual meteorology whereas the monitor reading EALs
are not, the results from these assessments may indicate that the classification is not
warranted or may indicate that a higher classification is warranted. For this reason, emergency
implementing procedures call for the timely performance of dose assessments using actual
meteorology and release information. If the results of these dose assessments are available
when the classification is made (e.g., initiated at a lower classification level), the dose
assessment results override the monitor readings listed in Table R-1.

Classification thresholds within Table R-1 were generated using the MIDAS dose assessment
code. Inputs to MIDAS use most prevalent meteorological data and expected release point
parameters. An assumed one-hour decay since shutdown and a one-hour release duration are
applied. Mitigating reduction mechanisms (e.q., decay, sprays, filters) input into MIDAS for
each accident type determined the radiological release source term consistent with the
guidance provided in NUREG-1228.

Classification based on effluent monitor readings assumes that a release path to the
environment is established. If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have
stopped due to actions to isolate the release path, then the effluent monitor.reading is no
longer VALID for classification purposes.

The MGPI radiation monitors for 1-GW-RI-178-1 & 2, 1-VG-RI-179-1 & 2 and 1-VG-RI-180-1 &
2 consist of a “normal” (or low) and an “accident” (or high) range device. The “normal” range
radiation monitor flowpath is isolated at a predetermined value at which time the “accident”
range radiation monitor is automatically aligned for operation. The “normal’ range radiation
monitor must be manually put back in service when flowpath activity trends down.

The calculated.values for the Auxiliary Feedwater Pump Turbine (AFWPT) Exhaust as
measured by the MGPI (i.e., Mirion Technologies) radiation monitors were slightly higher for
Unit 2 than Unit 1, but within the margin of error for the radiological calculation. The Unit 1
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value was used in Table R-1 for both Units 1 and 2 to simplify the table and to eliminate
possibility of human- error due to reading the wrong unit's value (ref. 1). Therefore, a Unit 2
event would be classified at a slightly lower value than calculated.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AG1RG1.

Reference(s):

1. RP 08-22, “North Anna Abnormal Rad Release Gaseous EAL Thresholds based on NEI
99-01", Rev. 6 ‘

2. DC NA-11-01082, “Main Steam Radiation Monitor Replacement”

3. NEI 99-01 AS1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity resulting in offsite dose greater than
100 mrem TEDE or 500 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RS1.2 Site Area Emergency

Dose assessment using actual meteorology indicates doses > 100 mrem TEDE or
500 mrem adult thyroid CDE at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY (Note 4)

Note 4: A The pre-calculated effluent monitor values presented in EALs RA1.1, RS1.1 and RG1.1 should be used
for emergency classification assessments until the results from a dose assessment using actual
meteorology are available.

Mode Applicability:

All

Definition(s):

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned Unit 3 containment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous radioactivity that results in projected or actual offsite
doses greater than or equal to 10% of the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It includes
both monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude are associated with
the failure of plant systems needed for the protection of the public.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at 10% of the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 500 mrem thyroid CDE
was establlshed in conS|derat|on of the 1: 5 ratlo of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyr0|d

Since dose assessment is based on actual meteorology whereas the monitor reading EALs
are not, the results from these assessments may indicate that the classification is not
warranted or may indicate that a higher classification is warranted. For this reason, emergency
implementing procedures call for the timely performance of dose assessments using actual
meteorology and release information. If the results of these dose assessments are available
when the classification is made (e.qg., initiated at a lower classification level), the dose
assessment results override the monitor readings listed in Table R-1. Actual meteorology is
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specifically identified since it gives the most accurate dose assessment. Actual meteorology
(including forecasts) should be used whenever possible.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AG1.
Reference(s):

1. EPIP-4.01, “Radiological Assessment Director Controlling Procedure”
2. EPIP-4.03, “Dose Assessment Team Controlling Procedure”
3. NEI 99-01 AS1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity resulting in offsite dose greater than
100 mrem TEDE or 500 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RS1.3 Site Area Emergency
Field survey results indicate EITHER of the following at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY:
e Closed window dose rates > 100 mR/hr expected to continue for =60 min.

e Analyses of field survey samples indicate aduit thyroid CDE > 500 mrem for 60 min.
of inhalation.

(Notes 1, 2)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 2:  If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned Unit 3 containment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous radioactivity that results in projected or actual offsite
doses greater than or equal to 10% of the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It includes
both monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude are associated with
the failure of plant systems needed for the protection of the public.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at 10% of the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 500 mrem thyroid CDE
was established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyroid
CDE.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AG4RG1.
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Reference(s):

EPIP-4.16, “Offsite Monitoring”

EPIP-4.01, “Radiological Assessment Director Controlling Procedure”
EPIP-4.03, “Dose Assessment Team Controlling Procedure”
EPIP-4.34, “Field Team Radio Operator Instructions”

NEI 99-01 AS1

Al e
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity resulting in offsite dose greater than

EAL:

1,000 mrem TEDE or 5,000 mrem adult thyroid CDE

RG1.1

Reading on any Table R-1 effluent radiation monitor > column "GE" for =15 min.
(Notes 1, 2, 3, 4)

General Emergency

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.
Note 2:  If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.
Note 3: If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have stopped due to actions to isolate the
release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no longer VALID for classification purposes.
Note 4: The pre-calculated effluent monitor values presented in EALs RA1.1, RS1.1 and RG1.1 should be used
for emergency classification assessments until the results from a dose assessment using actual
meteorology are available.
Table R-1 Gaseous Effluent Monitor Classification Thresholds
Release Point & Monitor GE SAE Alert NOUE
Vent Stack A . . : .
e\r/1G-RTj79-1 or 2 2.6E+08 uCifsec | 2.6E+07 uCifsec | 2.6E+06 pCi/sec | 2.6E+05 uCilsec
Ve K S or2 2.0E+08 Cilsec | 2.0E+07 pCilsec | 2.0E+06 uCilsec | 2.0E+05 uCilsec
P’g‘\j\‘/’_sgl_‘:‘;ga or 2 3.5E+08 Cilsec | 3.5E+07 uCilsec | 3.5E+06 pCilsec | 3.5E+05 uCilsec
Main Steam Line
MS-RI-170 (270) '
MS-RI-71 (271) 1.3E+03 mR/hr 1.3E+02 mR/hr 1.3E+01 mR/hr N/A
MS-RI-172 (272)
TD AFW Pump EXH
MS-RI-176 (276) 6.0E+01 mR/hr 6.0E +00 mR/hr 6.0E-01 mR/hr N/A
Mode Applicability:
All
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Definition(s):

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous radioactivity that results in projected or actual offsite
doses greater than or equal to the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It includes both
monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude will require implementation
of protective actions for the public.

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 5,000 mrem thyroid CDE was
established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyroid CDE.

Classification based on effluent monitor readings assumes that a release path to the
environment is established. If the effluent flow past an effluent monitor is known to have
stopped due to actions to isolate the release path, then the effluent monitor reading is no
longer VALLID for classification purposes.

Since dose assessment is based on actual meteorology whereas the monitor reading EALS
are not, the results from these assessments may indicate that the classification is not
warranted or may indicate that a higher classification is warranted. For this reason, emergency
implementing procedures call for the timely performance of dose assessments using actual
meteorology and release information. If the results of these dose assessments are available
when the classification is made (e.q., initiated at a lower classification level), the dose
assessment results override the monitor readings listed in Table R-1.

Classification thresholds within Table R-1 were generated using the MIDAS dose assessment
code. Inputs to MIDAS use most prevalent meteorological data and expected release point
parameters. An assumed one-hour decay since shutdown and a one-hour release duration are
applied. Mitigating reduction mechanisms (e.q., decay, sprays, filters) input into MIDAS for
each accident type determined the radiological release source term consistent with the
guidance provided in NUREG-1228.

The MGPI radiation monitors for 1-GW-RI-178-1 & 2. 1-VG-RI-179-1 & 2 and 1-VG-RI-180-1 &
2 consist of a “normal” (or low) and an “accident” (or high) range device. The “normal’ range
radiation monitor flowpath is isolated at a predetermined value at which time the “accident”
range radiation monitor is automatically aligned for operation. The “normal’ range radiation
monitor must be manually put back in service when flowpath activity trends down.

The calculated values for the Auxiliary Feedwater Pump Turbine (AFWPT) Exhaust as
measured by the MGPI (i.e., Mirion Technologies) radiation monitors were slightly higher for
Unit 2 than Unit 1, but within the margin of error for the radiological calculation. The Unit 1
value was used in Table R-1 for both Units 1 and 2 to simplify the table and to eliminate
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possibility of human error due to reading the wrong unit’s value (ref. 1). Therefore, a Unit 2
event would be classified at a slightly lower value than calculated.

Reference(s):

1. RP 08-22, “North Anna Abnormal Rad Release Gaseous EAL Thresholds based on NEI
99-01”, Rev. 6

2. DC NA-11-01082, “Main Steam Radiation Monitor Replacement”

3. NEI 99-01 AG1
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity resulting in offsite dose greater than
1,000 mrem TEDE or 5,000 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RG1.2 General Emergency

Dose assessment using actual meteorology indicates doses > 1,000 mrem TEDE or 5,000
mrem adult thyroid CDE at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY (Note 4)

Note 4: The pre-calculated effluent monitor values presented in EALs RA1.1, RS1.1 and RG1.1 should be used
for emergency classification assessments until the results from a dose assessment using actual
meteorology are available.

Mode Applicability:

All

Definition(s):

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned Unit 3 containment.

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous radioactivity that results in projected or actual offsite
doses greater than or equal to the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It includes both
monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude will require implementation
of protective actions for the pubilic. :

Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 5,000 mrem thyroid CDE was
established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyroid CDE.

Since dose assessment is based on actual meteorology whereas the monitor reading EALs
are not, the results from these assessments may indicate that the classification is not
warranted or may indicate that a higher classification is warranted. For this reason, emergency
implementing procedures call for the timely performance of dose assessments using actual
meteorology and release information. If the results of these dose assessments are available
when the classification is made (e.q., initiated at a lower classification level), the dose
assessment resulis override the monitor readings listed in Table R-1. Actual meteorology is
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specifically identified since it gives the most accurate dose assessment. Actual meteorolloqv
(including forecasts) should be used whenever possible.

Reference(s):

1. EPIP-4.01, “Radiological Assessment Director Controlling Procedure”
2. EPIP-4.03, “Dose Assessment Team Controlling Procedure”
3. NEI 99-01 AG1 '
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 1 — Radiological Effluent

Initiating Condition: Release of gaseous radioactivity resulting in offsite dose greater than
1,000 mrem TEDE or 5,000 mrem adult thyroid CDE

EAL:

RG1.3 General Emergency
Field survey results indicate EITHER of the following at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY:
e Closed window dose rates > 1,000 mR/hr expected to continue for =60 min.

e Analyses of field survey samples indicate adult thyroid CDE > 5,000 mrem for 60
min. of inhalation. '

(Notes 1; 2)

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
L will likely be exceeded.

Note 2: If an ongoing release is detected and the release start time is unknown, assume that the release
duration has exceeded the specified time limit.

Mode Applicability:

All

Definition(s):

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned Unit 3 containment. -

Basis:

This IC addresses a release of gaseous radioactivity that results in projected or actual offsite
doses greater than or equal to the EPA Protective Action Guides (PAGs). It includes both
monitored and un-monitored releases. Releases of this magnitude will require implementation
of protective actions for the public.

_Radiological effluent EALs are also included to provide a basis for classifying events and
conditions that cannot be readily or appropriately classified on the basis of plant conditions
alone. The inclusion of both plant condition and radiological effluent EALs more fully addresses
the spectrum of possible accident events and conditions.

The TEDE dose is set at the EPA PAG of 1,000 mrem while the 5,000 mrem thyroid CDE was
established in consideration of the 1:5 ratio of the 1992 EPA PAG for TEDE and thyroid CDE.

Reference(s):
1. EPIP-4.16, “Offsite Monitoring”
2. EPIP-4.01, “Radiological Assessment Director Controlling Procedure”
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3. EPIP-4.03, “Dose Assessment Team Controlling Procedure”
4. EPIP-4.34, “Field Team Radio Operator Instructions”

5. NEI 99-01 AG1

J
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event

Initiaﬁng Condition: UNPLANNED loss of water level above irradiated fuel
EAL.:

RU2.1 NOUE

UNPLANNED water level drop in the REFUELING PATHWAY as indicated by any of the
following:

e Spent Fuel Pit Lo Level (1E-C6) alarm
e Report of dropping level in refueling cavity or SFP
e Lossof SFP Cooling suction flow

AND

UNPLANNED rise in corresponding area radiation levels as indicated by any of the
following radiation monitors:

¢ RM-RMS-152 New Fuel Storage Area

RM-RMS-153 Fuel Pit Bridge

RM-RMS-162 (262) Manipulator Crane Area (Refueling Mode)
RM-RMS8-163 (263) Reactor Containment Area

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

UNPLANNED-. A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

REFUELING PATHWAY- Refueling cavity, fuel transfer canal, and spent fuel pit (SFP), but not
including the reactor vessel, comprise the refueling pathway.

Basis:
This IC addresses a decrease in water level above irradiated fuel sufficient to cause elevated
radiation levels. This condition could be a precursor to a more serious event and is also

indicative of a minor loss in the ability to control radiation levels within the plant. It is therefore
a potential degradation in the level of safety of the plant.

A water level decrease will be primarily determined by indications from available level
instrumentation. Other sources of level indications may include reports from plant personnel
(e.g., from a refueling crew) or video camera observations (if available). A significant drop in
the water level may also cause a loss of SFP Cooling suction flow and an increase in the
radiation levels of adjacent areas that can be detected by monitors in those locations.
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The SFP level is remotely monitored by level switches FC-LS-100 (high) and 101 (low). The
level switch initiates high and low level annunciators. The SFP WATER LEVEL LOW alarm
(window 1E-C6) actuates if SFP level decreases to the 289 ft 4 in. el. Local level indication is
provided by a ruled scale mounted on the east side of the counterfort. Normal level is indicated
by the 0 mark on the scale and corresponds to 289 ft 10 in. el. or normal SFP level. Level is
normally maintained between the 0 in. mark and the +3 in. mark. The low level alarm
corresponds to the -6 in. mark (ref. 1, 2).

The Spent Fuel Pool (SFP) wide-range level indication system is available to monitor water
level. Two (2) level instruments are installed in the SFP with indicators, 1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 & 2A
provided in the Main Control Room and MCR Computer Rooms. The level instruments will
provide level indication over the entire span of the SFP from the top of the fuel racks to 10
inches above the normal operating level (ref. 5).

The specified radiation monitors are those expected to see increase area radiation levels as a
result of a loss of REFUELING PATHWAY inventory (ref. 4). Increasing radiation indications
on these monitors in the absence of indications of decreasing REFUELING PATHWAY level
are not classifiable under this EAL.

The effects of planned evolutions should be considered. For example, a refueling bridge area
radiation monitor reading may increase due to planned evolutions such as lifting of the reactor
vessel head or movement of a fuel assembly. Note that this EAL is applicable only in cases
where the elevated reading is due to an unplanned loss of water level.

A drop in water level above irradiated fuel within the reactor vessel may be classified in
accordance with Reeegnitien-Category C during the Cold Shutdown and Refueling modes.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AA2RA2.

Reference(s):

AR 1-E-C86, “Spent Fuel Pit Lo Level”

0-AP-27, "Malfunction of Spent Fuel Pit Systems”
1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling
0-AP-5.1, “Common Unit Radiation Monitoring System” '

Design Change NA-13-01043, “BDB Spent Fuel Pool Level Instrumentation Installation —
Units 1 & 27

NEI 99-01 AU2

abk oo~

o
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event

Initiating Condition: Significant lowering of water level above, or damage to, irradiated fuel
EAL:

RA2.1 Alert
IMMINENT uncovery of irradiated fuel in the REFUELING PATHWAY

Mode Applicability:

All

Definition(s):

CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY- The barrier(s) between spent fuel and the environment once
the spent fuel is processed for dry storage. As related to the NAPS ISFSI, Confinement

Boundary is defined as the Sealed Surface Storage Cask (SSSC) or NUHOMS Dry Storage
Canister (DSC).

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

REFUELING PATHWAY- Refueling cavity, fuel transfer canal, and spent fuel pit (SFP), but not
including the reactor vessel, comprise the refueling pathway.

Basis:

This IC addresses events that have caused IMMINENT or actual damage to an irradiated fuel
assembly, or a significant lowering of water level within the spent-fuelpeolREFUELING
PATHWAY-{see-Developer-Notes). These events present radiological safety challenges to
plant personnel and are precursors to a release of radioactivity to the environment. As such,
they represent an actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

Fhis-1C-applies-toFor irradiated fuel that is licensed for dry storage, this EAL applies up to the
point that the loaded storage cask is sealed. Once sealed, damage to a loaded cask causing
loss of the CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY is classified in accordance with IC E-HU1.

Escalation of the emergency would be based on either Recognition-Category AR or C
{1CsEALs.

 EAL

This EAL escalates from AU2-RU2.1 in that the loss of level, in the affected portion of the
REFUELING PATHWAY, is of sufficient magnitude to have resulted in uncovery of irradiated
fuel. Indications of irradiated fuel uncovery may include direct or indirect visual observation
(e.g., reports from personnel or camera images), as well as significant changes in water and
radiation levels, or other plant parameters. Computational aids may also be used (e.g., a boil-
off curve). Classification of an event using this EAL should be based on the totality of available
indications, reports and observations.

While an area radiation monitor could detect an increase in a dose rate due to a lowering of
water level in some portion of the REFUELING PATHWAY, the reading may not be a reliable
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indication of whether or not the fuel is actually uncovered. To the degree possible, readings
should be considered in combination with other available indications of inventory loss.

A drop in water level above irradiated fuel within the reactor vessel may be classified in
accordance with Reeegnition-Category C during the Cold Shutdown and Refueling

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 AA2
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event

Initiating Condition:  Significant lowering of water level above, or damage to, irradiated fuel
EAL:

RA2.2 Alert
Damage to irradiated fuel resulting in a release of radioactivity

AND EITHER:

e VALID Hi-Hi alarm on any of the following radiation monitors:
RM-RMS-152 New Fuel Storage Area
RM-RMS-153 Fuel Pit Bridge
RM-RMS-162 (262) Manipulator Crane Area (Refueling Mode)
RM-RMS-163 (263) Reactor Containment Area
RM-RMS-159 (259) Containment Particulate
RM-RMS-160 (260) Containment Area Gas
e VALID Hi alarm on VG-RI-180-1 Vent Stack B Normal Range

0 0 0O O o o

Mode Applicability:

All

Definition(s):

CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY- The barrier(s) between spent fuel and the environment once
the spent fuel is processed for dry storage. As related to the NAPS ISFSI, Confinement

Boundary is defined as the Sealed Surface Storage Cask (SSSC) or NUHOMS Dry Storage
Canister (DSC).

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’'s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

Basis:
The specified radiation monitors are those expected to see increased area radiation levels as a
result of damage to irradiated fuel (ref. 1. 2, 3, 4).

This {G-EAL addresses events that have caused Jrnc}mrnent—er—actual damage to an irradiated
fuel assembly; A :
Notes). These events present rad|olog|cal safety challenges to plant personnel and are

precursors to a release of radioactivity to the environment. As such, they represent an actual
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or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant.
Fhis1C-applies-toFor irradiated fuel that is licensed for dry storage, this EAL applies up to the

point that the loaded storage cask is sealed. Once sealed, damage to a loaded cask causing
loss of the CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY is classified in accordance with IC E-HU1.

This EAL addresses a release of radioactive material caused by mechanical damage to
irradiated fuel. Damaging events may include the dropping, bumping or binding of an
assembly, or dropping a heavy load onto an assembly. A rise in readings on radiation
monitors should be considered in conjunction with in-plant reports or observations of a

potential fuel damaglng event (e. g a fuel handllng accident). EAL#3Spentfuelpoolwater

Reference(s):

1(2)-AP-5, “Unit 1(2) Radiation Monitoring System”
0-AP-5.1, “Common Unit Radiation Monitoring System”
0-AP-5.2, “MGP Radiation Monitoring System”
0-AP-30, “Fuel Failure During Handling”

NEI 99-01 AA2

a0 N =
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event

Initiating Condition: Significant lowering of water level above, or damage to, irradiated fuel
EAL.:

RA2.3 Alert

Lowering of spent fuel pool level to 10 ft. (Level 2) on 1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A Spent Fuel
Pit Wide Range Level

Mode Applicability:
All

Definition(s):

None

Basis:

This IG-EAL addresses events that have caused MMMINENT-oractual damage-to-an

radiatedfuelassembly;-er-a significant lowering of water level within the spent fuel pool-{see
Developer-Notes}). These events present radiological safety challenges to plant personnel and
are precursors to a release of radioactivity to the environment. As such, they represent an

actual or potentlal substantlal degradatlon of the Ievel of safety of the plant Ih+s4€—apphes—te
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EAL#3Spent fuel pool water level at this value is within the lower end of the level range
necessary to prevent significant dose consequences from direct gamma radiation to personnel
performing operations in the vicinity of the spent fuel pool. This condition reflects a significant
loss of spent fuel pool water inventory and thus it is also a precursor to a loss of the ability to
adequately cool the irradiated fuel assembles stored in the pool.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs AS4+-RS1 or ARS2-{see-AS2
Peveloper-MNotes).

Post-Fukushima order EA-12-051 required the installation of reliable SFP level indication
(1-FC-LI-105-1, 1-FC-L1-105-2 and 1-FC-LI-105-2A) capable of identifying normal level (Level
1 —EL 289 ft. 10.in.), SFP level 10 ft. above the top of the fuel racks (Level 2 —-EL 274 ft. 8 in.)
and SFP level at 1 foot above the top of the fuel racks (Level 3 —EL 265 ft. 8 in.) (ref. 1, 2, 3).

1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A Reading

Level Plant Elevation (ft. above top of spent fuel racks)

1 289 ft. 10 in. 25.2 ft.
2 274 ft. 8 in. 10 ft.
3 265 ft. 8 in. 1 ft.

Reference(s):

1. ETE-CPR-2012-0012, “North Anna Units 1 & 2 — Beyond Design Basis FLEX Strategy
Basis Document and Final Integration Plan”

2. DC NA-13-01043, “Beyond Design Basis Spent Fuel Pool Level Instrument Installation —
North Anna Units 1 & 2"

0-AP-27, “Malfunction of Spent Fuel Pit Systems”
1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling”
NEI 99-01 AA2

o s w
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event

Initiating Condition: Spent fuel pool level at the top of the fuel racks

EAL.:

RS2.1 Site Area Emergency

Lowering of spent fuel pool level to 1 ft. (Level 3) on 1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A Spent Fuel Pit
Wide Range Level

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

Basis:

This 1G-EAL addresses a significant loss of spent fuel pool inventory control and makeup
capability leading to IMMINENT fuel damage. This condition entails major failures of plant
functions needed for protection of the public and'thus warrant a Site Area Emergency
declaration.

It is recognized that this IC would likely not be met until well after another Site Area Emergency
IC was met; however, it is included to provide classification diversity.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC AG+RG1 or AG2RG2.

Post-Fukushima order EA-12-051 required the installation of reliable SFP level indication

(1-FC-LI1-105-1, 1-FC-LI-105-2 and 1-FC-LI-105-2A) capable of identifying normal level (Level
1 —EL 289 ft. 10 in.), SFP level 10 ft. above the top of the fuel racks (Level 2 —EL 274 ft. 8 in.)
and SFP level at 1 foot above the top of the fuel racks (Level 3 —EL 265 ft. 8 in.) (ref. 1, 2, 3).

1-FC-L1-105-1, 2 or 2A Reading

(ft._above top of spent fuel racks)

Level Plant Elevation

1 289 ft. 10 in. © 25,2 ft.
2 274 ft. 8 in. 101t
3 265 ft. 8 in. 11t
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-Reference(s):

1. ETE-CPR-2012-0012, “North Anna Units 1 & 2 — Beyond Design Basis FLEX Strategy
Basis Document and Final Integration Plan”

2. DC NA-13-01043, “Beyond Design Basis Spent Fuel Pool Level Instrument Installation —
North Anna Units 1 & 2"

3. 0-AP-27. “Malfunction of Spent Fuel Pit Systems”

1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling”

NEI 99-01 AS2

S
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 2 — Irradiated Fuel Event

Initiating Condition: Spent fuel pool level cannot be restored to at least the top of the fuel
racks for 60 minutes or longer

EAL:

RG2.1 General Emergency

Spent fuel pool level cannot be restored to at least 1 ft. (Level 3) on 1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or
2A Spent Fuel Pit Wide Range Level for =60 min.
(Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:
All

Definition(s):

None |

Basis:

This IC-EAL addresses a significant loss of spent fuel pool inventory control and makeup
capability leading to a prolonged uncovery of spent fuel. This condition will lead to fuel
damage and a radiological release to the environment.

It is recognized that this {G-EAL would likely not be mét until well after another General
Emergency {G-EAL was met; however, it is included to provide classification diversity.

Post-Fukushima order EA-12-051 required the installation of reliable SFP level indication

(1-FC-LI-105-1, 1-FC-LI-105-2 and 1-FC-LI-105-2A) capable of identifying normal level (Level
1 —EL 289 ft. 10 in.), SFP level 10 ft. above the top of the fuel racks (Level 2 —EL 274 ft. 8 in.)
and SFP level at 1 foot above the top of the fuel racks (Level 3 —EL 265 ft. 8 in.) (ref. 1, 2, 3).

1-FC-LI-105-1, 2 or 2A Reading

" (ft. above top of spent fuel racks)

Level Plant Elevation

1 289 ft. 10 in. 25.2 ft.
2 274 1. 8 in, 10 ft.
265 ft. 8 in. 1 ft.

A e
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-Reference(s): ‘

1. ETE-CPR-2012-0012, “North Anna Units 1 & 2 — Beyond Design Basis FLEX Strategy

2.

oA W

Basis Document and Final Integration Plan”

DC NA-13-01043, “Beyond Design Basis Spent Fuel Pool Level Instrument Installation —
North Anna Units 1 & 2”

0-AP-27, “Malfunction of Spent Fuel Pit Systems”

1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling’
NEI 99-01 AG2
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 3 — Area Radiation Levels

Initiating Condition: Radiation levels that IMPEDE access to equipment necessary for
normal plant operations, cooldown or shutdown

EAL:

RA3.1 Alert

Dose rate > 15 mR/hr in EITHER of the following areas:
e Control Room
e Central Alarm Station (by survey)

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

IMPEDE(D) - Personnel access to a room or area is hindered to an extent that extraordinary
measures are necessary to facilitate entry of personnel into the affected room/area
(e.g., requiring use of protective equipment, such as SCBAs, that is not routinely employed).

Basis: {

This IC addresses elevated radiation levels in certain plant rooms/areas sufficient to preclude
or impede personnel from performing actions necessary to maintain normal plant operation, or
to perform a normal plant cooldown and shutdown. As such, it represents an actual or
potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant. The Emergeney
DirecterSEM should consider the cause of the increased radiation levels and determine if

another IC may be appllcable FepEAl:#Q—-awAleﬁ—deela#aﬂenﬁwaﬁanted—#—em%me—the

------
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Areas that meet this threshold include the Control Room (CR) and the Central Alarm Station
(CAS). The Control Room is monitored for excessive radiation by one detector, RM-RMS-157
(ref. 1). The CAS is included in this EAL because of its importance to permitting access to
areas required to assure safe plant operations. There are no permanently installed area
radiation monitors in CAS that may be used to assess this EAL threshold. Therefore, this
threshold is evaluated using local radiation survey for this area.

Reference(s):

1. O-AF_’-5.1, “Common Unit Radiation Monitoring System”
2. NEI 99-01 AA3
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Category: R — Abnormal Rad Levels / Rad Effluent

Subcategory: 3 — Area Radiation Levels

Initiating Condition: Radiation levels that IMPEDE access to equipment necessary for
normal plant operations, cooldown or shutdown

EAL:

RA3.2 Alert

An UNPLANNED event results in radiation levels that prohibit or IMPEDE access to any
Table R-2 room or area (Note 5)

Note 5:  If the equipment in the listed room or area was already inoperable or out-of-service before the event occurred, then
no emergency classification is warranted.
Table R-2 Safe Operation & Shutdown Rooms/Areas
Room/Area Mode
Aux. Building El 274’ 1,2,3,4
Instrument Rack Rooms
Cable Vault & Tunnels 4

Mode Applicability:
1 - Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 - Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

IMPEDE(D) - Personnel access to a room or area is hindered to an extent that extraordinary
measures are necessary to facilitate entry of personnel into the affected room/area
(e.g., requiring use of protective equipment, such as SCBAs, that is not routinely employed).

UNPLANNED-. A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Basis:

This IC addresses elevated radiation levels in certain plant rooms/areas sufficient to preclude
or impede personnel from performing actions necessary to maintain normal plant operation, or
to perform a normal plant cooldown and shutdown. As such, it represents an actual or
potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant. The Emergeney
DirectorSEM should consider the cause of the increased radiation levels and determine if
another IC may be applicable.

For EAL#2-RA3.2, an Alert declaration is warranted if entry into the affected room/area is, or
may be, procedurally required during the plant operating mode in effect at the time of the
elevated radiation levels. The emergency classification is not contingent upon whether entry is
actually necessary at the time of the increased radiation levels. Access should be considered
as impeded if extraordinary measures are necessary to facilitate entry of personnel into the
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affected room/area (e.g., installing temporary shielding, requiring use of non-routine protective
equipment, requesting an extension in dose limits beyond normal administrative limits).

If the equipment in the listed room or area was already inoperable, or out-of-service, before the
event occurred, then no emergency should be declared since the event will have no adverse
impact beyond that already allowed by Technical Specifications at the time of the event.

The list of plant rooms or areas with entry-related mode applicability identified specify those
rooms or areas that contain equipment which require a manual/local action as specified in
operating procedures used for normal plant operation, cooldown and shutdown. Rooms or
areas in which actions of a contingent or emergency nature would be performed (e.g., an
action to address an off-normal or emergency condition such as emergency repairs, corrective
measures or emergency operations) are not included. In addition, the list specifies the plant
mode(s) during which entry would be required for each room or area (ref. 1).

An emergency declaration is not warranted if any of the following conditions apply:

e The plant is in an operating mode different than the mode specified for the affected
room/area (i.e., entry is not required during the operating mode in effect at the time of
the elevated radiation levels). For example, the plant is in Mode 1 when the radiation
increase occurs, and the procedures used for normal operation, cooldown and
shutdown do not require entry into the affected room until Mode 4.

e The increased radiation levels are a result of a planned activity that includes
compensatory measures which address the temporary inaccessibility of a room or area
(e.g., radiography, spent filter or resin transfer, etc.).

e The action for which room/area entry is required is of an administrative or record
keeping nature (e.g., normal rounds or routine inspections).

e The access control measures are of a conservative or precautionary nature, and would
not actually prevent or impede a required action.

Reference(s):

1. Attachment 2, “Safe Operation & Shutdown Areas Tables R-2 & H-2 Bases”
2. NEI 99-01 AA3
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Category C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

EAL Group: Cold Conditions (RCS temperature <200°F); EALSs in this category
are applicable only in one or more cold operating modes.

Category C EALs are directly gssociated with cold shutdown or refueling system safety
functions. Given the variability of plant configurations (e.g., systems out-of-service for
maintenance, containment open, reduced AC power redundancy, time since shutdown) during
these periods, the consequences of any given initiating event can vary greatly. For example, a
loss of decay heat removal capability that occurs at the end of an extended outage has less
significance than a similar loss occurring during the first week after shutdown. Compounding
these events is the likelihood that instrumentation necessary for assessment may also be

- inoperable. The cold shutdown and refueling system malfunction EALs are based on
performance capability to the extent possible with consideration given to RCS integrity,
CONTAINMENT CLOSURE, and fuel clad integrity for the applicable operating modes (5 -
Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling, DEF — Defueled).

The events of this category pertain to the following subcategories:
1. RCS Level

RCS water level is directly related to the status of adequate core cooling and, therefore,
fuel clad integrity.

2. Loss of Emergency AC Power

Loss of vital plant electrical power can compromise plant safety system operability including
decay heat removal and emergency core cooling systems which may be necessary to
ensure fission product barrier integrity. This category includes loss of onsite and offsite
power sources for 4160V AC emergency buses.

3. RCS Temperature

Uncontrolled or inadvertent temperature or pressure increases are indicative of a potential
loss of safety functions.

4. Loss of Vital DC Power

Loss of emergency plant electrical power can compromise plant safety system operability
including decay heat removal and emergency core cooling systems which may be
necessary to ensure fission product barrier integrity. This category includes loss of power to
or degraded voltage on the 125V DC vital buses.

5. Loss of Communications

Certain events that degrade plant operator ability to effectively communicate with essential
personnel within or external to the plant warrant emergency classmcatlon

6. Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Svstems

Certain hazardous natural and technological events may result in VISIBLE DAMAGE to or
degraded performance of safety systems warranting classification.
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 — RCS Level .
Initiating Condition: UNPLANNED loss of RCS inventory

EAL: |

CuU11 . NOUE

UNPLANNED loss of reactor coolant results in RCS water level less than a required lower
limit for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

UNPLANNED-. A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Basis:

RCS water level less than a required lower limit is meant to be less than the lower end of the
level control band being procedurally maintained for the current condition or evolution.

With the plant in Cold Shutdown, RCS water level is normally maintained within a pressurizer
level control band (ref. 1). However, if RCS level is being controlled below the normal
pressurizer level control band, or if level is being maintained in a designated band in the
reactor vessel it is the inability to maintain level above the low end of the designated control
band due to a loss of inventory resulting from a leak in the RCS that is the concern.

With the plant in Refueling mode, RCS water level is normally maintained at or above the
reactor vessel flange (ref. 2).

This IC addresses the inability to restore and maintain water level to a required minimum level
(or the lower limit of a level band), or a loss of the ability to monitor {reactervesselfRCS
[PWRlorRRPV[BW/R-level concurrent with indications of coolant leakage. Either of these
conditions is considered to be a potential degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

Refueling evolutions that decrease RCS water inventory are carefully planned and controlled.
An UNPLANNED event that results in water level decreasing below a procedurally required
limit warrants the declaration of an UnusualEvenrtNOUE due to the reduced water inventory
that is available to keep the core covered.

This EAL#4 recognizes that the minimum required {reactor-vessel/RCS-[RPU/R}-or RPV

[BWR-level can change several times during the course of a refueling outage as different
plant configurations and system lineups are implemented. This EAL is met if the minimum
level, specified for the current plant conditions, cannot be maintained for 15 minutes or longer.
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The minimum level is typically specified in the applicable operating 6rocedure but may be
specified in another controlling document.

The 15-minute threshold duration allows sufficient time for prompt operator actions to restore
and maintain the expected water level. This criterion excludes transient conditions causing a
brief lowering of water level.

Continued loss of RCS inventory may result in escalation to the Alert emergency classification
level via either IC CA1 or CAS.

Reference(s):

1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”
1(2)-OP-4.1, “Controlling Procedure for Refueling”

1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

1(2)-AP-11, “Loss of RHR”

1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling” -
NEI 99-01 CU1

ook 0w~

Page 77 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364
Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 —RCS Level

Initiating Condition: UNPLANNED loss of RCS inventory

EAL:

Cu1.2 NOUE
RCS water level cannot be monitored

AND EITHER:

¢ UNPLANNED increase in any Table C-1 sump or tank level due to a loss of RCS
inventory
e Visual observation of UNISOLABLE RCS leakage

Table C-1 Sumps/Tanks

e Reactor Containment Sump

e Pressurizer Relief Tank (PRT)

¢ Primary Drain Transfer Tank (PDTT)

e Component Cooling (CC) Surge Tank
e Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):
UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.
UNPLANNED-. A parameter changes or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended

evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Basis:

This IC addresses the inability to restore and maintain water level to a required minimum level
(or the lower limit of a level band), or a loss of the ability to monitor {reactorvessel/RCS{PWR]
or-RR\L [BWRD-level concurrent with indications of coolant leakage. Either of these conditions
is considered to be a potential degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

Refueling evolutions that decrease RCS water inventory are carefully planned and controlled.
An UNPLANNED event that results in water level decreasing below a procedurally required
limit warrants the declaration of an UnusualEvertNOUE due to the reduced water inventory
that is available to keep the core covered.
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This EAL #2-addresses a condition where all means to determine {reactorvessel/RCS{RPAR]
or[BWRY}) level have been lost. In this condition, operators may determine that an inventory
loss is occurring by observing changes in sump and/or tank levels (Table C-1) (ref. 1, 2, 3, 4,

5). Sump and/or tank level changes must be evaluated against other potential sources of
water flow to ensure they are indicative of leakage from the {reactorvesse/RCSJRPWR]-or

BWR]).

In Cold Shutdown mode, the RCS will normally be intact and standard RCS inventory and level
monitoring means are available. In the Refueling mode, the RCS is not intact and Reactor
Vessel level and inventory are monitored by different means. In the Refueling mode, normal
means of RCS level indication may not be available. Redundant means of Reactor Vessel
level indication will normally be installed (including the ability to monitor level visually) to
assure that the ability to monitor level will not be interrupted.

Continued loss of RCS inventory may resulit in escalation to the Alert emergency classification
level via either IC CA1 or CA3.

Reference(s):

1(2)—0#’-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”
1(2)-OP-4.1, “Controlling Procedure for Refueling”
1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

1(2)-AP-11, “Loss of RHR”

1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling”
NEI 99-01 CU1

o g bk wh =
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 - RCS Level

Initiating Condition: Significant Loss of RCS inventory

EAL:

CA1.1 Alert

RCS level < minimum required for continued RHR pump operation

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This IC addresses conditions that are precursors to a loss of the ability to adequately cool
irradiated fuel (i.e., a precursor to a challenge to the fuel clad barrier). This condition
represents a potential substantial reduction in the level of plant safety.

For this EAL-#4, a lowering of RCS water level below-{site-specificlevel-f the specified
value(s) indicates that operator actions have not been successful in restoring and maintaining

{reactorvessellRCS [PWR}-or RV {BWR]}}-water level. The heat-up rate of the coolant will
increase as the available water inventory is reduced. A continuing decrease in water level will
lead to core uncovery. The classification threshold is based on the lowest RCS level that
supports continued decay-heat removal pump (RHR) operations per procedure (ref. 1, 2, 3, 4).

Although related, this EAL is concerned with the loss of RCS inventory and not the potential
concurrent effects on systems needed for decay heat removal (e.g., loss of a Residual Heat
Removal suction point). An increase in RCS temperature caused by a loss of decay heat
removal capability is evaluated under IC CA3.

If RCS -the{reactorvesseRCS[PWRlor RV [BWR-inventory-water level continues to

lower, then escalation to Site Area Emergency would be via IC CS1.
Reference(s):
1. 1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”
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2. 1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

3.1 (2)-AP-1 1, “Loss of RHR”

4. 1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling”
5. NEI 99-01 CA1
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction
Subcategory: - 1-RCSLevel

Initiating Condition: Significant Loss of RCS inventory

EAL:

CA1.2 Alert

RCS water level cannot be monitored for =15 min. (Note 1)
AND EITHER
e UNPLANNED increase in any Table C-1 sump or tank level due to a loss of RCS

inventory
¢ Visual observation of UNISOLABLE RCS leakage

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Table C-1 Sumps/Tanks

e Reactor Containment Sump

e Pressurizer Relief Tank (PRT)

e Primary Drain Transfer Tank (PDTT)

e Component Cooling (CC) Surge Tank
¢ Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.

UNPLANNED - A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Basis:

This IC addresses conditions that are precursors to a loss of the ability to adequately cool
irradiated fuel (i.e., a precursor to a challenge to the fuel clad barrier). This condition
represents a potential substantial reduction in the level of plant safety.
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l hoat I bl l | under 10 CAZ.

For this EAL#2, the inability to monitor {reactorvessel/RCS [RPWR}or RPV/[BWR1)-level may
be caused by instrumentation and/or power failures, or water level dropping below the range of
available instrumentation. [f water level cannot be monitored, operators may determine that an
inventory loss is occurring by observing changes in sump and/or tank levels. Sump and/or
tank level (Table C-1) changes must be evaluated against other potential sources of water flow

to ensure they are indicative of leakage from the {reactorvessel/RCS{PWR}or-RPVA-BWRY
(ref1,2 3.4, 5).

In Cold Shutdown mode, the RCS will normally be intact and standard RCS inventory and level
monitoring means are available. In the Refueling mode, the RCS is not intact and Reactor
Vessel level and inventory are monitored by different means. In the Refueling mode, normal
means of RCS level indication may not be available. Redundant means of Reactor Vessel
level indication will normally be installed (including the ability to monitor level visually) to
assure that the ability to monitor level will not be interrupted.

The 15-minute duration for the loss of level indication was chosen because it is half of the EAL
duration specified in IC CS1,

If the {reactorvessel/RCS [RPAR}-erRRPV{BWRT-inventory level continues to lower, then

escalation to Site Area Emergency would be via IC CS1.
Reference(s):

1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”
1(2)-OP-4.1, “Controlling Procedure for Refueling”
1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

1(2)-AP-11, “Loss of RHR”

1(2)-AP-52, “Loss of Refueling Cavity Level During Refueling”
NEI 99-01 CA1

ook wh =
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Category: - C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 - RCS Level

Initiating Condition: Loss of RCS inventory affecting core decay heat removal capability
EAL:

CS1.41 Site Area Emergency

With CONTAINMENT CLOSURE not established, any confirmed loss of inventory
indication, Table C-2, with RVLIS full range < 62%

Table C-2 Inventory Loss Confirmatory Indications

¢ [n service Standpipe and Ultrasonic level bottomed out
e Decreasing RVLIS level trend
e RHR pump amp fluctuations

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

CONTAINMENT CLOSURE - The action to isolate containment to achieve a functional barrier
to fission product release during plant shutdown conditions.

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardiess of mitigation or corrective actions.

Basis:

This IC addresses a significant and prolonged loss of {reactorvessel/RGS-[PAR}er-RCS
[BWRI-inventory control and makeup capability leading to IMMINENT fuel damage. The lost
inventory may be due to a RCS component failure, a loss of configuration control or prolonged
boiling of reactor coolant. These conditions entail major failures of plant functions needed for
protection of the public and thus warrant a Site Area Emergency declaration.

Following an extended loss of core decay heat removal and inventory makeup, decay heat will
cause reactor coolant boiling and a further reduction in RCS level. If RCS/reactorvesselRCS
level cannot be restored, fuel damage is probable.

Outage/shutdown contingency plans typically provide for re-establishing or verifying
CONTAINMENT CLOSURE following a loss of heat removal or RCS inventory control
functions. The difference in the specified RCS/reactor vessel levels of EALs +-bCS1.1 and
2:bCS1.2 reflect the fact that with CONTAINMENT CLOSURE established, there is a lower
probability of a fission product release to the environment (ref. 1).
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Thisese EALs addresses concerns raised by Generic Letter 88-17, Loss of Decay Heat
Removal; SECY 91-283, Evaluation of Shutdown and Low Power Risk Issues; NUREG-1449,
Shutdown and Low-Power Operation at Commercial Nuclear Power Plants in the United
States; and NUMARC 91-06, Guidelines for Industry Actions to Assess Shutdown
Management.

When Reactor Vessel water level decreases to 254.625 ft el., water level is six inches below

the elevation of the bottom of the RCS hot leg penetration. When Reactor Vessel water level
drops significantly below the elevation of the bottom of the RCS hot leg penetration, all sources
of RCS injection have failed or are incapable of making up for the inventory loss. Six inches
below the elevation of the bottom of the RCS hot leg penetration can be monitored only by
RVLIS full range (62.0%). Level monitoring instruments 1-RC-L1-102 (2-RC-L1-202), 1-RC-LI-
103, (2-RC-LI-203) 1-RC-LI-105 (2-RC-LI-205) and RVLIS upper range are offscale low when
level is below the elevation of the centerline of the RCS loop hot leq penetration (256.333 ft

el.).

Table C-2 provides a list of confirmatory indicators for RCS inventory loss. Due to the
variability of accuracy and usability of RVLIS while in Cold Shutdown or Refueling Mode, the
use of RVLIS for emergency classification purposes is contingent on one or more of the listed
confirmatory indications.

The RVLIS full range threshold has been determined as follows (ref. 2, 3, 4):
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Component Elevation (ft) Radius (in.) RVLIS Full Range (%)
RCS hot leg centerline 256.333 14.5 63.0
Bottom of RCS hot leg , 255.125 NA A
6 in. below bottom of hot leg 254.625 NA B
Top of fuel 252.807 NA 61.0
RVLIS span %/ft = 0.56721

A= 61.0% + (Bottom of RCS hot leg - Top of fuel) x RVLIS span
62.3%

= 61.0% + (6 in. below bottom of hot leg - Top of fuel) x RVLIS span
62.0%

99}
|

!

- EAL RVLIS values have been rounded up to the nearest whole percentage point.
Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs CG1 or AG1RG1.
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Reference(s):

1.

o &~ N

OU-AA-200, “Shutdown Risk Management”
1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”
1(2)-OP-4.1, “Controlling Procedure for Refueling”
1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

NEI 99-01 CS1
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 —RCS Level

Initiating Condition: Loss of RCS inventory affecting core decay heat removal capability
EAL:

CS1.2 Site Area Emergency

With CONTAINMENT CLOSURE established, any confirmed loss of inventory indication,
Table C-2, with RVLIS full range < 61%

Table C-2 Inventory Loss Confirmatory Indications

¢ In service Standpipe and Ultrasonic level bottomed out
e Decreasing RVLIS level trend
e RHR pump amp fluctuations

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

CONTAINMENT CLOSURE - The action to isolate containment to achieve a functional barrier |
to fission product release during plant shutdown conditions.

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions. »

Basis:

This IC addresses a significant and prolonged loss of {reactorvessel/RCSIPAWR}er-RCS
BWRH-inventory control and makeup capability leading to IMMINENT fuel damage. The lost

inventory may be due to a RCS component failure, a loss of configuration control or prolonged
boiling of reactor coolant. These conditions entail major failures of plant functions needed for
protection of the public and thus warrant a Site Area Emergency declaration.

Following an extended loss of core decay heat removal and inventory makeup, decay heat will
cause reactor coolant boiling and a further reduction in RCS level. If RCSkeactorvesselRCS
level cannot be restored, fuel damage is probable.

Outage/shutdown contingency plans typically provide for re-establishing or verifying
CONTAINMENT CLOSURE following a loss of heat removal or RCS inventory control
functions. The difference in the specified RCS/reactor vessel levels of EALs 4+:bCS1.1 and
2bCS1.2 reflect the fact that with CONTAINMENT CLOSURE established, there is a lower
probability of a fission product release to the environment (ref. 1).
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Thisese EALs addresses concerns raised by Generic Letter 88-17, Loss of Decay Heat
Removal; SECY 91-283, Evaluation of Shutdown and Low Power Risk Issues; NUREG-1449,
Shutdown and Low-Power Operation at Commercial Nuclear Power Plants in the United
States; and NUMARC 91-06, Guidelines for Industry Actions to Assess Shutdown
Management.

This level drop can only be remotely monitored by Reactor Vessel Level Instrumentation
System (RVLIS). When Reactor Vessel water level drops below RVLIS full range setpoint of
61% (ref. 2). core uncovery is about to occur.

Table C-2 provides a list of confirmatory indicators for RCS inventory loss. Due to the
variability of accuracy and usability of RVLIS while in Cold Shutdown or Refueling Mode, the
use of RVLIS for emergency classification purposes is contingent on one or more of the listed
confirmatory indications.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs CG1 or AGIRG1.
Reference(s): '

1. OU-AA-200, “Shutdown Risk Management”

1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”

1(2)-OP-4.1, “Controlling Procedure for Refueling”

1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

NEI 99-01 CS1
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 - RCS Level

Initiating Condition: Loss of RCS inventory affecting core decay heat removal capability
EAL:

CSs1.3 Site Area Emergency
RCS level cannot be monitored for =30 min. (Note 1)
AND

Core uncovery is indicated by any of the following:

e UNPLANNED increase in any Table C~1 sump or'tank level of sufficient magnitude
to indicate core uncovery

e Visual observation of UNISOLABLE RCS leakage of sufficient magnitude to indicate
core uncovery

¢ Any containment area radiation monitor reading > 3 R/hr (Refueling Mode)

e Erratic source range monitor indications

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or will likely be
exceeded. .

Table C-1 Sumps/Tanks

¢ Reactor Containment Sump

e Pressurizer Relief Tank (PRT)

e Primary Drain Transfer Tank (PDTT)

e Component Cooling (CC) Surge Tank
¢ Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.

UNPLANNED - A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Page 90 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Basis:

This IC addresses a significant and prolonged loss of {reactorvessel/RGS-RCSIPWR}-erRPY
[BWRJ-inventory control and makeup capability leading to IMMINENT fuel damage. The lost
inventory may be due to a RCS component failure, a loss of configuration control or prolonged
boiling of reactor coolant. These conditions entail major failures of plant functions needed for
protection of the public and thus warrant a Site Area Emergency declaration.

Following an extended loss of core decay heat removal and inventory makeup, decay heat will
cause reactor coolant boiling and a further reduction in reactor vessel level. If RCS/reacter
vessel level cannot be restored, fuel damage is probable.

In this EAL-3-a, the 30-minute criterion is tied to a readily recognizable event start time (i.e.,
the total loss of ability to monitor level), and allows sufficient time to monitor, assess and
correlate reactor and plant conditions to determine if core uncovery has actually occurred (i.e.,
to account for various accident progression and instrumentation uncertainties). It also allows
sufficient time for performance of actions to terminate leakage, recover inventory
control/makeup equipment and/or restore level monitoring.

The inability to monitor {reactervessel/RCS [PWRler RPV{BWRY}-level may be caused by

instrumentation and/or power failures, or water level dropping below the range of available
instrumentation. If water level cannot be monitored, operators may determine that an
inventory loss is occurring by observing changes in sump and/or tank levels (Table C-1).
Sump and/or tank level changes must be evaluated against other potential sources of water
flow to ensure they are indicative of leakage from the {reactorvessel/RCS{PWR}-er-RPV
BWRY (ref. 1, 2, 3).

In Cold Shutdown mode, the RCS will normally be intact and standard RCS inventory and level
monitoring means are available. In the Refueling mode, the RCS is not intact and Reactor
Vessel level and inventory are monitored by different means. In the Refueling mode, normai
means of RCS level indication may not be available. Redundant means of Reactor Vessel
level indication will normally be installed (including the ability to monitor level visually) to
assure that the ability to monitor level will not be interrupted.

If the make-up rate to the RCS unexplainably rises above the pre-established rate, a loss of
RCS inventory may be occurring even if the source of the leakage cannot be immediately
identified. Visual observation of leakage from systems connected to the RCS that cannot be
isolated could also be indicative of a loss of RCS inventory.

In the Refueling mode, the dose rate above the core will rise as water level in the reactor
vessel lowers. The dose rate due to this core shine should result in on-scale indications of > 3
R/hr on containment area radiation monitors (ref. 4).

Post-TMI accident studies indicated that the installed PWR nuclear instrumentation will operate
erratically when the core is uncovered and that this should be used as a tool for making such
determinations.
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Fhese-This EALs addresses concerns raised by Generic Letter 88-17, Loss of Decay Heat
Removal; SECY 91-283, Evaluation of Shutdown and Low Power Risk Issues; NUREG-1449,
Shutdown and Low-Power Operation at Commercial Nuclear Power Plants in the United
States; and NUMARC 91-06, Guidelines for Industry Actions to Assess Shutdown
Management.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs CG1 or AG4HRG1
Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”

1(2)-OP-4.1, “Controlling Procedure for Refueling”

1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

RA-0078, “Verification of Radiation Monitor Response to Core Uncovery”

NEI 99-01 CS1

A S
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 —RCS Level

Initiating Condition: Loss of RCS inventory affecting fuel clad integrity with containment
challenged

EAL:

CG1.1 General Emergency

Any confirmed loss of inventory indication, Table C-2, with RVLIS full range < 61% for
>30 min. (Note 1)

AND
Any Containment Challenge indication, Table C-3

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or will likely
be exceeded.

Note 6:  If CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is re-established prior to exceeding the 30-minute time limit, declaration of a General
Emergency is not required.

Table C-2 Inventory Loss Confirmatory Indications

¢ In service Standpipe and Ultrasonic level bottomed out
e Decreasing RVLIS level trend
¢ RHR pump amp fluctuations

Table C-3 Containment Challenge Indications

o CONTAINMENT CLOSURE not established (Note 6)
e CTMT hydrogen concentration =4%
e UNPLANNED increase in CTMT pressure

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

CONTAINMENT CLOSURE - The action to isolate containment to achieve a functlonal barrier
to fission product release during plant shutdown conditions.

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

UNPLANNED - A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.
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Basis:

This IC addresses the inability to restore and maintain reastorvesselRCS level above the top
of active fuel with containment challenged. This condition represents actual or IMMINENT
substantial core degradation or melting with potential for loss of containment integrity.
Releases can be reasonably expected to exceed EPA PAG exposure levels offsite for more
than the immediate site area. '

Following an extended loss of core decay heat removal and inventory makeup, decay heat will
cause reactor coolant boiling and a further reduction in reactor vessel level. If RCS/reactor
vessel level cannot be restored, fuel damage is probable.

Three conditions are associated with a challenge to containment’s capability to serve as an
effective barrier to fission product release (Table C-3):

1. With CONTAINMENT CLOSURE not established, there is a high potential for a direct
and unmonitored release of radioactivity to the environment _(ref. 1). If CONTAINMENT
CLOSURE is re-established prior to exceeding the 30-minute time limit, then declaration
of a General Emergency is not required.

2. The existence of an explosive mixture means, at a minimum, that the containment
atmospheric hydrogen concentration is sufficient to support a hydrogen burn (i.e., at the
lower deflagration limit_of 4%). A hydrogen burn will raise containment pressure and
could result in collateral equipment damage leading to a loss of containment integrity. It
therefore represents a challenge to containment integrity.

In the early stages of a core uncovery event, it is unlikely that hydrogen buildup due to a
core uncovery could result in an explosive gas mixture in containment. However,
containment monitoring and/or sampling should be performed to verify this assumption
and a General Emergency declared if it is determined that hydrogen concentration has
exceeded the minimum necessary to support a hydrogen burn (4%) (ref. 2). If all
installed hydrogen gas monitors are out-of-service during an event leading to fuel
cladding damage, it may not be possible to obtain a containment hydrogen gas
concentration reading as ambient conditions within the containment will preclude
personnel access. During periods when installed containment hydrogen gas monitors
are out-of-service, operators may use the other listed indications to assess whether or
not containment is challenged.

3. Any UNPLANNED rise in containment pressure in the Cold Shutdown or Refueling
mode indicates a potential challenge of CONTAINMENT CLOSURE capability. This is
due to the potential use of temporary penetration seals, water seals or other closure
mechanisms used to support maintenance that are not suitable to withstand a rise in
containment pressure. UNPLANNED containment pressure rise indicates
CONTAINMENT CLOSURE cannot be assured and the containment cannot be relied
upon as a barrier to fission product release.
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This EAL addresses concerns raised by Generic Letter 88-17, Loss of Decay Heat Removal,
SECY 91-283, Evaluation of Shutdown and Low Power Risk Issues; NUREG-1449, Shutdown
and Low-Power Operation at Commercial Nuclear Power Plants in the United States; and
NUMARC 91-06, Guidelines for Industry Actions to Assess Shutdown Management.

This level drop can only be remotely monitored by Reactor Vessel Level Instrumentation
System (RVLIS). When Reactor Vessel water level drops below RVLIS full range setpoint of
61%, core uncovery is about to occur.

Table C-2 provides a list of confirmatory indicators for RCS inventory loss. Due to the
variability of accuracy and usability of RVLIS while in Cold Shutdown or Refueling Mode, the
use of RVLIS for emergency classification purposes is contingent on one or more of the listed
confirmatory indications (ref. 3).

EAL RVLIS values have been rounded up to the nearest whole percentage point.

Reference(s): ,

1. OU-AA-200, “Shutdown Risk Management”

2. 1(2)-FR-C.1, “Response to Inadequate Core Cooling”
3. 1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”
4 .

. NEI 99-01 CG1
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 —RCS Level

Initiating Condition: Loss of RCS inventory affecting fuel clad integrity with containment
challenged

EAL:

CG1.2 General Emergency

RCS level cannot be monitored for =30 min. (Note 1)

AND

Core uncovery is indicated by any of the following:

e UNPLANNED increase in any Table C-1 sump or tank level of sufficient magnitude
to indicate core uncovery

¢ Visual observation of UNISOLABLE RCS leakage of sufficient magnitude to indicate
core uncovery :

e Any containment area radiation monitor reading > 3 R/hr (Refueling Mode)
e Erratic source range monitor indications
AND

Any Containment Challenge indication, Table C-3

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
- will likely be exceeded.

Note 6: If CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is re-established prior to exceeding the 30-minute time limit, declaration
of a General Emergency is not required.

Table C-1 Sumps/Tanks

e Reactor Containment Sump

e Pressurizer Relief Tank (PRT)

e Primary Drain Transfer Tank (PDTT)

e Component Cooling (CC) Surge Tank
e Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)
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Table C-3 Containment Challenge Indications

o CONTAINMENT CLOSURE not established (Note 6)
o CTMT hydrogen concentration >4%
e  UNPLANNED increase in CTMT pressure

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

. CONTAINMENT CLOSURE - The action to isolate containment to achieve a functional barrier

to fission product release during plant shutdown conditions.

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.

UNPLANNED - A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown. -

Basis:

This IC addresses the inability to restore and maintain reactervesselRCS level above the top
of active fuel with containment challenged. This condition represents actual or IMMINENT
substantial core degradation or melting with potential for loss of containment integrity.

Releases can be reasonably expected to exceed EPA PAG exposure levels offsite for more
than the immediate site area.

Following an extended loss of core decay heat removal and inventory makeup, decay heat will
cause reactor coolant boiling and a further reduction in reactor vessel level. If RCSkeactor
vessel level cannot be restored, fuel damage is probable.

The inability to monitor {(reactorvesseRCSIRPWR} or RCS JBWR}Hevel may be caused by

instrumentation and/or power failures, or water level dropping below the range of available
instrumentation. If water level cannot be monitored, operators may determine that an
inventory loss is occurring by observing changes in sump and/or tank levels_(Table C-1).
Sump and/or tank level changes must be evaluated against other potential sources of water
flow to ensure they are indicative of leakage from the {reactorvessel/RCSJRPAR}l-or RPV
BYARD (ref. 2, 3, 4).

In Cold Shutdown mode, the RCS will normally be intact and standard RCS inventory and level
monitoring means are available. In the Refueling mode, the RCS is not intact and Reactor
Vessel level and inventory are monitored by different means. In the Refueling mode, normal
means of RCS level indication may not be available. Redundant means of Reactor Vessel
level indication will normally be installed (including the ability to monitor level visually) to
assure that the ability to monitor level will not be interrupted.
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If the make-up rate to the RCS unexplainably rises above the pre-established rate, a loss of
RCS inventory may be occurring even if the source of the leakage cannot be immediately
identified. Visual observation of leakage from systems connected to the RCS that cannot be
isolated could also be indicative of a loss of RCS inventory.

In the Refueling mode, the dose rate above the core will rise as water level in the reactor
vessel lowers. The dose rate due to this core shine should result in on-scale indications of > 3
R/hr on containment area radiation monitors (ref. 5).

Post-TMI accident studies indicated that the installed PWR nuclear instrumentation will operate
erratically when the core is uncovered and that this should be used as a tool for making such
determinations.

{n-EAL 2b-{The 30-minute criterion is tied to a readily recognizable event start time (i.e., the
total loss of ability to monitor level), and allows sufficient time to monitor, assess and correlate
reactor and plant conditions to determine if core uncovery has actually occurred (i.e., to
account for various accident progression and instrumentation uncertainties). It also allows
sufficient time for performance of actions to terminate leakage, recover inventory
control/makeup equipment and/or restore level monitoring.

Three conditions are associated with a challenge to containment’s capability to serve as an
effective barrier to fission product release:

1. With CONTAINMENT CLOSURE not established, there is a high potential for a direct
| and unmonitored release of radioactivity to the environment (ref.1). If CONTAINMENT
CLOSURE is re-established prior to exceeding the 30-minute time limit, then declaration
of a General Emergency is not required.

2. The existence of an explosive mixture means, at a minimum, that the containment
atmospheric hydrogen concentration is sufficient to support a hydrogen burn (i.e., at the
| lower deflagration limit of 4%). A hydrogen burn will raise containment pressure and
could result in collateral equipment damage leading to a loss of containment integrity. it
therefore represents a challenge to containment integrity.

In the early stages of a core uncovery event, it is unlikely that hydrogen buildup due to a
core uncovery could result in an explosive gas mixture in containment. However,
containment monitoring and/or sampling should be performed to verify this assumption
and a General Emergency declared if it is determined that hydrogen concentration has
exceeded the minimum necessary to support a hydrogen burn (4%) (ref. 6). If all
installed hydrogen gas monitors are out-of-service during an event leading to fuel
cladding damage, it may not be possible to obtain a containment hydrogen gas
concentration reading as ambient conditions within the containment will preclude
personnel access. During periods when installed containment hydrogen gas monitors
are out-of-service, operators may use the other listed indications to assess whether or
not containment is challenged.

3. Any UNPLANNED rise in containment pressure in the Cold Shutdown or Refueling
mode indicates a potential challenge of CONTAINMENT CLOSURE capability. This is
due to the potential use of temporary penetration seals, water seals or other closure
mechanisms used to support maintenance that are not suitable to withstand a rise in
containment pressure. UNPLANNED containment pressure rise indicates
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CONTAINMENT CLOSURE cannot be assured and the containment cannot be relied
upon as a barrier to fission product release.

Thisese EALs addresses concerns raised by Generic Letter 88-17, Loss of Decay Heat
Removal, SECY 91-283, Evaluation of Shutdown and Low Power Risk Issues; NUREG-1449,
Shutdown and Low-Power Operation at Commercial Nuclear Power Plants in the United
States; and NUMARC 91-06, Guidelines for Industry Actions to Assess Shutdown
Management.

Reference(s):

OU-AA-200, “Shutdown Risk Management”

1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”

1(2)-OP-4.1, “Controlling Proce)dur'e for Refueling”

1(2)-AP-17, “Shutdown LOCA”

RA-0078, “Verification of Radiation Monitor Response to Core Uncovery”
1(2)-FR-C.1, “Response to Inadequate Core Cooling”

NEI 99-01 CG1
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 2 — Loss of Emergency AC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of all but one AC power source to emergency buses for 15
minutes or longer

EAL:

cu2.1 NOUE

AC power capability, Table C-4, to Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J reduced to a
single power source for =15 min. (Note 1)

AND

Any additional single power source failure will result in loss of all AC power to SAFETY
SYSTEMS

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceéded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Table C-4 AC Power Sources

Offsite:
Unit 1

e Transfer Bus D
e Transfer Bus F
e Station Bus 1B
e Station Bus 2B

Unit 2

e Transfer Bus E
e Transfer Bus F
e Station Bus 2C
e Station Bus 1A

Onsite:

o 1(2)H EDG

e 1(2)J EDG

¢ AAC (SBO) Diesel Generator (if already
aligned) .

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling, DEF - Defueled
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Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remaln functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:
Table C-4 provides a list of offsite and onsite AC electrical power sources credited for this EAL.
Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J are the emergency buses (ref. 5).

This IC describes a significant degradation of offsite and onsite AC power sources such that
any additional single failure would result in a loss of all AC power to SAFETY SYSTEMS. In
this condition, the sole AC power source may be powering one, or more than one, train of
safety-related equipment.

When in the cold shutdown, refueling, or defueled mode, this condition is not classified as an
Alert because of the increased time available to restore another power source to service.
Additional time is available due to the reduced core decay heat load, and the lower
temperatures and pressures in various plant systems. Thus, when in these modes, this
condition is considered to be a potential degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

An “AC power source” is a source recognized in AOPs and EOPs, and capable of supplying
required power to an emergency bus. Some examples of this condition are presented below.

« Aloss of all offsite power with a concurrent failure of all but one emergency power
source (e.g., an onsite diesel generator).

« Aloss of all offsite power and loss of all emergency power sources (e.g., onsite diesel
generators) with a single train of emergency buses being back-fed from the unit main

generatortransformer.

« Aloss of emergency power sources (e.g., onsite diesel generators) with a single train of
emergency buses being baek-fed from an offsite power source.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary losses of
power.

The subsequent loss of the remaining single power source would escalate the event to an Alert
in accordance with IC CA2.

The main generators are connected to the plant through the station service transformers
(§S8Ts), which step the generator voltage down for distribution to the plant auxiliary systems.
The generators are connected to the switchyard through the main transformers (MTs). A
breaker on the output of Unit 1 generator allows the generator to be electrically disconnected
from the SSTs and MTs; the Unit 2 generator does not have a generator breaker. When a unit
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is shut down, the plant auxiliary systems are provided with electrical power from the switchyard
through the MTs and SSTs or Reserve Station Service Transformers (RSSTs). The emergency
buses are normally powered from the switchyard through redundant reserve station service
transformers (RSSTs). Additional bus ties for Unit 1exist between the 1H emergency bus to 1B
station service bus and 1J emergency bus to 2B station service bus which can provide a
second independent offsite power sources to each Unit 1 emergency bus. Unit 2 emergency
busses can be cross tied between the following: 2C station service bus to 2H and 1A station
service bus to 2J, which can provide a second independent offsite power source to each Unit
emergency bus. :

The station is equipped with an onsite blackout diesel generator that ensures a supply of
power to at least one emergency 4160-Volt emergency bus during station blackout conditions
when both emergency busses for a unit are initially lost. Under SBO conditions (for which the
system was designed), the SBO diesel generator is used to supply power to one emergency
bus on the unit which has initially lost both of its emergency busses. AP-10, Loss of Electrical
Power, also allows the use of the SBO diesel generator to supply power to an emergency bus
under non-blackout conditions. A bus that is powered from the SBO can be credited as being
powered from an independent power source. However, since it takes longer than 15 minutes to
align the SBO diesel generator, the generator must be “already alighed” to credit it as an AC
power source.

Reference(s):

11715-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 1)”
12050-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 2)”
1(2)-ECA-0.0, “Loss of All AC Power”

0-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3

NEI 99-01 CU2
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 2 — Loss of Emergency AC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of all offsite and all onsite AC power to emergency buses for 15
minutes or longer

EAL:

CA2.1 Alert

Loss of all offsite and all onsite AC power to Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J
for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling, DEF - Defueled
Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:

For this EAL credit can be taken for any AC power source that has sufficient capability to
operate equipment necessary to maintain a safe shutdown condition, such as FLEX
generators, provided it can be aligned within the 15 minute classification criteria.

Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buées H and J are the emergency buses (ref. 5).

This IC addresses a total loss of AC power that compromises the performance of all SAFETY
SYSTEMS requiring electric power including those necessary for emergency core cooling,
containment heat removal/pressure control, spent fuel heat removal and the ultimate heat sink.

When in the cold shutdown, refueling, or defueled mode, this condition is not classified as a
Site Area Emergency because of the increased time available to restore an emergency bus to
service. Additional time is available due to the reduced core decay heat load, and the lower
temperatures and pressures in various plant systems. Thus, when in these modes, this
condition represents an actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the
plant.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary power losses.
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Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs CS1 or AS4RS31.

The main generators are connected to the plant through the station service transformers
(SSTs), which step the generator voltage down for distribution to the plant auxiliary systems.
The generators are connected to the switchyard through the main transformers (MTs). A
breaker on the output of Unit 1 generator allows the generator to be electrically disconnected
from the SSTs and MTs; the Unit 2 generator does not have a generator breaker. When a unit
is shut down, the plant auxiliary systems are provided with electrical power from the switchyard
through the MTs and SSTs or Reserve Station Service Transformers (RSSTs). The emergency
buses are normally powered from the switchyard through redundant reserve station service
transformers (RSSTs). Additional bus ties for Unit 1exist between the 1H emergency bus to 1B
station service bus and 1J emergency bus to 2B station service bus which can provide a
second independent offsite power sources to each Unit 1 emergency bus. Unit 2 emergency
busses can be cross tied between the following: 2C station service bus to 2H and 1A station
service bus to 2J, which can provide a second independent offsite power source to each Unit 2
emergency bus.

The station is equipped with an onsite blackout diesel generator that ensures a supply of
power to at least one emergency 4160-Volt emergency bus during station blackout conditions
when both emergency busses for a unit are initially lost. Under SBO conditions (for which the
system was designed), the SBO diesel generator is used to supply power to one emergency
bus on the unit which has initially lost both of its emergency busses. AP-10, Loss of Electrical
Power, also allows the use of the SBO diesel generator to supply power to an emergency bus
under non-blackout conditions. A bus that is powered from the SBO can be credited as being
powered from an independent power source. However, since it takes longer than 15 minutes to
align the SBO diesel generator, the generator must be “already aligned” to credit it as an AC
power source. '

This cold condition EAL is equivalent to the hot condition EAL MS1.1.
Reference(s):

11715-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 1)’

12050-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 2)”

1(2)-ECA-0.0, “Loss of All AC Power”

0-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3

NEI 99-01 CU2
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 3 — RCS Temperature

Initiating Condition: UNPLANNED increase in RCS temperature

EAL.:

Cu3A1 NOUE

UNPLANNED increase in RCS temperature to > 200°F

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling
Definition(s):

CONTAINMENT CLOSURE - The action to isolate containment to achieve a functional barrier
to fission product release during plant shutdown conditions.

UNPLANNED-. A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Basis:

In the absence of reliable RCS temperature indication caused by the loss of decay heat
removal capability, classification should be based on time to 200°F data when in Mode 6 or the
RCS is not intact in Mode 5 (ref. 1). If the RCS is intact, classification should be based on the
RCS pressure increase criteria of CA3.1. Guidance for calculating RCS time to 200°F is
provided in 1(2)-AP-11 Loss of RHR (ref. 2).

This IG-EAL addresses an UNPLANNED increase in RCS_temperature above the Technical
Specification cold shutdown temperature limit or-the-inabilityto-determine RCS-termperature
andevel.and represents a potential degradation of the level of safety of the plant (ref. 1). If
the RCS_is not intact and CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is not established during this event, the
Emergeney-BPirectorSEM should also refer to IC-EAL CA3.1.

A momentary UNPLANNED excursion above the Technical Specification cold shutdown
temperature limit when the heat removal function is available does not warrant a classification.

EAL+#1This-EALThis EAL involves a loss of decay heat removal capability, or an addition of
heat to the RCS in excess of that which can currently be removed, such that reactor coolant
temperature cannot be maintained below the cold shutdown temperature limit specified in
Technical Specifications. During this condition, there is no immediate threat of fuel damage
because the core decay heat load has been reduced since the cessation of power operation.

During an outage, the level in the reactor vessel will normally be maintained at or above the
reactor vessel flange. Refueling evolutions that lower water level below the reactor vessel
flange are carefully planned and controlled. A loss of forced decay heat removal at reduced
inventory may result in a rapid increase in reactor coolant temperature depending on the time
after shutdown_(ref. 2).
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Escalation to Alert would be via IC CA1 based on an inventory loss or IC CA3 based on
exceeding plant configuration-specific time criteria.

Reference(s):
1. Technical Specifications Table 1.1-1

2. 1(2)-AP-11, “Loss of RHR”
3. NEI 99-01 CU3
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 3 — RCS Temperature

Initiating Condition: UNPLANNED increase in RCS temperature

EAL: ‘

Cu3.2 NOUE

Loss of all RCS temperature and RCS water level indication for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6- Refueling
Definition(s):

CONTAINMENT CLOSURE - The action to isolate containment to achieve a functional barrier
to fission product release during plant shutdown conditions.

Basis:

This {S-EALEAL addresses ar-UNREANNED-inerease in RCS-temperature-above the
Technical-Specification-cold-shutdown-temperature-limit-or-the inability to determine RCS

temperature and level, andand represents a potential degradation of the level of safety of the
plant. If the RCS is not intact and CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is not established during this
event, the Emergeney-BirectorSEM should also refer to 1G-EAL CA3.1.

EAL#2This EALThis EAL reflects a condition where there has been a significant loss of

instrumentation capability necessary to monitor RCS conditions and operators would be
unable to monitor key parameters necessary to assure core decay heat removal. During this
condition, there is no immediate threat of fuel damage because the core decay heat load has
been reduced since the cessation of power operation.

RCS level indications include (ref. 2):
e Standpipe level indication 1(2)-RC-LI-102
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o Cold Shutdown Level Indicator 1(2)-RC-LI-103
e Independent RCS Level Indicator 1(2)-RC-LI1-105
e RVLIS Upper Range Train

e RVLIS Full Range

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary losses of
indication.

Escalation to Alert would be via IC CA1 based on an inventory loss or IC CA3 based on
exceeding plant configuration-specific time criteria.

Reference(s):

1. Technical Specifications Table 1.1-1

2. 1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”
3. NEI99-01 CU3
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 3 — RCS Temperature

Initiating Condition: Inability to maintain plant in cold shutdown

EAL:

CA3.1 Alert

UNPLANNED increase in RCS temperature to > 200°F for > Table C-5 duration
(Notes 1, 12)

OR
UNPLANNED RCS pressure increase > 10 psi (does not apply to solid plant conditions)

‘Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the applicable time has been
exceeded, or will likely be exceeded.

Note 12:  If an RCS heat removal system is in operation within the applicable Table C-5 heat-up duration and
RCS temperature is being reduced, the EAL is not applicable.

Table C-5 RCS Heat-up Duration Thresholds

CONTAINMENT .

RCS Status CLOSURE Status Heat-up Duration
Intact AND not
reduced/decreased 60 min.
inventory
Not intact OR Established 20 min.
reduced/decreased
inventory Not established 0 min.

Mode Applicability:

5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling

Definition(s):

CONTAINMENT CLOSURE - The action to isolate containment to achieve a functional barrier
to fission product release during plant shutdown conditions.

UNPLANNED-. A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Basis:

In the absence of reliable RCS temperature indication caused by the loss of decay heat
removal capability, classification should be based on time to 200°F data when in Mode 6 or the
RCS is not intact in Mode 5 (ref. 1). If the RCS is intact, classification should be based on the
RCS pressure increase criteria of CA3.1. Guidance for calculating RCS time to 200°F is
provided in 1(2)-AP-11 Loss of RHR (ref. 2).
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Decreased Inventory is defined as a condition with fuel in the Reactor Vessel and any RCS
Loop Stop Valve closed, or RCS water level less than five percent (5%) in the pressurizer.
With the Reactor Vessel Head removed and the Reactor Cavity filled to at least 23 feet above
the Reactor Vessel Flange, the RCS is not considered to be in a decreased inventory condition

(ref. 3).

Reduced Inventory is defined as a condition with fuel in the Reactor Vessel and water level
lower than three feet below the Reactor Vessel flange. This corresponds to a plant elevation of
259.8 ft. If reading RCS Level from the MCR on 1(2)-RC-LI-102, RCS Standpipe, Reduced
Inventory corresponds to an indicated level of 42 inches (ref. 3).

This G-EAL addresses conditions involving a loss of decay heat removal capability or an
addition of heat to the RCS in excess of that which can currently be removed. Either condition
represents an actual or potential substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

A momentary UNPLANNED excursion above the Technical Specification cold shutdown
temperature limit when the heat removal function is available does not warrant a classification.

The RCS Heat-up Duration Thresholds table addresses an increase in RCS temperature when
CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is established but the RCS is not intact, or RCS inventory is
reduced (e.g., mid-loop operation in PWRs). The 20-minute criterion was included to allow
time for operator action to address the temperature increase.

The RCS Heat-up Duration Thresholds table also addresses an increase in RCS temperature
with the RCS intact. The status of CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is not crucial in this condition
since the intact RCS is providing a high pressure barrier to a fission product release. The 60-
minute time frame should allow sufficient time to address the temperature increase without a
substantial degradation in plant safety.

Finally, in the case where there is an increase in RCS temperature, the RCS is not intact or is
at reduced inventory-fP/R}, and CONTAINMENT CLOSURE is not established, no heat-up
duration is allowed (i.e., 0 minutes). This is because 1) the evaporated reactor coolant may be
released directly into the containment atmosphere and subsequently to the environment, and
2) there is reduced reactor coolant inventory above the top of irradiated fuel.

The RCS should be assumed to be intact when the RCS pressure boundary is in its normal
condition for the Cold Shutdown mode of operation (e.g., no freeze seals). With the
Pressurizer PORV(s) blocked open, the RCS is considered not intact.

The RCS pressure increase threshold EAL#2-provides a pressure-based indication of RCS
heat-up_in the absence of RCS temperature monitoring capability. 1(2)-RC-PI-1403B and 1(2)-
RC-PI-1402B provide RCS narrow range pressure indication (ref. 4, 5).

Escalation of the emerdency classification level would be via IC CS1 or AS4RS1.
Reference(s):

1. Technical Specifications Table 1.1-1

2. 1(2)-AP-11, “Loss of RHR”

3. 1(2)-OP-5.4, “Draining the Reactor Coolant System”

4

‘4. 1-ICP-RC-P1403 (2-ICP-RC-P2403), “Reactor Coolant System Pressure (Wide and Narrow
Range) Protection Channel IV Calibration”
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5. 1-ICP-RC-P1402 (2-ICP-RC-P2402), “Reactor Coolant System Pressure (Wide and Narrow
Range) Protection Channel | Calibration”

6. NEI 99-01 CA3
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Category: C - Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 4 — L oss of Vital DC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of vital DC power for 15 minutes or longer

EAL.:

Cu4.1 NOUE

Indicated voltage is < 105 VDC on required vital 125 VDC battery buses for =15 min.
(Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling
Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis
There are four independent 125 volt DC systems for each unit.

Each system consists of 125 volt DC distribution panels and its respective battery and a
battery charger. The batteries 1(2)-1, 1(2)-1l, 1(2)-1ll, and 1(2)-1V supply power only if the
battery chargers fail or if the demand exceeds the capacity of the chargers. The batteries are
rated for a minimum of two hours (ref. 1, 2).

A battery terminal voltage of 105 volts DC is the minimum voltage required to ensure proper
operation of equipment connected to the DC bus (ref. 4).

This IC addresses a loss of vital DC power which compromises the ability to monitor and
control operable SAFETY SYSTEMS when the plant is in the cold shutdown or refueling mode.
In these modes, the core decay heat load has been significantly reduced, and coolant system
temperatures and pressures are lower; these conditions increase the time available to restore
a vital DC bus to service. Thus, this condition is considered to be a potential degradation of
the level of safety of the plant. :

As used in this EAL, “required” means the vital DC buses necessary to support operation of
the in-service, or operable, train or trains of SAFETY SYSTEM equipment. For example, if
Train A is out-of-service (inoperable) for scheduled outage maintenance work and Train B is
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in-service (operable), then a loss of vital DC power affecting Train B would require the
declaration of an YnusualEventNOUE. A loss of vital DC power to Train A would not warrant
an emergency classification.

The term “required” is meant to be consistent with the requirements of Technical Specifications
for the plant shutdown operating modes (ref. 3).

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary power losses.

Debending upon the event, escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC
CA1 or CA3, or an IC in Reeognition-Category AR.

This cold condition EAL is equivalent to the hot condition EAL MS2.1.
Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3.2, “Direct Current Power System”

Technical Specifications Section 3.8.5, “DC Sources — Shutdown”
0-OP-6.4, “Operation of the SBO Diesel (SBO Event)”

NEI 99-01 CU4

a s~ 0N
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Category: C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 5 — Loss of Communications

Initiating Condition: Loss of all onsite or offsite communications capabilities
EAL:

CuU5.1 NOUE
Loss of all Table C-6 onsite communication methods
OR

Loss of all Table C-6 State and local agency communication methods
OR
Loss of all Table C-6 NRC communication methods

Table C-6  Communication Methods

State/

Local NRC

System - Onsite

Radio Communications System

Public Address and Intercom System

Private Brangh Telephone Exchange (PBX)

X | X | X | X
X
X

Sound Powered Telephone System

Commercial Telephone System X X

Automatic Ring Downs (SONET Ring)

Instaphone Loop

Dedicated NRC Communications X

Mode Applicability:

5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling, DEF — Defueled
Definition(s):

None
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Basis:

This IC addresses a significant loss of on-site or offsite communications capabilities. While not
a direct challenge to plant or personnel safety, this event warrants prompt notifications to
OROs-State and local agencies and the NRC.

This IC should be assessed only when extraordinary means are being utilized to make
communications possible (e.g., use of non-plant, privately owned equipment, relaying of on-
site information via individuals or multiple radio transmission points, individuals being sent to
offsite locations, etc.).

The first EAL condition EAL#4-addresses a total loss of the communications methods used in
support of routine plant operations.

The second EAL condition EAL#2-addresses a total loss of the communications methods

used to notify all ©ROs-State and local agencies of an emergency declaration. The OROs
State and local agencies referred to here are {see-DeveloperNetes)ithe Commonwealth of
Virginia and affected local communities.

The third EAL condition EAL#3-addresses a total loss of the communications methods used to
notify the NRC of an emergency declaration.

This cold condition EAL is equivalent to the hot condition EAL MU7.1.

Reference(s):

1. North Anna Power Station Emergency Plan, Section 7.2, “Communications Systems”
2. UFSAR Section 9.5.2, “Communication Systems”
3. NEI 99-01 CU5
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Category: ‘ C — Cold Shutdown / Refueling System Malfunction

Subcategory: 6 — Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Systems

Initiating Condition: Hazardous event affecting SAFETY SYSTEMS needed for the current
operating mode

EAL:

CA6.1 Alert

The occurrence of any Table C-7 hazardous event
AND

Event damage has caused indications of degraded performance on one train of a SAFETY
SYSTEM needed for the current operating mode

AND EITHER:

e Event damage has caused indications of degraded performance to the second train
of the SAFETY SYSTEM needed for the current operating mode

¢ Event damage has resulted in VISIBLE DAMAGE to the second train of the
- SAFETY SYSTEM needed for the current operating mode

(Notes 9, 10)

Note 9:  If the affected SAFETY SYSTEM train was already inoperable or out of serwce before the hazardous
event occurred, then emergency classification is not warranted.

Note 10: If the hazardous event only resulted in VISIBLE DAMAGE, with no indications of degraded
performance to at least one train of a SAFETY SYSTEM, then this emergency classification is not
warranted.

Table C-7 Hazardous Events

e Seismic event (earthquake)

e Internal or external FLOODING event
e High winds or tornado strike

e FIRE

e EXPLOSION

e Other events with similar hazard characteristics
as determined by the Shift Manager/SEM

Mode Applicability:
5 - Cold Shutdown, 6 - Refueling
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Definition(s):

EXPLOSION - A rapid, violent and catastrophic failure of a piece of equipment due to
combustion, chemical reaction or overpressurization. A release of steam (from high energy
lines or components) or an electrical component failure (caused by short circuits, grounding,
arcing, etc.) should not automatically be considered an explosion. Such events require a post-
event inspection to determine if the attributes of an explosion are present.

FIRE - Combustion characterized by heat and light. Sources of smoke such as slipping drive
belts or overheated electrical equipment do not constitute fires. Observation of flame is
preferred but is not required if large quantities of smoke and heat are observed.

FLOODING - A condition where water is entering a room or area faster than installed
equipment is capable of removal, resulting in a rise of water level within the room or area.

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

VISIBLE DAMAGE - Damage to a SAFETY SYSTEM train that is readily observable without
measurements, testing, or analysis. The visual impact of the damage is sufficient to cause
concern regarding the operability or reliability of the affected SAFETY SYSTEM ftrain.

Basis:

This IC addresses a hazardous event that causes damage to SAFETY SYSTEMS needed for
the current operating mode. In order to provide the appropriate context for consideration of an
ALERT classification, the hazardous event must have caused indications of degraded SAFETY
SYSTEM performance in one train, and there must be either indications of performance issues
with the second SAFETY SYSTEM train or VISIBLE DAMAGE to the second train such that
the potential exists for this second SAFETY SYSTEM train to have performance issues. In
other words, in order for this EAL to be classified, the hazardous event must occur, at least
one SAFETY SYSTEM train must have indications of degraded performance, and the second
SAFETY SYSTEM train must have indications of degraded performance or VISIBLE DAMAGE
such that the potential exists for performance issues. Note that this second SAFETY SYSTEM
train is from the same SAFETY SYSTEM that has indications of degraded performance;
commercial nuclear power plants are designed to be able to support single system issues
without compromising public health and safety from radiological events.

Indications of degraded performance addresses damage to a SAFETY SYSTEM frain that is in
service/operation since indications for it will be readily available. The indications of degraded
performance should be significant enough to cause concern regarding the operability or
reliability of the SAFETY SYSTEM train.

VISIBLE DAMAGE addresses damage to a SAFETY SYSTEM train that is not in
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service/operation and that potentially could cause performance issues. Operators will make
this determination based on the totality of available event and damage report information. This
is intended to be a brief assessment not requiring lengthy analysis or quantification of the
damage. This VISIBLE DAMAGE should be significant enough to cause concern regarding the
operability or reliability of the SAFETY SYSTEM train.

An event affecting equipment common to two or more frains of a safety system (i.e., there are
indications of degraded performance and/or VISIBLE DAMAGE affecting the common
equipment) should be classified as an Alert under this EAL, as appropriate to the plant mode.
By affecting the functionality of multiple trains of a safety system, the loss of the common
equipment effectively meets the two-train impact criteria that underlie the EALs and bases.

An event affecting a single-train safety system (i.e., there are indications of degraded
performance and/or VISIBLE DAMAGE affecting the one train) would not be classified under
this EAL because the two-train impact criteria that underlie the EALs and bases would not be
met. If an event affects a single-train safety system, then the emergency classification should
be made based on plant parameters/symptoms meeting the EALs for another IC. Depending
upon the circumstances, classification may also occur based on SEM judgement.

An event that affects two trains of a safety system (e.g., one train has indications of degraded
performance and the other VISIBLE DAMAGE) that also has one or more additional trains
should be classified as an Alert under this EAL, as appropriate to the plant mode. This
approach maintains consistency with the two-train impact criteria that underlie the EALs and
bases and is warranted because the event was severe enough to affect the functionality of two
trains of a safety system despite plant design criteria associated with system and system train
separation and protection. Such an event may have caused other plant impacts that are not
immediately apparent.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC CS1 or AS1.
This cold condition EAL is equivalent to the hot condition EAL MAS8.1.
Reference(s):

1. EP FAQ 2016-002
2. NEI99-01 CA6
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Category E — Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI)

EAL Group: ANY (EALs in this category are applicable to any plant condition, hot or
coid.) ’

An independent spent fuel storage installation (ISFSI) is a complex that is designed and
constructed for the interim storage of spent nuclear fuel and other radioactive materials
associated with spent fuel storage. A significant amount of the radioactive material contained
within a canister must escape its packaging and enter the biosphere for there to be a
significant environmental effect resulting from an accident involving the dry storage of spent
nuclear fuel. -

A NOUE is declared on the basis of the occurrence of an event of sufficient magnitude that a
loaded cask CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY is damaged or violated.

The NAPS ISFSI is located outside the NAPS PLANT PROTECTED AREA but within the
OWNER CONTROLLED AREA. Therefore a hostile security event that leads to a potential
loss in the level of safety of the ISFSI is a classifiable event under Security category EAL
HA4.1.
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Category: ISFSI

Subcategory: Confinement Boundary

Initiating Condition: Damage to a loaded cask CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY
EAL:

EU1.1 NOUE

Damage to a loaded cask CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY as indicated by an on-contact
radiation reading on the surface of a loaded spent fuel cask > any Table E-1 limit

Table E-1

ISFSI Cask Surface Dose Rate Limits

TN-32

TN-32B HBU

HSM-H

e 116 mrem/hr (neutron +
gamma) average on top
of the cask

e 436 mrem/hr (neutron +
gamma) average on the
side of the cask

¢ 192 mrem/hr (neutron +
gamma) average on top
of the cask ‘

e 436 mrem/hr (neutron +
gamma) average on the
side of the cask

1,600 mrem/hr at the
front bird screen

4 mrem/hr at the door
centerline

4 mrem/hr at the end
shield wall exterior

Mode Applicability:
Al ’
Definition(s):

CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY- The barrier(s) between spent fuel and the environment once
the spent fuel is processed for dry storage. As related to the NAPS ISFSI, Confinement
Boundary is defined as the Sealed Surface Storage Cask (SSSC) or NUHOMS Dry Shielded
Canister (DSC).

INDEPENDENT SPENT FUEL STORAGE INSTALLATION (ISFSI): A complex that is
designed and constructed for the interim storage of spent nuclear fuel and other radioactive
materials associated with spent fuel storage.

Basis:

This IC addresses an event that results in damage to the CONFINEMENT BOUNDARY of a

storage cask containing spent fuel. It applies to irradiated fuel that is licensed for dry storage
beginning at the point that the loaded storage cask is sealed. The issues of concern are the

creation of a potential or actual release path to the environment, degradation of one or more

fuel assemblies due to environmental factors, and configuration changes which could cause

challenges in removing the cask or fuel from storage.
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The existence of “damage” is determined by radiological survey. The specified EAL threshold
values correspond to 2 times the TN-32, TN-32B HBU or Horizontal Storage Module (HSM-H)
external cask surface dose rate limits (ref. 1, 2). The technical specification multiple of “2
times”, which is also used in Reeognition-Category A-R IC AU4RU1, is used here to distinguish
between non-emergency and emergency conditions. The emphasis for this classification is the
degradation in the level of safety of the spent fuel cask and not the magnitude of the
associated dose or dose rate. It is recognized that in the case of extreme damage to a loaded
cask, the fact that the “on-contact” dose rate limit is exceeded may be determined based on
measurement of a dose rate at some distance from the cask.

NAPS utilizes the Transnuclear TN-32/TN-32B HBU dry storage cask system and the
NUHOMS HD System (32PTH DSC/HSM-H) dry cask storage system (ref 1).

Security-related events for ISFSIs are covered under ICs HU1 and HA1.

Reference(s):

1. North Anna Power Station ISFSI NRC Certificate of Compliance 1030 Amendment 1,
“Technical Specifications and SER (HSM-H)”

2. Technical Specifications and Bases for North Anna ISFSI (TN-32/TN-32B HBU)
3. NEI 99-01 E-HU1
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Category F — Fission Product Barrier Degradation

EAL Group: Hot Conditions (RCS temperature > 200°F); EALs in
this category are applicable only in one or more hot
operating modes.

EALs in this category represent threats to the defense in depth design concept that precludes
the release of highly radioactive fission products to the environment. This concept relies on
multiple physical barriers any one of which, if maintained intact, precludes the release of
significant amounts of radioactive fission products to the environment. The primary fission
product barriers are:

A. Fuel Clad Barrier (FC): The Fuel Clad Barrier consists of the cladding material that
contains the fuel pellets.

B. Reactor Coolant System Barrier (RCS): The RCS Barrier includes the RCS primary side
and its connections up to and including the pressurizer safety and relief valves, and
other connections up to and including the primary isolation valves.

C. Containment Barrier (CTMT): The Containment Barrier includes the containment
building and connections up to and including the outermost containment isolation
valves. This barrier also includes the main steam, feedwater, and blowdown line
extensions outside the containment building up to and including the outermost
secondary side isolation valve. Containment Barrier thresholds are used as criteria for
escalation of the Emergency Classification Level (ECL) from an Alert to a Site Area
Emergency or a General Emergency.

The EALs in this category require evaluation of the loss and potential loss thresholds listed in
the fission product barrier matrix of Table F-1. “Loss” and “Potential Loss” signify the relative
damage and threat of damage to the barrier. “Loss” means the barrier no longer assures
containment of radioactive materials. “Potential Loss” means integrity of the barrier is
threatened and could be lost if conditions continue to degrade. The number of barriers that are
lost or potentially lost and the following criteria determine the appropriate emergency
classification level: \

Alert:
Any loss or any potential loss of either Fuel Clad or RCS Barrier

Site Area Emergency:
Loss or potential loss of any two barriers

General Emergency:
Loss of any two barriers and loss or potential loss of third barrier

The logic used for emergency classification based on fission product barrier monitoring should
reflect the following considerations:

e The Fuel Clad Barrier and the RCS Barrier are weighted more heavily than the
Containment Barrier.

e  UYnusualEventNOUE ICs associated with RCS and Fuel Clad Barriers are addressed
under System Malfunction ICs.
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For accident conditions involving a radiological release, evaluation of the fission product
barrier thresholds will need to be performed in conjunction with dose assessments to
ensure correct and timely escalation of the emergency classification. For example, an
evaluation of the fission product barrier thresholds may result in a Site Area Emergency
classification while a dose assessment may indicate that an EAL for General
Emergency IC AG1+RG1 has been exceeded.

The fission product barrier thresholds specified within a scheme reflect plant-specific
NAPS design and operating characteristics.

As used in this category, the term RCS leakage encompasses not just those types
defined in Technical Specifications but also includes the loss of RCS mass to any
location— inside the containment, an interfacing system, or outside of the containment.
The release of liquid or steam mass from the RCS due to the as-designed/expected
operation of a relief valve is not considered to be RCS leakage.

At the Site Area Emergency level, EAL users should maintain cognizance of how far
present conditions are from meeting a threshold that would require a General
Emergency declaration. For example, if the Fuel Clad and RCS fission product barriers
were both lost, then there should be frequent assessments of containment radioactive
inventory and integrity. Alternatively, if both the Fuel Clad and RCS fission product
barriers were potentially lost, the Emergeney-BirectorSEM would have more assurance
that there was no immediate need to escalate to a General Emergency.
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Category: Fission Product Barrier Degradation

Subcategory: N/A

Initiating Condition: Any loss or any potential loss of either Fuel Clad or RCS
EAL.:

FA1.1 Alert
Any loss or any potential loss of EITHER Fuel Clad or RCS barrier (Table F-1)

Mode Applicability: ,
1 - Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 — Hot Standby, 4 - Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

None

Basis:

Fuel Clad, RCS and Containment comprise the fission product barriers. Table F-1 lists the
fission product barrier thresholds, bases and references.

At the Alert classification level, Fuel Clad and RCS barriers are weighted more heavily than the
Containment barrier. Unlike the Containment barrier, loss or potential loss of either the Fuel
Clad or RCS barrier may result in the relocation of radioactive materials or degradation of core
cooling capability. Note that the loss or potential loss of Containment barrier in combination
with loss or potential loss of either Fuel Clad or RCS barrier results in declaration of a Site
Area Emergency under EAL FS1.1 ’

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 FA1
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Category: Fission Product Barrier Degradation

Subcategory: N/A

Initiating Condition: Loss or potential loss of any two barriers

EAL:

FS1.1 Site Area Emergency

Loss or potential loss of any two barriers (Table F-1)

Mode Applicability:
1 - Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 — Hot Standby, 4 - Hot Shutdown
Definition(s): '

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

Basis:

Fuel Clad, RCS and Containment comprise the fission product bafriers. Table F-1 lists the
fission product barrier thresholds, bases and references.

At the Site Area Emergency classification level, each barrier is weighted equally. A Site Area
Emergency is therefore appropriate for any combination of the following conditions:

e _One barrier loss and a second barrier loss (i.e., loss - loss)

e One barrier loss and a second barrier potential loss (i.e., loss - potential loss)

e One barrier potential loss and a second barrier potential loss (i.e., potential loss - -
potential loss)

At the Site Area Emergency classification level, the ability to dynamically assess the proximity
of present conditions with respect to the threshold for a General Emergency is important. For
example, the existence of Fuel Clad and RCS Barrier loss thresholds in addition to offsite dose
assessments would require continual assessments of radioactive inventory and Containment
integrity in -anticipation of reaching a General Emergency classification. Alternatively, if both
Fuel Clad and RCS potential loss thresholds existed, they would have greater assurance that
escalation to a General Emeérgency is less IMMINENT.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 FS1 ~
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Category: Fission Product Barrier Degradation

Subcategory: N/A

Initiating Condition: Loss of any two barriers and loss or potential loss of the third barrier
EAL.:

FG1.1 General Emergency
Loss of any two barriers
AND
Loss or potential loss of the third barrier (Table F-1)

Mode Applicability:

1 - Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 — Hot Standby, 4 - Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

None

Basis:

| Fuel Clad, RCS and Containment comprise the fission product barriers. Table F-1 lists the
fission product barrier thresholds, bases and references.

At the General Emergency classification level each barrier is weighted equally. A General
Emergency is therefore appropriate for any combination of the following conditions:

Loss of Fuel Clad, RCS and Containment Barriers

Loss of Fuel Clad and RCS Barriers with potential loss of Containment Barrier

Loss of RCS and Containment Barriers with potential loss of Fuel Clad Barrier

Loss of Fuel Clad and Containment Barriers with potential loss of RCS Barrier

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 FG1
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Table F-1 Fission Product Barrier Threshold Matrix & Bases

Table F-1 lists the threshold conditions that define the Loss and Potential Loss of the three
fission product barriers (Fuel Clad, Reactor Coolant System, and Containment). The table is
structured so that each of the three barriers occupies adjacent columns. Each fission product
barrier column is further divided into two columns; one for Loss thresholds and one for
Potential Loss thresholds.

The first column of the table (to the left of the Fuel Clad Loss column) lists the categéries
(types) of fission product barrier thresholds. The fission product barrier categories are:

A. RCS or SG Tube Leakage

B. Inadequate Heat removal

C. CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity
- D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

E. SEM Judgment

Each category occupies a row in Table F-1 thus forming a matrix defined by the categories:
The intersection of each row with each Loss/Potential Loss column forms a cell in which one or
more fission product barrier thresholds appear. If NEl 99-01 does not define a threshold for a
barrier Loss/Potential Loss, the word “None” is entered in the cell. :

Thresholds are assigned sequential numbers within each barrier column beginning with
number one.

If a cell in Table F-1 contains more than one numbered threshold, each of the numbered
thresholds, if exceeded, signifies a Loss or Potential Loss of the barrier. It is not necessary to
exceed all of the thresholds in a category before declaring a barrier Loss/Potential Loss.

Subdivision of Table F-1 by category facilitates association of plant conditions to the applicable
fission product barrier Loss and Potential Loss thresholds. This structure promotes a
" systematic approach to assessing the classification status of the fission product barriers.

When equipped with knowledge of plant conditions related to the fission product barriers, the
EAL-user first scans down the category column of Table F-1, locates the likely category and
then reads across the fission product barrier Loss and Potential Loss thresholds in that _
category to determine if a threshold has been exceeded. If a threshold has not been exceeded,
the EAL-user proceeds to the next likely category and continues review of the thresholds in the
new category

- If the EAL-user determines that any threshold has been exceeded, by definition, the barrier is
lost or potentially lost — even if multiple thresholds in the same barrier column are exceeded,
only that one barrier is lost or potentially lost. The EAL-user must examine each of the three
fission product barriers to determine if other barrier thresholds in the category are lost or
potentially lost. For example, if containment radiation is sufficiently high, a Loss of the Fuel
Clad and RCS Barriers and a Potential Loss of the Containment Barrier can occur. Barrier
Losses and Potential Losses are then applied to the algorithms given in EALs FG1.1, FS1.1,
and FA1.1 to determine the appropriate emergency classification.
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Table F-1 Fission Product Barrier Threshold Matrix

Fuel Clad Barrier (FC)

Reactor Coolant System Barrier (RCS)

Containment Barrier (CTMT)

Category Loss Potential Loss Loss Potential Loss Loss Potential Loss
A 1. An automatic or manual Safety UNISOLABLE RCS or SG tube 1. Aleaking or RUPTURED SG is
Injection (SI) actuation required by leakage > 150 gpm FAULTED outside of CTMT
RCS or SG None None EITHER: . " None
Tube Integrity-RED Path conditions
Leakage * UNISOLABLE RCS leakage met
*_SG tube RUPTURE
1. Core Cooling-RED Path 1. Core Cooling-ORANGE Path Heat Sink-RED Path conditions met Core Cooling-RED PATH conditions
B conditions met conditions met AND met
. » Heat sink is required AND
Inadequate 2. Heat Sirik-RED Path conditions None None Restoration procedures not
Heat Removal met 0 effective within 15 min.
AND - . (Note 1)
Heat sink is required
2. CTMT High Range Radiation 2. CTMT High Range Radiation CTMT High Range Radiation
Monitor RM-RMS- Monitor RM-RMS- Monitor RM-RMS-
165/166(265/266) reading 165/166(265/266) reading 165/166(265/266) reading
> Table F-2 column Fuel Clad ’ > Table F-2 column RCS Loss - > Table F-2 column CTMT
Loss Potential Loss
3. Coolant activity > 300 pCi/gm
C DEI-131
CTMT 4. Dose rate at 1 ft. from an
Radiation / unpressurized RCS sample None None None
RCS =Table F-3
Activity 5. Sample line dose rate ‘
threshold =Table F-4
6. With letdown in service, Reactor
~Coolant Letdown Radiation
Monitor CH-RI-128(228)
> 7.5E+04 mR/hr
2, CTMT isolation (Phase A or B) is Containment-RED Path conditions
required met
AND E[THER: )
CTMT hydrogen concentration
D o CTMT integrity has been lost 24%
based on SEM judgment o
CTMT None None None None ! CTMT pressure > 28 psia with
Integrity or » UNISOLABLE pathway from < one full train of CTMT heat
Bypass CTMT atmosphere to the removal systems (Note 11)
environment exists operating per design for =15 min.
Note 1
3. Indications of UNISOLABLE RCS ( )
leakage outside of CTMT
E 7. Any condition in the opinion of 3. Any condition in the opinion of 3. Any condition in the opinion of the | 4. Any condition in the opinion of the 4. Any condition in the opinion of the Any condition in the opinion of the

SEM
Judgment

the SEM that indicates loss of
the fuel clad barrier

the SEM that indicates potential
loss of the fuel clad barrier

SEM that indicates loss of the
RCS barrier

SEM that indicates potential loss of
the RCS barrier

SEM that indicates loss of the
CTMT barrier

SEM that indicates potential loss of
the CTMT barrier
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: A. RCS or SG Tube Leakage

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

None

Page 129 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 | Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Barrier: ‘ Fuel Clad

Category: A. RCS or SG Tube Leakage

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

None
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: B. Inadequate Heat Removal

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

1. Core Cooling-RED Path conditions met

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This reading-condition indicates temperatures within the core are sufficient to cause significant
superheating of reactor coolant.

The loss threshold is based on meeting either CSFST Core Coo‘linq Red path criteria
(ref. 1, 2):

e Core Exit Thermocouple readings >1,200 °F.

e Core exit TCs are 2700°F with RCS subcooling based on core exit TCs <25°F [75°F],
no RCPs are running, and RVLIS full range is <48%

Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees, Attachment 2 Core Cooling”
2. 1(2)-FR-C.1, “Response to Inadequate Core Cooling”

3. NEI 99-01 Inadequate Heat Removal Fuel Clad Loss 2.A
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Degradation Threat: Potential Loss
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1. Core Cooling-ORANGE Path conditions met

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This reading-condition indicates a reduction in reactor vessel water level sufficient to allow the

onset of heat-induced cladding damage.

The potential loss threshold is based on meeting the CSFST Core Cooling Orange Path

criteria.

CSFST Core Cooling-ORANGE path is entered if core exit thermocouples (TCs) are

< 1,200°F, RCS subcooling based on core exit TCs is <25°F [75°F], and either of the following

(ref. 1, 2):

e No RCPs are running and either: core exit TCs are >700°F and RVLIS full range is

> 48%, or core exit TCs are < 700°F and RVLIS full range is <48%.

o At least one RCP is running and Reactor Vessel water level is <the specified RVLIS

dvnamic head threshold readings based on the number of RCPs running.

Reactor Vessel Water Level Thresholds
RVLIS No. Threshold
Rvllo RCPs lhreshold

Full Range None 48%
Dynamic Range 3 65%
2 41%

1 30%

Consistent with Section 3.2.6 Classification of Transient Conditions, expected short term

CSFST Core Cooling-ORANGE path conditions existing prior to successful automatic ECCS

actuation following a large break LOCA would not meet the intent of this threshold.

Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees, Attachment 2 Core Cooling”

2. 1(2)-FR-C.1, “Response to Inadequate Core Cooling”
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3. NEI 99-01 Inadequate Heat Removal Fuel Clad Potential Loss 2.A
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: B. Inadequate Heat Removal

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

2. Heat Sink-RED Path conditions met
AND
Heat sink is required

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

The potential loss threshold is based on meeting the CSFST Heat Sink Red Path criteria of
both of the following conditions existing (ref. 1):

o Narrow Range levels in all SGs < 11% [22%]

e Total feedwater flow to SGs <340 gpm

This condition indicates an extreme challenge to the ability to remove RCS heat using the
steam generators (i.e., loss of an effective secondary-side heat sink). This condition
represents a potential loss of the Fuel Clad Barrier. In accordance with EOPs, there may be
unusual accident conditions during which operators intentionally reduce the heat removal
capability of the steam generators; during these conditions, classification using this threshold is
not warranted.

The phrase “and heat sink required” precludes the need for classification for conditions in
which RCS pressure is less than SG pressure or Heat Sink-RED path entry was created
through operator action directed by an EOP. For example, FR-H.1 is entered from CSFST

- Heat Sink-Red. Step 1 tells the operator to determine if secondary heat sink is required by
checking that RCS pressure is greater than any non-faulted SG pressure and RCS Tt is
greater than 350°F. If these conditions exist, Heat Sink is required. Otherwise, the operator is
to either go to the procedure and step in effect or place RHR in service for heat removal. For
large LOCA events inside the Containment, the SGs are irrelevant because heat removal
through the containment heat removal systems takes place. Therefore, Heat Sink Red should
not be required and, should not be assessed for EAL classification because a LOCA event
alone should not require higher than an Alert classification. (ref. 1, 2).

Meeting this threshold results in a Site Area Emergency because this threshold is identical to
RCS Barrier Potential Loss threshold 2:AB.3; both will be met. This condition warrants a Site
Area Emergency declaration because inadequate RCS heat removal may result in fuel heat-up
sufficient to damage the cladding and increase RCS pressure to the point where mass will be
lost from the system.

Page 134 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-F-0, “Cﬁtical Safety Function Status Trees, Attachment 3 Heat Sink”
2. 1(2)-FR-H.1, “Response to Loss of Secondary Heat Sink”
3. NEI 99-01 Inadequate Heat Removal Fuel Clad Potential Loss 2.B
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Barrier: Fuel Clad
Category: C. CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity
Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

2. CTMT high range radiation monitor RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) reading > Table F-2
column Fuel Clad Loss

Table F-2  CTMT High Range Radiation Monitor Barrier Thresholds
RM-RMS-165/166(265/266)
Time > Fuel Clad Loss RCS Loss CTMI? Potential
Shutdown (hrs) (R/hr) (R/hr) (R/hr)

<2 125 5 500

>2— <4 85 5 340
>4 - <6 45 5 180

>8 - <14 20 5 80
>14 10 5 40

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

Containment radiation monitor readings greater than the Table F-2 Fuel Clad Loss column
threshold indicate the release of reactor coolant, with elevated activity indicative of fuel
damage, into the containment. The reading is derived assuming the instantaneous release and
dispersal of the reactor coolant noble gas and iodine inventory associated with a concentration
of 5% clad failure into the containment atmosphere. Reactor coolant concentrations of this
magnitude are several times larger than the maximum concentrations (including iodine spiking)
allowed within Technical Specifications and are therefore indicative of fuel damage
(approximately 5 % clad failure depending on core inventory and RCS volume)}Fheradiation
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Euel-Clad Barrier (ref. 1, 2).
Time after shutdown values are provided to account for radioactive decay.
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The values specified in Table F-2 were developed using a method to minimize error (+/-) for
the threshold value within each defined time period. Time periods were chosen to fit monitor
response (fast changes in response early following reactor shutdown are broken up into
smaller time periods to better approximate expected change). Values were chosen within
each time period to minimize error (<50%) to the highest and lowest response within the range.

The radiation monitor reading in this threshold is higher than that specified for RCS Barrier
Loss threshold C.4-2 since it indicates a loss of both the Fuel Clad barrier and the RCS barrier.
Note that a combination of the two monitor readings appropriately escalates the ECL to a Site
Area Emergency.

There is no Potential Loss threshold associated with RCS Activity / Containment Radiation.

Reference(s):

1. Calculation RA-0064, “Expected Containment High Range Radiation Monitor Response to
a LOCA Based on Fuel Rod Gap Fractions Defined in NUREG 1228”

2. NEI 99-01 CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity FC Loss 3.A
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: C. CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

3. Coolant activity > 300 uCi/gm DEI-131

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold indicates that RCS radioactivity concentration is greater than 300 uCi/gm DEI-
131. Reactor coolant activity above this level is greater than that expected for iodine spikes
and corresponds to an approximate range of 2% to 5% fuel clad damage. Since this condition
indicates that a significant amount of fuel clad damage has occurred, it represents a loss of the
Fuel Clad Barrier.

It is recognized that sample collection and analysis of reactor coolant with highly elevated
activity levels could require several hours to complete. Nonetheless, a sample-related
threshold is included as a backup to other indications.

There is no Potential Loss threshold associated with RCS Activity / Containment Radiation.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity FC Loss 3.B
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: C. CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

4. Dose rate at 1 ft. from an unpressurized RCS sample =Table F-3

Table F-3 FC Loss Coolant Activity Dose Rates
Time > Shutdown (hrs) mR/hr/ml
<2 15
>2- <8 8
>8 3

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold indicates that RCS radioactivity concentration is greater than 300 uCi/gm DEI-
131. Reactor coolant activity above this level is greater than that expected for iodine spikes
and corresponds to an approximate range of 2% to 5% fuel clad damage. Since this condition
indicates that a significant amount of fuel clad damage has occurred, it represents a loss of the
Fuel Clad Barrier.

It is recognized that sample collection and analysis of reactor coolant with highly elevated
activity levels could require several hours to complete. Nonetheless, a sample-related
threshold is included as a backup to other indications. This EAL provides the ability to take a
dose rate off of an RCS sample to determine fuel clad barrier loss, without the need to analyze
the sample before making this determination. This EAL saves significant time by allowing
evaluation of contained radioactivity within the RCS by a direct dose rate measurement.

Per Engineering Calculation RA-0059, dose rate is assumed to result from radioactive iodines
(1-131 thru 1-135) in RCS in concentrations corresponding to the loss of 5% of gap radioactivity
of the core. For 5% loss of gap radioactivity (~300 uCi/gm DEI-131), 2% of the core inventory
of radioactive iodines are assumed to be contained in the gap. The values contained in Table
F-3 (FC Loss Coolant Activity Dose Rates) represent expected one foot dose rates per ml of
sample based on time since reactor shutdown to the time when the sample is taken. The
expected dose rate is a near linear relationship with the volume of the sample, so any volume
collected can be determined by dividing the measured dose rate by the sample volume and
comparing to the threshold value from Table F-3 for the applicable time frame. These dose
rates assume no ECCS injection so there is no dilution credited which would vary coolant
volume. Values in the table have been rounded for ease of use. The > 8 hour threshold is
conservative up to 24 hours following reactor shutdown. After 24 hours, the expected
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response from radioactive iodine levels off. Therefore, the value shown for > 8 hours applies
for all samples taken 8 hours or more since reactor shutdown (ref. 1, 2).

The values specified in Table F-3 were developed using a method to minimize error (+/-) for
the threshold value within each defined time period. Values were chosen to minimize error
from the highest to lowest dose rate within each range.

There is no Potential Loss threshold associated with RCS Activity / Containment Radiation.

Reference(s):

1. Calculation RA-0059, “Detector Response to an RCS Sample for EAL Classification of Fuel
Clad Degradation and Barrier Loss”

2. NEI 99-01 CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity FC Loss 3.B
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: C. CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

5. Sample line dose rate threshold =Table F-4

Table F-4 FC Loss RCS Sample Line Dose Rates
Time > Shutdown (hrs) R/hr
<2
>2- <8 2
>8

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold indicates that RCS radioactivity concentration is greater than 300 uCi/gm DEI-
131. Reactor coolant activity above this level is greater than that expected for iodine spikes
and corresponds to an approximate range of 2% to 5% fuel clad damage. Since this condition
indicates that a significant amount of fuel clad damage has occurred, it represents a loss of the
Fuel Clad Barrier.

Per Engineering Calculation RA-0079, dose rate is assumed to result from radioactive iodines
in the RCS in_concentrations corresponding to the loss of 5% of gap radioactivity of the core.
The values contained in Table F-4 (FC Loss RCS Sample Line Dose Rates) represent fuel
clad failure thresholds when measured approximately 2” from the outside of the RCS hot leg
sample line. RCS sample line locations have been predetermined for use with this EAL.
Other RCS lines could be used if analyzed on a case-by-case basis. Values in the table have
been rounded for ease of use. The sample line dose rates have been calculated for various
time ranges after shutdown (ref. 1). '

The values specified in Table F-4 were developed using a method to minimize error (+/-) for
the threshold value within each defined fime period. Values were chosen to minimize error
from the highest to lowest dose rate within each range.

There is no Potential Loss threshold associated with RCS Activity / Containment Radiation.

Reference(s):
1. Engineering Calculation RA-0079
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2. NEI 99-01 CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity FC Loss 3.B

Page 142 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document . Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: C. CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

6. With letdown in service, Reactof Coolant Letdown Radiation Monitor
1(2)-CH-RI-128(228) > 7.5E+04 mrem/hr

Definition(s):
None

Basis:

This threshold indicates that RCS radioactivity concentration is greater than 300 uCi/gm DEI-
131 _(ref. 1). Reactor coolant activity above this level is greater than that expected for iodine
spikes and corresponds to an approximate range of 2% to 5% fuel clad damage. Since this
condition indicates that a significant amount of fuel clad damage has occurred, it represents a
loss of the Fuel Clad Batrrier.

A portion of the letdown stream flows past radiation monitors 1(2)-CH-RM-128(228) to detect
fission product activity in the reactor coolant and warn of a potential fuel element failure (ref.

2).

There is no Potential Loss threshold associated with RCS Activity / Containment Radiation.

Reference(s):

1. Calculation No. PA-0234, Rev. 1 -“Post Accident Letdown Radiation Monitor Response for
North Anna”

2. UFSAR Section 11.4.2.15, “Reactor Coolant Letdown Gross Activity Monitors”
3. NEI 99-01 CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity FC Loss 3.B
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Barrier: Fuel Clad _
Category: C. CTMT Radiation / RCS Activity
Degradation Threat: -Potential Loss

Threshold:

Serial No. 18-364
Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 2

None
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: - D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

None -
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss .

Threshold:

None .
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: E. SEM Judgment

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

7. Any condition in the opinion of the SEM that indicates loss of the Fuel Clad barrier

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold addresses any other factors that are to be used by the Emergeney-BirectorSEM
in determining whether the Fuel Clad barrier is lost.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 Emergency Director Judgment Fuel Clad Loss 6.A

)
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Barrier: Fuel Clad

Category: F. SEM Judgment

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

3. Any condition in the opinion of the SEM that indicates potential loss of the Fuel Clad
barrier

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold addresses any other factors that are to be used by the Emergeney-DirectorSEM
in determining whether the Fuel Clad barrier is potentially lost. The Emergeney-DBirectorSEM
should also consider whether or not to declare the barrier potentially lost in the event that
barrier status cannot be monitored.

Reference(s): _
1. NEI 99-01 Emergency Director Judgment Potential Fuel Clad Loss 6.A
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: A. RCS or S/G Tube Leakage

Degrédation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

1. An automatic or manual Safety Injection (SI) actuation required by EITHER:
e UNISOLABLE RCS leakage
o SG tube RUPTURE

Definition(s):
UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.

RUPTURE - The condition of a steam generator in which primary-to-secondary leakage is of
sufficient magnitude to require a safety injection.

Basis:

This threshold is based on an UNISOLABLE RCS leak of sufficient size to require an
automatic or manual actuation of the Emergency Core Cooling System (ECCS). This condition
clearly represents a loss of the RCS Barrier.

This threshold is applicable to unidentified and pressure boundary leakage, as well as
identified leakage. It is also applicable to UNISOLABLE RCS leakage through an interfacing
system. The mass loss may be into any location — inside containment, to the secondary-side
(i.e., steam generator tube leakage) or outside of containment.

A steam generator with primary-to-secondary leakage of sufficient magnitude to require a
safety injection is considered to be RUPTURED. [f a RUPTURED steam generator is also
FAULTED outside of containment, the declaration escalates to a Site Area Emergency since
the Containment Barrier Loss threshold 4-AA.1 will also be met.

This threshold does not apply to a Safety Injection (S1) actuation not caused by excessive RCS
leakage (i.e., steamline AP or high steam flow) (ref. 1).

If EOPs direct operators to open the Pressurizer pressure relief valves to implement a core
cooling strategy (i.e., a “feed and bleed” cooldown), then there will exist a reactor coolant flow
path from the RCS, past the “pressurizer safety and relief valves” and into the containment that
operators cannot isolate without compromising the effectiveness of the strategy (i.e., for the
strategy to be effective, the valves must be kept in the open position); therefore, the flow
through the pressure relief line is UNISOLABLE. In this case, the ability of the RCS pressure
boundary to serve as an effective barrier to a release of fission products has been eliminated
and thus this condition constitutes a loss of the RCS barrier.

Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-E-0, “Reactor Trip or Safety Injection”
2. 1(2)-E-3, “Steam Generator Tube Rupture”
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3. NEI 99-01 RCS or SG Tube Leakage Reactor Coolant System Loss 1.A
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: A. RCS or S/G Tube Leakage

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

1. UNISOLABLE RCS or SG tube leakage > 150 gpm

Definition(s):
UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.
Basis:

This threshold is based on an UNISOLABLE RCS leak that results in the inability to maintain
pressurizer level within specified limits by operation of a normally used charging {makeup)
pump, but an EGES{SI} actuation has not occurred. The threshold is met when RCS leakage

is determined to exceed 150 gpm excludlnq normal reductions i in RCS mventorv such as
letdown and RCP seal Ieakoff ;

This threshold is applicable to unidentified and pressure boundary leakage, as well as
identified leakage. It is also applicable to UNISOLABLE RCS leakage through an interfacing
system. The mass loss may be into any location — inside containment, to the secondary-side
(i.e., steam generator tube leakage) or outside of containment. -

If a-the leaking steam generator (> 150 gpm) is also FAULTED outside of containment, the
declaration escalates to a Site Area Emergency since the Containment Barrier Loss threshold
4+AA.1 will also be met.

Reference(s):

1. NAPS FSAR Table 9.3-5, “Principal Component Data Summary”
2. NEI 99-01 RCS or SG Tube Leakage Reactor Coolant System Potential Loss 1.A
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: A. RCS or S/G Tube Leakage

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

2. Integrity-RED Path conditions met

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This condition indicates an extreme challenge to the integrity of the RCS pressure boundary
due to pressurized thermal shock — a transient that causes rapid RCS cooldown while the RCS
is in Mode 3 or higher (i.e.; hot and pressurized).

The potential loss threshold is defined by the CSFST Integrity - RED path. CSFST Integrity -
Red Path plant conditions (> 100°F/hr cold leg cooldown) and associated PTS Limit A Curve
indicates an extreme challenge to the safety function when plant parameters are to the left of
the limit curve following excessive RCS cooldown under pressure (ref. 1).

Reference(s): ‘

1. 1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees Attachment 4 Integrity”

2. 1(2)-FR-P.1, “Response to Imminent Pressurized Thermal Shock Condition”

3. NEI 99-01 RCS or SG Tube Leakagé Reactor Coolant System Potential Loss 1.B
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: B. Inadequate Heat Removal

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

None
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: B. Inadequate Heat Removal

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

2. Heat Sink-RED Path conditions met
AND
Heat sink is required

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

The potential loss threshold is based on meeting the CSEST Heat Sink Red Path criteria of
both of the following conditions existing (ref. 1):

o Narrow Range levels in all SGs < 11% [22%]

e Total feedwater flow to SGs <340 gpm

This condition indicates an extreme challenge to the ability to remove RCS heat using the
steam generators (i.e., loss of an effective secondary-side heat sink). This condition
represents a potential loss of the RCS Barrier. In accordance with EOPs, there may be
unusual accident conditions during which operators intentionally reduce the heat removal
capability of the steam generators; during these conditions, classification using this threshold
is not warranted.

The phrase “and heat sink required” precludes the need for classification for conditions in
which RCS pressure is less than SG pressure or Heat Sink-RED path entry was created
through operator action directed by an EOP. For example, FR-H.1 is entered from CSFST
Heat Sink-Red. Step 1 tells the operator to determine if heat sink is required by checking that
RCS pressure is greater than any non-faulted SG pressure and RCS Tyt is greater than
350°F. If these conditions exist, Heat Sink is required. Otherwise, the operator is to either go to
the procedure and step in_effect or place RHR in service for heat removal. For large LOCA
events inside the Containment, the SGs are irrelevant because heat removal through the
containment heat removal systems takes place. Therefore, Heat Sink Red is not applicable
and, should not be assessed for EAL classification because a LOCA event alone should not
require higher than an Alert classification. (ref. 1, 2).

Meeting this threshold results in a Site Area Emergency because this threshold is identical to
Fuel Clad Barrier Potential Loss threshold 2.8 B.2; both will be met. This condition warrants a
Site Area Emergency declaration because inadequate RCS heat removal may result in fuel
heat-up sufficient to damage the cladding and increase RCS pressure to the point where mass
will be lost from the system. '

Reference(s):
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1. 1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees Attachment 3 Heat Sink”
2. 1(2)-FR-H.1, “Response to Loss of Secondary Heat Sink”
3. NEI 99-01 Inadequate Heat Removal RCS Loss 2.B
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: C. CTMT Radiation/ RCS Activity
Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

2. CTMT high range radiation monitor RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) reading > Table F-2
column RCS Loss

Table F-2 CTMT High Range Radiation Monitor Barrier Thresholds
RM-RMS-165/166(265/266)
Time > Fuel Clad Loss RCS Loss CTMIT Potential
Shutdown (hrs) (R/hr) (R/hr) (R/hr)

<2 125 5 500

>2— <4 85 5 340
>4 - <6 45 5 180
>8— <14 20 5 80
>14 10 5 40

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

A reading > 5 R/hr (minimum practical reading) on RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) is indicative of
a breach in the RCS barrier (ref. 1, 2).

The radiation monitor reading corresponds to an instantaneous release of all reactor coolant
mass into the containment, assuming that reactor coolant activity equals Technical
Specification allowable limits. This value is lower than that specified for Fuel Clad barrier loss
threshold 3-AC.2 since it indicates a loss of the RCS Barrier only.

Because of the very high fuel clad integrity, only small amounts of noble gases would be
dissolved in the primary coolant. Conservative estimates indicated that the readings from
release of the normal RCS inventory would be below normal readings on the monitor while the
station was operating. Therefore, a value 5 times the normal containment radiation monitor
RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) reading of ~ 1 R/hr is used. The reading is less than that specified
for fuel cladding barrier loss because no damage to the fuel cladding is assumed. Only
leakage from the RCS is assumed for this barrier loss threshold. The value is high enough to
preclude erroneous classification of barrier loss due to normal plant operations and is the
lowest readable value on the monitors (ref. 1).
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There is no Potential Loss threshold associated with RCS Activity / Containment Radiation.

Reference(s):
1. Calculation RA-0064, “Expected Containment High Range Radiation Monitor Response to
a LOCA Based on Fuel Rod Gap Fractions Defined in NUREG 1228”

2. NEI 99-01 CMT Radiation / RCS Activity RCS Loss 3.A
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System
Category: C. CTMT Radiation/ RCS Activity
Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

Serial No. 18-364
Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 2

None
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

None
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

None
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: E. SEM Judgment

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

3. Any condition in the opinion of the SEM that indicates loss of the RCS barrier

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold addresses any other factors that may be used by the Emergeney-DirectorSEM
in determining whether the RCS batrrier is lost.

Reference(s): .
1. NEI 99-01 Emergency Director Judgment RCS Loss 6.A
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Barrier: Reactor Coolant System

Category: E. SEM Judgment

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

4. Any condition in the opinion of the SEM that indicates potential loss of the RCS barrier

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold addresses any other factors that may be used by the Emergency-BirectorSEM
in determining whether the RCS barrier is potentially lost. The Emergency—DBirecterSEM
should also consider whether or not to declare the barrier potentially lost in the event that
barrier status cannot be monitored.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 Emergency Director Judgment RCS Potential Loss 6.A
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Barrier: Containment

Category: - A. RCS or SG Tube Leakage

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

1. Aleaking or RUPTURED SG is FAULTED outside of CTMT

Definition(s):

FAULTED - The term applied to a steam generator that has a steam leak on the secondary
side of sufficient size to cause an uncontrolled drop in steam generator pressure or the steam
generator to become completely depressurized.

RUPTURED - The condition of a steam generator in which primary-to-secondary leakage is of
sufficient magnitude to require a safety injection.

Basis:

This threshold addresses a leaking or RUPTURED Steam Generator (SG) that is also
FAULTED outside of containment. The condition of the SG, whether leaking or RUPTURED,
is determined in accordance with the thresholds for RCS Barrier Potential Loss 4+-A-A.1and
Loss 4-AA.1, respectively. This condition represents a bypass of the containment barrier.

FAULTED is a defined term within the NEI 99-01 methodology; this determination is not
necessarily dependent upon entry into, or diagnostic steps within, an EOP. For example, if the
pressure in a steam generator is decreasing uncontrollably (fpart of the FAULTED definition)}
and the FAULTED steam generator isolation procedure is not entered because EOP user rules
are dictating implementation of another procedure to address a higher priority condition, the
steam generator is still considered FAULTED for emergency classification purposes.

The FAULTED criterion establishes an appropriate lower bound on the size of a steam release
that may require an emergency classification. Steam releases of this size are readily
observable with normal Control Room indications. The lower bound for this aspect of the
containment barrier is analogous to the lower bound criteria specified in IC SY4-MU4 for the
fuel clad barrier (i.e., RCS activity values) and IC SU5-MU5 for the RCS barrier (i.e., RCS leak
rate values).

This threshold also applies to prolonged steam releases necessitated by operational
considerations such as the forced steaming of a leaking or RUPTURED steam generator
directly to atmosphere to cooldown the plant, or to drive an auxiliary (emergency) feed water
pump. These types of conditions will result in a significant and sustained release of radioactive
steam to the environment (and are thus similar to a FAULTED condition). The inability to
isolate the steam flow without an adverse effect on plant cooldown meets the intent of a loss of
containment.

Steam releases associated with the expected operation of a SG power operated relief valve or
safety relief valve do not meet the intent of this threshold. Such releases may occur
intermittently for a short period of time following a reactor trip as operators process through
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emergency operating procedures to bring the plant to a stable condition and prepare to initiate
a plant cooldown. Steam releases associated with the unexpected operation of a valve (e.g., a
stuck-open safety valve) do meet this threshold.-

Following an SG tube leak or rupture, there may be minor radiological releases through a
secondary-side system component (e.g., air ejectors, gland seal exhausters, valve packing,
etc.). These types of releases do not constitute a loss or potential loss of containment but
should be evaluated using the Reeegnition-Category A-R ICs.

The emergency classification levels resulting from primary-to-secondary leakage, with or-
without a steam release from the FAULTED SG, are summarized below.

Affected SG is FAULTED
Outside of Containment?

P-to-S Leak Rate Yes No
Less than or equal to 25 gpm No classification No classification
YnusualEventNOUE per  YnusualEvertNOUE per

Greater than 25 gpm SUAMUS5.1 SU4MU5.1

harging{mal ; > 150 Site Area FEg]]e:gency per Alert per FA1.1
apm (RCS Barrier Potential Loss) =
Requires an automatic or manual Site Area Emeraency per
ECCS (SIAS) actuation (RCS FS1 19 yp Alert per FA1,1

Barrier Loss) '
There is no Potential Loss threshold associated with RCS or SG Tube Leakage.

Reference(s):

1. 1-E-2 (2-E-2), “Faulted Steam Generator Isolation”
2. 1-E-3 (2-E-3), “Steam Generator Tube Rupture”
3. NEI 99-01 RCS or SG Tube Leakage Containment Loss 1.A
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Barrier: Containment

Category: A. RCS or SG Tube Leakage

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

None
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Barrier: Containment

Category: B. Inadequate Heat Removal

Degradation Threat: Loss

None
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Barrier: Containment

Category: B. Inadequate Heat Removal

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

1. Core Cooling-RED Path conditions met
AND '
Restoration procedures not effective within 15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.
Definition(s):

IMMINENT: The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

Basis: .
The potential loss threshold is based on meeting either CSFST Core Cooling Red Path criteria

(ref. 1, 2):

e Core Exit Thermocouple readings >1,200 °F.

e Core exit TCs are >700°F with RCS subcooling based on core exit TCs <25°F [75°F],
no RCPs are running, and RVLIS full range is <48%

and restoration procedures not effective within 15 minutes.

This condition represents an IMMINENT core melt sequence which, if not corrected, could lead
to vessel failure and an increased potential for containment failure. For this condition to occur
there must already have been a loss of the RCS Barrier and the Fuel Clad Barrier. If
implementation of a procedure(s) to restore adequate core cooling is not effective (successful)
within 15 minutes, it is assumed that the event trajectory will likely lead to core melting and a
subsequent challenge of the Containment Barrier.

The restoration procedure is considered “effective” if core exit thermocouple readings are
decreasing and/or if reactor vessel level is increasing. Whether or not the procedure(s) will be
effective should be apparent within 15 minutes. The Emergency-BirecterSEM should escalate
the emergency classification level to a General Emergency as soon as it is determined that the
procedure(s) will not be effective.

Severe accident analyses (e.g., NUREG-1150) have concluded that functional restoration
procedures can arrest core degradation in a significant fraction of core damage scenarios, and
that the likelihood of containment failure is very small in these events. Given this, it is
appropriate to provide 15 minutes beyond the required entry point to determine if procedural
actions can reverse the core melt sequence.

Reference(s):
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1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees, Attachment 2 Core Cooling”
2. 1(2)-FR-C.1, “Response to Inadequate Core Cooling”
3. NEI 99-01 Inadequate Heat Removal Containment Potential Loss 2.A
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Barrier: Containment

Category: C. CTMT Radiation/RCS Activity

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

None
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Barrier: Containment

Category: C. CTMT Radiation/RCS Activity
Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

2. CTMT high range radiation monitor RM-RMS-165/166(265/266) reading
> Table F-2 column CTMT Potential Loss

Table F-2 CTMT High Range Radiation Monitor Barrier Thresholds
RM-RMS-165/166(265/266)
Time > Fuel Clad Loss | RCS Loss CTMIT Potential
Shutdown (hrs) (R/hr) (R/hr) (R/hr)

<2 125 5 500
>2—- <=4 85 5 340
>4 - <6 45 5 180
>8-<14 20 5 80
> 14 l 10 5 40

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

The radiation monitor reading corresponds to an instantaneous release of all reactor coolant
mass into the containment, assuming that 20% of the fuel cladding has failed. This level of
fuel clad failure is well above that used to determine the analogous Fuel Clad Barrier Loss and
RCS Barrier Loss thresholds (ref. 1).

Time after shutdbwn values are provided to account for radioactive decay.

The values specified in Table F-2 were developed using a method to minimize error (+/-) for
the threshold value within each defined time period. Time periods were chosen to fit monitor
response (fast changes in response early following reactor shutdown are broken up into
smaller time periods to better approximate expected change). Values were chosen within

each time period to minimize error (<50%) to the highest and lowest response within the range.

NUREG-1228, Source Estimations During Incident Response to Severe Nuclear Power Plant
Accidents, indicates the fuel clad failure must be greater than approximately 20% in order for
there to be a major release of radioactivity requiring offsite protective actions. For this -
condition to exist, there must already have been a loss of the RCS barrier and the Fuel Clad
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barrier. It is therefore prudent to treat this condition as a potential loss of containment which
would then escalate the emergency classification level to a General Emergency.

Reference(s):
1. Calculation RA-0064, “Expected Containment High Range Radiation Monitor Response to
a LOCA Based on Fuel Rod Gap Fractions Defined in NUREG 1228”

2. NEI 99-01 CMT Radiation / RCS Activity Containment Potential Loss 3.A
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Barrier: . Containment

Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Loss

Th‘reshold :

2. CTMT isolation (Phaée A or B) is required
AND EITHER:
e CTMT integrity has been lost based on SEM judgment

e UNISOLABLE pathway from CTMT atmosphere to the environment exists

Definition(s):
UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.
Basis:

The status of the containment barrier during an event involving steam generator tube leakage
is assessed using Loss Threshold 4-AA.1. Therefore this threshold is not applicable to steam
generator tube leakage.

These thresholds address a situation where containment isolation is required and one of two
conditions exists as discussed below. Users are reminded that there may be accident and
release conditions that simultaneously meet both bulleted thresholds-4-A-4-ard-4-A2 (ref. 1).

4.-A4First Threshold — Containment integrity has been lost, i.e., the actual containment
atmospheric leak rate likely exceeds that associated with allowable leakage (or sometimes
referred to as design leakage). Following the release of RCS mass into containment,
containment pressure will fluctuate based on a variety of factors; a loss of containment integrity
condition may (or may not) be accompanied by a noticeable drop in containment pressure.
Recognizing the inherent difficulties in determining a containment leak rate during accident
conditions, it is expected that the Emergeney-BirectorSEM will assess this threshold using
judgment, and with due consideration given to current plant conditions, and available
operational and radiological data (e.g., containment pressure, readings on radiation monitors
outside containment, operating status of containment pressure control equipment, etc.).

Refer to the middle piping run of Figure 8-F41. Two simplified examples are provided. One is
leakage from a penetration and the other is leakage from an in-service system valve.
Depending upon radiation monitor locations and sensitivities, the leakage could be detected by
any of the four monitors depicted in the figure.

Another example would be a loss or potential loss of the RCS barrier, and the simuitaneous
occurrence of two FAULTED locations on a steam generator where one fault is located inside
containment (e.g., on a steam or feedwater line) and the other outside of containment. In this
case, the associated steam line provides a pathway for the containment atmosphere to escape
to an area outside the containment.
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Following the leakage of RCS mass into containment and an increase in containment
pressure, there may be minor radiological releases associated with allowable (design)
containment leakage through various penetrations or system components. These releases do
not constitute a loss or potential loss of containment but should be evaluated using the

Recognition-Category A-R ICs.

4-A-28econd Threshold — Conditions are such that there is an UNISOLABLE pathway for the
migration of radioactive material from the containment atmosphere to the environment. As
used here, the term “environment” includes the atmosphere of a room or area, outside the
containment, that may, in turn, communicate with the outside-the-plant atmosphere (e.g.,
through discharge of a ventilation system or atmospheric leakage). Depending upon a variety
of factors, this condition may or may not be accompanied by a noticeable drop in containment
pressure.

Refer to the top piping run of Figure 8-F-41. In this simplified example, the inboard and
outboard isolation valves remained open after a containment isolation was required (i.e.,
containment isolation was not successful). There is now an UNISOLABLE pathway from the
containment to the environment.

The existence of a filter is not considered in the threshold assessment. Filters do not remove
fission product noble gases. In addition, a filter could-become ineffective due to iodine and/or
particulate loading beyond design limits (i.e., retention ability has been exceeded) or water
saturation from steam/high humidity in the release stream.

Leakage between two interfacing liquid systems, by itself, does not meet this threshold.

Refer to the bottom piping run of Figure 8-F-41. In this simplified example, leakage in an RCP
seal cooler is allowing radioactive material to enter the Auxiliary Building. The radioactivity
would be detected by the Process Monitor. If there is no leakage from the closed water
cooling system to the Auxiliary Building, then no threshold has been met. If the pump
developed a leak that allowed steam/water to enter the Auxiliary Building, then_the second
threshold<4-B would be met. Depending upon radiation monitor locations and sensitivities, this
leakage could be detected by any of the four monitors depicted in the figure and cause the first
threshold 4-A4-to be met as well.

Following the leakage of RCS mass into containment and an increase in containment

pressure, there may be minor radiological releases associated with allowable containment
leakage through various penetrations or system components. Minor releases may also occur if
a containment isolation valve(s) fails to close but the containment atmosphere escapes to an
enclosed system. These releases do not constitute a loss or potential loss of containment but
should be evaluated using the Resegnitien-Category AR ICs.

Reference(s):
1. UFSAR Section 6.2.4, “Containment Isolation System”
2. NEI 99-01 CMT Integrity or Bypass Containment Loss 4.A
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Barrier: Containment ~

Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

3. Indications of UNISOLABLE RCS leakage oﬁtside of CTMT

Definition(s):
UNISOLABLE - An open or breached system line that cannot be isolated, remotely or locally.
Basis:

To ensure proper escalation of the emergency classification, the RCS leakage outside of
containment must be related to the mass loss that is causing the RCS Loss and/or Potential
Loss threshold 4-AA.1 to be met.

The status of the containment barrier durihq an event involving steam generator tube leakage
is assessed using Containment Loss Threshold A.1. Therefore this threshold is not applicable
fo steam generator tube leakage.

This threshold does not apply to.an UNISOLABLE RSHX tube leak outside containment.
Such leaks are properly addressed under the category R radiological release based EALs.

Containment sump, temperature, pressure and/or radiation levels will increase if reactor
coolant mass is leaking into the containment. If these parameters have not increased, then the
reactor coolant mass may be leaking outside of containment (i.e., a containment bypass
sequence). Increases in sump, temperature, pressure, flow and/or radiation level readings
outside of the containment may indicate that the RCS mass is being lost outside of
containment.

Unexpected elevated readings and alarms on radiation monitors with detectors outside
containment should be corroborated with other available indications to confirm that the source
is a loss of RCS mass outside of containment. If the fuel clad barrier has not been lost,
radiation monitor readings outside of containment may not increase significantly; however,
other unexpected changes in sump levels, area temperatures or pressures, flow rates, etc.
should be sufficient to determine if RCS mass is being lost outside of the containment.

Refer to the middle piping run of Figure 9-F41. In this simplified example, a leak has occurred
at a reducer on a pipe carrying reactor coolant in the Auxiliary Building. Depending upon
radiation monitor locations and sensitivities, the leakage could be detected by any of the four
monitors depicted in the figure and cause loss threshold 4-A-4D.2 to be met as well.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 CMT Integrity or Bypass Containment Loss 4.B
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\ Figure 1: Containment Integrity or Bypass Examples
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Barrier: Containment
Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass
Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

Serial No. 18-364
Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Enclosure 4; Attachment 2

3. Containment RED Path conditions met.

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

CSFST Containment RED Path conditions are met if containment pressure exceeds its design
pressure. If containment pressure exceeds the design pressure_of 60 psia (ref. 1, 2), there
exists a potential to lose the containment barrier. To reach this level, there must be an
inadequate core cooling condition for an extended period of time; therefore, the RCS and Fuel
Clad barriers would already be lost. Thus, this threshold is a discriminator between a Site
Area Emergency and General Emergency since there is now a potential to lose the third

barrier.
Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees, Attachment 5 Containment”

2. UFSAR Section 6.2

3. NEI 99-01 CMT Integrity or Bypass Containment Potential Loss 4.A
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Barrier: Containment

Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

4. CTMT hydrogen concentration =4%

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

The existence of an explosive mixture means, at a minimum, that the containment atmospheric
hydrogen concentration is sufficient to support a hydrogen burn (i.e., at the lower deflagration
limit). A hydrogen burn will raise containment pressure and could result in collateral equipment
damage leading to a loss of containment integrity. It therefore represents a potential loss of
the containment barrier.

A containment hydrogen concentration of 4% conservatively represents the lowest threshold
for flammability in the presence of oxyaen (ref. 1,2).

Containment hydrogen analyzers 1-HC-H2A-101 and 2-HC-H2A-201 display hydrogen
concentration on PAMC-1 and PAMC-2 with a range of O - 10% (ref. 3).

Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-FR-C.1, “Response to Inadequate Core Cooling”

2. SAMG CA-3, “Calculation Aid Number 3 - Hydrogen Flammability in Containment:\”
3. UFSAR Table 7.5-2

4. NEI 99-01 CMT Integrity or Bypass Containment Potential Loss 4.B

Page 177 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Barrier: Containment

Category: D. CTMT Integrity or Bypass

Degradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

5. CTMT pressure > 28 psia with < one full train of CTMT depressurization equipment
(Note 11) operating per design for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 11: One full train of containment depressurization equipment consist of one Quench Spray (QS) System
and one Recirculation Spray (RS) System from either train operating together.

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold describes a condition where containment pressure is greater than the setpoint
(28 psia) (ref. 3, 4) at which containment energy (heat) removal systems are designed to’
automatically actuate, and less than one full train of equipment is capable of operating per
design_(ref. 1, 2). The 15-minute criterion is included to allow operators time to manually start
equipment that may not have automatically started, if possible. This threshold represents a
potential loss of containment in that containment heat removal/depressurization systems (e.g.,
containment sprays;-ice-condenserfans—ete-; but not including containment venting strategies)
are either lost or performing in a degraded manner.

The Quench Spray (QS) System, operating in conjunction with the Recirculation Spray (RS)
System, is designed to cool and depressurize the containment structure to less than 2.0 psig in
one hour and sub-atmospheric pressure in less than 6 hours following a Design Basis
Accident. The combination of required equipment can be obtained from using equipment on
either emergency busses in order to meet the “one full train” requirement (ref. 1, 2).

Reference(s):

Technical Specifications Section B 3.6.6, “Quench Spray (QS) System”
Technical Specifications Section B 3.6.,7 “Recirculation Spray (RS) System”
1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees, Attachment 5 Containment”
1(2)-FR-Z.1, “Response to High Containment Pressure”

NEI 99-01 CMT Integrity or Bypass Containment Potential Loss 4.C .

RN
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Barrier: Containment

Category: . E. SEM Judgment

Degradation Threat: Loss

Threshold:

4. Any condition in the opinion of the SEM that indicates loss of the CTMT barrier

Definition(s):

None

Basis:

This threshold addresses any other factors that may be used by the EmergenecyDirectorSEM
in determining whether the containment barrier is lost.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 Emergency Director Judgment Containment Loss 6.A
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Barrier: Containment

Category: E. SEM Judgment

Dégradation Threat: Potential Loss

Threshold:

6. Any condition in the opinion of the SEM that indicates potential loss of the CTMT
barrier

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This threshold addresses any other factors that may be used by the Emergeney-BirectorSEM
in determining whether the containment barrier is potentially lost. The Emergeney
DirectorSEM should also consider whether or not to declare the barrier potentially lost i in the
event that barrier status cannot be monitored.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 Emergency Director Judgment Containment Potential Loss 6.A
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Category H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety

EAL Group: ANY (EALs in this category are applicable to any plant condition,
hot or cold.)

Hazards are non-plant, system-related events that can directly or indirectly affect plant
operation, reactor plant safety or personnel safety.

1. Security

Unauthorized entry attempts into the PLANT PROTECTED AREA, bomb threats, sabotage
attempts, and actual security compromises threatening loss of physical control of the plant.

2. Seismic Event

Natural events such as earthquakes have potential to cause plant structure or equipment
damage of sufficient magnitude to threaten personnel or plant safety.

3. Natural or Technological Hazard

Other natural and non-naturally occurring events that can cause damage to plant facilities
include tornados, FLOODING, hazardous material releases and events restricting site
access warranting classification.

4. Fire

FIRES can pose significant hazards to personnel and reactor safety. Appropriate for
classification are FIRES within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA or which may affect
operability of equipment needed for safe shutdown

5. Hazardous Gas

Toxic, corrosive, asphyxiant or flammable gas leaks can affect normal plant operations or
preclude access to plant areas required to safely shutdown the plant.

6. Control Room Evacuation

Events that are indicative of loss of Control Room habitability. If the Control Room must be
evacuated, additional support for monitoring and controlling plant functions is necessary
through the emergency response facilities.

7. SEM Judgment

The EALs defined in other categories specify the predetermined symptoms or events that
are indicative of emergency or potential emergency conditions and thus warrant
classification. While these EALs have been developed to address the full spectrum of
possible emergency conditions which may warrant classification and subsequent
implementation of the Emergency Plan, a provision for classification of emergencies based
on operator/management experience and judgment is still necessary. The EALSs of this
category provide the SEM the latitude to classify emergency conditions consistent with the
established classification criteria based upon SEM judgment.

Page 181 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Category: H — Hazards

Subcategory: 1 — Security

Initiating Condition: Confirmed SECURITY CONDITION or threat

EAL:

HU1.1 NOUE

A SECURITY CONDITION that does not involve a HOSTILE ACTION as reported by
NAPS Security Shift Supervisor

OR
Notification of a credible security threat directed at the site
OR
A validated notification from the NRC providing information of an aircraft threat

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

HOSTAGE - A person(s) held as leverage against the station to ensure that demands will be
met by the station.

HOSTILE ACTION - An act toward NAPS or its personnel that includes the use of violent force
to destroy equipment, take HOSTAGES, and/or intimidate the licensee to achieve an end. This
includes attack by air, land, or water using guns, explosives, PROJECTILES, vehicles, or other
devices used to deliver destructive force. Other acts that satisfy the overall intent may be
included. Hostile action should not be construed to include acts of civil disobedience or
felonious acts that are not part of a concerted attack on NAPS. Non-terrorism-based EALs
should be used to address such activities (i.e., this may include violent acts between
individuals in the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA).

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA (OCA) - The entire area contiguous to the PLANT
PROTECTED AREA, owned by the Company and designated to be controlled for security
reasons.

PROJECTILE - An object directed toward a Nuclear Power Plant that could cause concern for
its continued operability, reliability, or personnel safety.

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlied by the Plant Security Force.

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
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(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

SECURITY CONDITION - Any security event as listed in the approved security contingency
plan that constitutes a threat/compromise to site security, threat/risk to site personnel, or a
potential degradation to the level of safety of the plant. A security condition does not involve a
HOSTILE ACTION.

Basis:

This IC addresses events that pose a threat to plant personnel or SAFETY SYSTEM
equipment, and thus represent a potential degradation in the level of plant safety. Security
events which do not meet one of these EALs are adequately addressed by the requirements of
10 CFR 73.71 or 10 CFR 50.72. Security events assessed as HOSTILE ACTIONS are
classifiable under ICs HA1- and HS1-and-HG4. Guidance on assessing Security Conditions is

included in the Security Contingency Implementing Procedures (SCIP). The SCIPs are
implementing procedures for the Station Safequards Contingency Plan.

Timely and accurate communications between Security Shift Supervision and the Control
Room is essential for proper classification of a security-related event (ref. 1, 2, 3).
Classification of these events will initiate appropriate threat-related notifications to plant
personnel and OROsState and local agencies.

Security plans and terminology are based on the guidance provided by NEI 03-12, Template
for the Security Plan, Training and Qualification Plan, Safeguards Contingency Plan [and
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation Security Program].

The first threshold EAL#4-references the Security Shift Supervisor {site-speeiic-security-shift
supervisiomjbecause these are the individuals trained to confirm that a security event is
occurring or has occurred. Training on security event confirmation and classification is
controlled due to the nature of Safeguards and 10 CFR 2.39 information.

The second threshold EAL+#2-addresses the receipt of a credible security threat. The
credibility of the threat is assessed in accordance with the Millstone, North Anna and Surry
Power Stations’ Security Plan, Training and Qualification Plan, Safeguards Contingency Plan
and Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation Security Program{site-specific-procedure)
(ref. 1) and associated Security Plan Implementing Procedures (SCIP).

The third threshold EAL#3-addresses the threat from the impact of an aircraft on the plant.
The NRC Headquarters Operations Officer (HOO) will communicate to the licensee if the
threat involves an aircraft. The status and size of the plane may also be provided by NORAD
through the NRC. Validation of the threat is performed in accordance with 0-AP-9 Station
Security 9 — Operations Response or 0-AP-9.01 Station Security Air Threat — Operations

Response (ref. 2, 3)}site-specificprocedure).

Emergency plans and implementing procedures are public documents; therefore, EALs should
not incorporate Security-sensitive information. This includes information that may be
advantageous to a potential adversary, such as the particulars concerning a specific threat or
threat location. Security-sensitive information should be contained in non-public documents
such as the Security Plan for NAPS (ref. 1).
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Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC HA1.

Reference(s): . .

1. Millstone, North Anna and Surry Power Stations’ Security Plan, Training and Qualification
Plan, Safeguards Contingency Plan and Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation
Security Program

2. 0-AP-9, “Station Security — Operations Response”

0-AP-9.01, “Station Security Air Threat — Operations Response”

4. NEI 99-01 HU1

©
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Category: H — Hazards
Subcategory: 1 — Security

Initiating Condition: HOSTILE ACTION within the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA or
airborne attack threat within 30 minutes

EAL:

HA1.1 Alert

A HOSTILE ACTION is occurring or has occurred within the OWNER CONTROLLED
AREA as reported by NAPS Security Shift Supervisor

OR
A validated notification from NRC of an aircraft attack threat within 30 min. of the site

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

HOSTAGE - A person(s) held as leverage against the station to ensure that demands will be
met by the station. N

HOSTILE ACTION - An act toward NAPS or its personnel that includes the use of violent force
to destroy equipment, take HOSTAGES, and/or intimidate the licensee to achieve an end. This
includes attack by air, land, or water using guns, explosives, PROJECTILES, vehicles, or other
devices used to deliver destructive force. Other acts that satisfy the overall intent may be
included. Hostile action should not be construed to include acts of civil disobedience or
felonious acts that are not part of a concerted attack on NAPS. Non-terrorism-based EALs
should be used to address such activities (i.e., this may include violent acts between
individuals in the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA).

HOSTILE FORCE - One or more individuals who are engaged in a determined assault, overtly
or by stealth and deception, equipped with suitable weapons capable of killing, maiming, or
causing destruction.

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA - The entire area contiglious to the PLANT PROTECTED
AREA, owned by the Company and designated to be controlled for security reasons.

PROJECTILE - An object directed toward a Nuclear Power Plant that could cause concern for
its continued operability, reliability, or personnel safety.

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
,reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

Basis:

This IC addresses the occurrence of a HOSTILE ACTION within the OWNER CONTROLLED
AREA or notification of an aircraft attack threat. This event will require rapid response and

| assistance due to the possibility of the attack progressing to the PLANT PROTECTED AREA,
or the need to prepare the plant and staff for a potential aircraft impact.
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Timely and accurate communications between Security Shift Supervision and the Control
Room is essential for proper classification of a security-related event (ref. 1, 2, 3).

Security plans and terminology are based on the guidance provided by NEI 03-12, Template
for the Security Plan, Training and Qualification Plan, Safeguards Contingency Plan [and
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation Security Program)].

As time and conditions allow, these events require a heightened state of readiness by the plant
staff and implementation of onsite protective measures (e.g., evacuation, dispersal or
sheltering). The Alert declaration will also heighten the awareness of State and local

agenciesOffsite-Response-Organizations, allowmg them to be better prepared should it be
necessary to consider further actions.

This {G-EAL does not apply to incidents that are accidental events, acts of civil disobedience,
or otherwise are not a HOSTILE ACTION perpetrated by a HOSTILE FORCE. Examples
include the crash of a small aircraft, shots from hunters, physical disputes between employees,
etc. Reporting of these types of events is adequately addressed by other EALs, or the
requirements of 10 CFR 73.71 or 10 CFR 50.72.

The first threshold EAL#+-is applicable for any HOSTILE ACTION occurring, or that has
occurred, in the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA. This includes any action directed against an
ISFSI that is located outside the PLANT PROTECTED AREA such as NAPS.

The second threshold EAL#2-addresses the threat from the impact of an aircraft on the plant,
and the anticipated arrival time is within 30 minutes. The intent of this EAL is to ensure that
threat-related notifications are made in a timely manner so that plant personnel and State and
local agenciesOROs are in a heightened state of readiness. This EAL is met when the threat-
related information has been validated in accordance with 0-AP-9 Station Security —
Operations Response or 0-AP-9.01 Station Security Air Threat — Operations Response (ref. 2,

3)(sit T ure)
The NRC Headquarters Operations Officer (HOO) will communicate to the licensee if the

threat involves an aircraft. The status and size of the plane may be provided by NORAD
through the NRC.

In some cases, it may not be readily apparent if an aircraft impact within the OWNER
CONTROLLED AREA was intentional (i.e., a HOSTILE ACTION). It is expected, although not
certain, that notification by an appropriate Federal agency to the site would clarify this point. In
this case, the appropriate federal agency is intended to be NORAD, FBI, FAA or NRC. The
emergency declaration, including one based on other ICs/EALs, should not be unduly delayed
while awaiting notification by a Federal agency.

Emergency plans and implementing procedures are public documents; therefore, EALs should
not incorporate Security-sensitive information. This includes information that may be
advantageous to a potential adversary, such as the particulars concerning a specific threat or
threat location. Security-sensitive information should be contained in non-public documents
such as the Security Plan_for NAPS (ref. 1).

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC HS1.

Reference(s):
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1. Millstone, North Anna and Surry Power Stations’ Security Plan, Training and Qualification
Plan, Safeguards Contingency Plan and Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation
Security Program

2. 0-AP-9, “Station Security — Operations Response”

0-AP-9.01, “Station Security Air Threat — Operations Response”

4. NEI99-01 HA1

©
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Category: H — Hazards
Subcategory: 1 — Security

Initiating Condition: HOSTILE ACTION within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA
EAL:

HS1.1 Site Area Emergency

A HOSTILE ACTION is occurring or has occurred within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA
as reported by NAPS Security Shift Supervisor

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s): /

HOSTAGE - A person(s) held as leverage against the station to ensure that demands will be
met by the station.

HOSTILE ACTION - An act toward NAPS or its personnel that includes the use of violent force
to destroy equipment, take HOSTAGES, and/or intimidate the licensee to achieve an end. This
includes attack by air, land, or water using guns, explosives, PROJECTILES, vehicles, or other
devices used to deliver destructive force. Other acts that satisfy the overall intent may be
included. Hostile action should not be construed to.include acts of civil disobedience or
felonious acts that are not part of a concerted attack on NAPS. Non-terrorism-based EALs
should be used to address such activities (i.e., this may include violent acts between
individuals in the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA).

HOSTILE FORCE - One or more individuals who are engaged in a determined assault, overtly
or by stealth and deception, equipped with suitable weapons capable of killing, maiming, or
causing destruction.

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA - The entire area contiguous to the PLANT PROTECTED
AREA, owned by the Company and designated to be controlled for security reasons.

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

PROJECTILE - An object directed toward a Nuclear Power Plant that could cause concern for
its continued operability, reliability, or personnel safety.

Basis:

This IC addresses the occurrence of a HOSTILE ACTION within the PLANT PROTECTED
AREA. This event will require rapid response and assistance due to the possibility for damage
to plant equipment. :

Timely and accurate communications between Security Shift Supervision and the Control
Room is essential for proper classification of a security-related event (ref. 1, 2, 3).

Security plans and terminology are based on the guidance provided by NEI 03-12, Template
for the Security Plan, Training and Qualification Plan, Safeguards Contingency Plan [and
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation Security Program].
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As time and conditions allow, these events requiré a heightened state of readiness by the plant
staff and implementation of onsite protective measures (e.g., evacuation, dispersal or
sheltering). The Site Area Emergency declaration will mobilize State and local agencyORO
resources and have them available to develop and implement public protective actions in the -
unlikely event that the attack is successful in impairing multiple safety functions.

This }S-EAL does not apply to a HOSTILE ACTION directed at an ISFSI Protected Area
located outside the PLANT PROTECTED AREA,; such an attack should be assessed using IC
HA1. It also does not apply to incidents that are accidental events, acts of civil disobedience,
or otherwise are not a HOSTILE ACTION perpetrated by a HOSTILE FORCE. Examples
include the crash of a small aircraft, shots from hunters, physical disputes between employees,
etc. Reporting of these types of events is adequately addressed by other EALs, or the
requirements of 10 CFR 73.71 or 10 CFR 50.72.

Emergency plans and implementing procedures are public documents; therefore, EALs should
not incorporate Security-sensitive information. This includes information that may be
advantageous to a potential adversary, such as the particulars concerning a specific threat or
threat location. Security~sensitive information should be contained in non-public documents
such as the Security Plan_for NAPS (ref. 1).

Escalati ‘4 lassificationlevel would be vig 10 HGA
Reference(s):

1. Millstone, North Anna and Surry Power Stations’ Security Plan, Training and Qualification
Plan, Safeguards Contingency Plan and Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation
Security Program

2. 0-AP-9, “Station Security — Operatlons Response”

0-AP-9.01, “Station Security Air Threat — Operations Response”

4. NEI 99-01 HS1

o
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: . 2 — Seismic Event

Initiating Condition: Seismic event greater than OBE levels

EAL:

HU2.1 NOUE

Seismic event > OBE (0.06g horizontal or 0.04g vertical) as indicated by “OBE
EXCEEDED” indicator illuminated on the SYSCOM Network Control Center (NCC)

Mode Applicability:
All

Definition(s):

None

Basis:

0-AP-36 Seismic Event provides the guidance for determining if the OBE earthquake threshold
is exceeded (horizontal or vertical) and any required response actions. (ref. 2).

Ground motion acceleration of 0.06qg horizontal or 0.04qg vertical is the Operating Basis
Earthquake for NAPS (ref. 1).

Ground motion acceleration at the OBE is unmistakably a “felt” earthquake and is significantly
greater than the ground motion acceleration required to activate the Event Indicator on the
Strong Motion Accelerograph (SMA) which, in turn, activates annunciator 1A-B4, Earthquake
System Trigger, in the Control Room. The “OBE EXCEEDED” indicator illuminates on the
SYSCOM Network Control Center (NCC) if site OBE ground acceleration is exceeded (ref. 2).

Event verification with external sources should not be necessary during or following an OBE.
Earthquakes of this magnitude should be readily felt by on-site personnel and recognized as a
significant selsmlc event (e.g., lateral accelerations in excess of 0.08g06g). The Shift Manager
may seek external verification if deemed appropriate (e.g., a call to the
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), check internet news sources, etc.); however, the verification
action must not preclude a timely emergency declaration.

This IC addresses a seismic event that results in accelerations at the plant site greater than
those specified for an Operating Basis Earthquake (OBE). An earthquake greater than an

OBE but less than a Safe-ShutdewnDesign Basis Earthquake (SSEDBE) should have no
significant impact on safety-related systems, structures and components; however, some time
may be required for the plant staff to ascertain the actual post-event condition of the plant

(e.g., performs walk-downs and post-event inspections). Given the time necessary to perform -
walk-downs and inspections, and fully understand any impacts, this event represents a
potential degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

Depending upon the plant mode at the time of the event, escalation of the emergency
classification level would be via IC CA6 or SASMA9.

Reference(s):
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1. UFSAR Section 2.5.2.6
2. 0-AP-36, “Seismic Event”
3. NEI 99-01 HU2
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 3 — Natural or Technological Hazard

Initiating Condition: Hazardous event
EAL:

HU3.1 NOUE
A tornado strike within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

Basis:

This IC addresses hazardous events that are considered to represent a potential degradation
of the level of safety of the plant.

This EAL EAL#1-addresses a tornado striking (touching down) within the PLANT
PROTECTED AREA.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be based on ICs in Recognition
Categories AR, F, S-M or C.
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If damage is confirmed visually or by other in-plant indications, the event may be escalated to
an Alert under IC CAG6 or MA9.

A tornado striking (touching down) within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA warrants declaration
of an NOUE regardless of the measured wind speed at the meteorological tower. A tornado is
defined as a violently rotating column of air in contact with the ground and extending from the
base of a thunderstorm. ‘

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 HU3
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 3 — Natural or Technological Hazard

Initiating Condition: Hazardous event
EAL:

HU3.2 NOUE

Internal room or area FLOODING of a magnitude sufficient to require manual or automatic
electrical isolation of a SAFETY SYSTEM component required by Technical Specifications
for the current operating mode

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

FLOODING - A condition where water is entering a room or area faster than installed
equipment is capable of removal, resulting in a rise of water level within the room or area.

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooiing down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

- Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:

This IC addresses hazardous events that are considered to represent a potential degradation
of the level of safety of the plant.

This EAL addresses FLOODING of a building room or area that results in operators isolating
power to a SAFETY SYSTEM component due to water level or other wetting concerns.
Classification is also required if the water level or related wetting causes an automatic isolation
of a SAFETY SYSTEM component from its power source (e.g., a breaker or relay trip). To
warrant classification, operability of the affected component must be required by Technical
Specifications for the current operating mode (ref. 1, 2).

A [ Aore ) N an a a\¥7a¥a alalalla
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Escalation of the emergency classification level would be based on ICs in Reeegnitien
Categories AR, F, S-M or C.

Refer to EAL CA6.1 or MA9.1 for internal flooding affecting more than one SAFETY SYSTEM

train.
Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 HU3
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 3 — Natural or Technological Hazard

Initiating Condition: Hazardous event
EAL:

HU3.3 NOUE

Movement of personnel within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA is IMPEDED due to an
event external to the PLANT PROTECTED AREA involving hazardous materials (e.g., an
offsite chemical spill or toxic gas release)

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

IMPEDE(D) - Personnel access to a room or area is hindered to an extent that extraordinary
‘measures are necessary to facilitate entry of personnel into the affected room/area
(e.g., requiring use of protective equipment, such as SCBAs, that is not routinely employed).

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

Basis:

This IC addresses hazardous events that are considered to represent a potential degradation
of the level of safety of the plant.

EAL#3-addresses a hazardous materials event originating at ar effsite-location outside the
PLANT PROTECTED AREA and of sufficient magnitude to IMPEDE the movement of
personnel within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA.
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Escalation of the emergency classification level would be based on ICs in Recognition
Categories AR, F, S-M or C.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 HU3
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 3 — Natural or Technological Hazard

Initiating Condition: Hazardous event
EAL:

HU3.4 NOUE

A hazardous event that results in on-site conditions sufficient to prohibit the plant staff from
accessing the site via personal vehicles (Note 7)

Note 7:  This EAL does not apply to routine traffic impediments such as fog, snow, ice, or vehicle breakdowns
or accidents.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

FLOODING - A condition where water is entering a room or area faster than installed
equipment is capable of removal, resulting in a rise of water level within the room or area.

Basis:
This 1C addresses hazardous events that are considered to represent a potential degradation

of the level of safety of the plant. EAI:#4—add¥esses—a—temade—smkmg—(teuehmg—dewn9w%h+n

This EAL EAL#4-addresses a hazardous event that causes an on-site impediment to vehicle
movement and significant enough to prohibit the plant staff from accessing the site using
personal vehicles. Examples of such an event include site FLOODING caused by a hurricane,
heavy rains, up-river water releases, dam failure, etc., or an on-site train derailment blocking
the access road.

This EAL is not intended to apply to routine impediments such as fog, snow, ice, or vehicle
breakdowns or accidents, but rather to more significant conditions such as 'the Hurricane
Andrew strike on Turkey Point in 1992, the FLOODING around the Cooper Station during the
Midwest floods of 1993, or the FLOODING around Ft. Calhoun Station in 2011.

EAL#5-addresses{site-specific-deseription)—Escalation of the emergency classification level
would be based on ICs in Reeegnition-Categories AR, F, S-M or C.

Reference(s):
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1. NEI 99-01 HU3
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 4 — Fire

Initiating Condition: FIRE potentially degrading the level of safety of the plant
EAL: |

HU4.1 NOUE

A FIRE is not extinguished within 15 min. of any of the following fire detection indications
(Note 1): '

« Report from the field (i.e., visual observation) -
« Receipt of multiple (more than 1) fire alarms or indications
» Field verification of a single fire alarm

AND
The FIRE is located within any Table H-1 area

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time.limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Table H-1 NAPS Fire Areas

s Cable Vaults & Tunnels

¢ Emergency Switchgear Rooms

e Emergency Diesel Generator Rooms

» Reactor Containment

e Quench Spray Pump Houses

o Safeguards Area

s Main Steam Valve House

e Cable Spreading Rooms

¢ . Control Room

e CR Chiller Rooms

e Auxiliary / Fuel / Decontamination Buildings
e Fuel Oil Pump House Room A or B

e Service Water Pump House and Valve House
¢ Intake Structure Control House

e Auxiliary Service Water Pump House

e Auxiliary Feedwater Pump House

e Turbine Building
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Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

FIRE - Combustion characterized by heat and light. Sources of smoke such as slipping drive
belts or overheated electrical equipment do not constitute fires. Observation of flame is
preferred but is not required if large quantities of smoke and heat are observed.

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

Basis:

This IC addresses the magnitude and extent of FIRES that may be indicative of a potential
degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

EALH#1

The 15 minute requirement begins with a credible notification that a FIRE is occurring, or
receipt of multiple VALID fire detection system alarms or field validation of a single fire alarm.
The alarm is to be validated using available Control Room indications or alarms to prove that it
is not spurious, or by reports from the field.

Table H-1 Fire Areas are those areas that contain equipment necessary for safe operation and
shutdown of the plant (ref. 1).

The intent of the 15-minute duration is to size the FIRE and to discriminate against small
FIRES that are readily extinguished (e.g., smoldering waste paper basket). In addition to
alarms, other indications of a FIRE could be a drop in fire main pressure, automatic activation
of a suppression system, etc.

Upon receipt, operators will take prompt actions to confirm the validity of an initial fire alarm,
indication, or report. For EAL assessment purposes, the emergency declaration clock starts at
the time that the initial alarm, indication, or report was received, and not the time that a
subsequent verification action was performed. Similarly, the fire duration clock also starts at
the time of receipt of the initial alarm, indication or report. EAL#2 '
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Depending upon the plant mode at the time of the event, escalation of the emergency
classification level would be via IC CA6 or SASMAQ.

Page 202 of 270



North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Reference(s):

1. NAPS Appendix R Report, Section 4.4 Attachment to Table 4-1
2. NEI 99-01 HU4
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 4 — Fire

Initiating Condition: FIRE potentially degrading the level of safety of the plant
EAL:

HU4.2 NOUE
Receipt of a single fire alarm (i.e., no other indications of a FIRE)
AND

The fire alarm is indicating a FIRE within any Table H-1 area (excluding Reactor
Containment) ‘

AND
The existence of a FIRE is not verified within 30 min. of alarm receipt (Notes 1, 13)

\\

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Note 13: A Reactor Containment fire alarm is considered VALID upon receipt of multiple (more than one) fire
' zone alarms.

Table H-1 NAPS Fire Areas

e Cable Vaults & Tunnels

¢ Emergency Switchgear Rooms

¢ Emergency Diesel Generator Rooms

e Reactor Containment

¢ Quench Spray Pump Houses

e Safeguards Area

¢ Main Steam Valve House

e Cable Spreading Rooms

e Control Room

e CR Chiller Rooms

o Auxiliary / Fuel / Decontamination Buildings
¢ Fuel Oil Pump House Room Aor B

e Service Water Pump House and Valve House
e Intake Structure Control House

o Auxiliary Service Water Pump House

¢ Auxiliary Feedwater Pump House

e Turbine Building

Mode Applicability:
All
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Definition(s):
FIRE - Combustion characterized by heat and light. Sources of smoke such as slipping drive

belts or overheated electrical equipment do not constitute fires. Observation of flame is
preferred but is not required if large quantities of smoke and heat are observed.

VALID - An indication, report, or condition, is considered to be valid when it is verified by (1) an
instrument channel check, or (2) indications on related or redundant indicators, or (3) by direct
observation by plant personnel, such that doubt related to the indicator’s operability, the
condition’s existence, or the report’s accuracy is removed. Implicit in this definition is the need
for timely assessment.

Basis:

This IC addresses the magnitude and extent of FIRES that may be indicative of a potential
degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

The 30 minute requirement begins upon receipt of a single VALID fire detection system alarm.

The alarm is to be validated using available Control Room indications or alarms to prove that it
is not spurious, or by reports from the field. Actual field reports must be made within the 30
minute time limit or a classification must be made. If a fire is verified to be occurring by field
report, classification shall be made based on EAL HU4.1, with the 15 minute requirement
beginning with the verification of the fire by field report.

Table H-1 Fire Areas are those areas that contain equipment necessary for safe operation and
shutdown of the plant (ref. 1).

This EAL addresses receipt of a single fire alarm, and the existence of a FIRE is not verified
(i.e., proved or disproved) within 30-minutes of the alarm. Upon receipt, operators will take
prompt actions to confirm the validity of a single fire alarm. For EAL assessment purposes, the
30-minute clock starts at the time that the initial alarm was received, and not the time that a
subsequent verification action was performed.

With regard to Reactor Containment fire alarms, there is constant air movement in the
enclosed containment due to the operation of the containment ventilation system. The
operating cooling units are drawing air to the units past the smoke detectors. It can be
reasonably expected that a fire that burns for 15 minutes would produce sufficient products of
combustion to cause fire detectors in multiple zones to alarm. Therefore, a single Reactor
Containment fire alarm is not considered VALID.
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A single fire alarm, absent other indication(s) of a FIRE, may be indicative of equipment failure
or a spurious activation, and not an actual FIRE. For this reason, additional time is allowed to
verify the validity of the alarm. The 30-minute period is a reasonable amount of time to
determine if an actual FIRE exists; however, after that time, and absent information to the
contrary, it is assumed that an actual FIRE is in progress.

If an actual FIRE is verified by a report from the field, then HU4.1 EAL#4-is immediately .
applicable, and the emergency must be declared if the FIRE is not extinguished within 15-
minutes of the report. If the alarm is verified to be due to an equipment failure or a spurious
activation, and this verification occurs within 30-minutes of the receipt of the alarm, then this
EAL is not applicable and no emergency declaration is warranted. EAL#3

Basis-Related Requirements from Appendix R (justification for the use of 30 minute criteria)

AppendixR-te-10 CFR 50, Appendix R states in part:

Criterion 3 of Appendix A to this part specifies that "Structures, systems, and
components important to safety shall be designed and located to minimize, consistent
with other safety requirements, the probability and effect of fires and explosions."

When considering the effects of fire, those systems associated with achieving and
maintaining safe shutdown conditions assume major importance to safety because
damage to them can lead to core damage resulting from loss of coolant through boil-off.

Because fire may affect safe shutdown systems and because the loss of function of
systems used to mitigate the consequences of design basis accidents under post-fire
conditions does not per se impact public safety, the need to limit fire damage to systems
required to achieve and maintain safe shutdown conditions is greater than the need to
limit fire damage to those systems required to mitigate the consequences of design
basis accidents.

In addition, AppenrdixRte 10 CFR 50, Appendix R, requires, among other considerations, the
use of 1-hour fire barriers for the enclosure of cable and equipment and associated non-safety
circuits of one redundant train (G.2.c). As used in HU4.2EAL#2, the 30-minutes to verify a
single alarm is well within this worst-case 1-hour time period.
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Depending upon the plant mode at the time of the event, escalation of the emergency
classification level would be via IC CA6 or SASMA9.

Reference(s):

1. NAPS Appendix R Report, Section 4.4 Attachment to Table 4-1
2. NEI 99-01 HU4
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 4 — Fire

Initiating Condition: FIRE potentially degrading the level of safety of the plant
EAL:

HU4.3 NOUE

A FIRE within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA or ISFSI Protected Area not extinguished
within 60 min. of the initial report, alarm or indication (Note 1)

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

FIRE - Combustion characterized by heat and light. Sources of smoke such as slipping drive
belts or overheated electrical equipment do not constitute fires. Observation of flame is
preferred but is not required if large quantities of smoke and heat are observed.

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

Basis:
This IC addresses the magnitude and extent of FIRES that may be indicative of a potential
degradation of the level of safety of the plant.
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In addition to a FIRE addressed by EAL HU4.1 #4-or HU4.2EAL#2 a FIRE within the PLANT
PROTECTED AREA not extinguished within 60-minutes may also potentially degrade the level
of plant safety.

This basis extends to a FIRE occurring within the Protected Area of an ISFSI located outside

the PLANT PROTECTED AREA. {-Sentenee—feFﬁlaﬂ-PSAM%h—aHSESFe&tsﬂe—the—plai#
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Depending upon the plant mode at the time of the event, escalation of the emergency
classification level would be via IC CA6 or SASMAS.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 HU4
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 4 — Fire

Initiating Condition: FIRE potentially degrading the level of safety of the plant
EAL.:

HU4.4 NOUE

A FIRE within the PLANT PROTECTED AREA or ISFSI Protected Area that requires an
offsite fire department to assist with extinguishment

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

FIRE - Combustion characterized by heat and light. Sources of smoke such as slipping drive
belts or overheated electrical equipment do not constitute fires. Observation of flame is
preferred but is not required if large quantities of smoke and heat are observed.

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

Basis:

This IC addresses the magnitude and extent of FIRES that may be indicative of a potential
degradation of the level of safety of the plant.
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If a FIRE within the PLANT ortSESHforplants-with-andSESI-outside-the-plant-Protected-Areal
PROTECTED AREA or ISFSI Protected Area is of sufficient size to require a response by an

offsite firefighting agency (e.g., a local town Fire Department), then the level of plant safety is
potentially degraded. The dispatch of an offsite firefighting agency to the site requires an
emergency declaration only if it is needed to actively support firefighting efforts because the
fire is beyond the capability of the Fire Brigade to extinguish. Declaration is not necessary if
the agency resources are placed on stand-by, or supporting post-extinguishment recovery or
investigation actions.

The Shift Fire Brigade Incident Commander will assess whether the fire conditions warrant
outside assistance (ref. 1).
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Depending upon the plant mode at the time of the event, escalation of the emergency
classification level would be via IC CA6 or SASMA9.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 HU4
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 5 — Hazardous Gases ’

Initiating Condition: Gaseous release IMPEDING access to equipment necessary for
normal plant operations, cooldown or shutdown

EAL:

HA5.1 Alert

Release of a toxic, corrosive, asphyxiant or flammable gas into any Table H-2 room or
area

AND .
Entry into the room or area is prohibited or IMPEDED (Note 5)

Note 5:  If the equipment in the listed room or area was already inoperable or out-of-service before the event occurred, then
no emergency classification is warranted.

Table H-2 Safe Operation & Shutdown Rooms/Areas
Room/Area Mode

Aux. Building El 274’ 1,2,3,4

Instrument Rack Rooms

Cable Vault & Tunnels 4

Mode Applicability:
1 - Power Operation, 2 — Startup,3 Hot Standby, 4 - Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

IMPEDE(D) - Personnel access to a room or area is hindered to an extent that extraordinary
measures are necessary to facilitate entry of personnel into the affected room/area
- (e.g., requiring use of protective equipment, such as SCBAs, that is not routinely employed).

Basis: ,
This IC addresses an event involving a release of a hazardous gas that brecludes or
IMPEDES access to equipment necessary to maintain normal plant operation, or required for a

normal plant cooldown and shutdown. This condition represents an actual or potential
substantial degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

An Alert declaration is warranted if entry into the affected room/area is, or may be, procedurally
required during the plant operating mode in effect at the time of the gaseous release. The
emergency classification is not contingent upon whether entry is actually necessary at the time
of the release.

Evaluation of the IC and EAL do not require atmospheric sampling; it only requires the

| Emergency-DirecterSEM's judgment that the gas concentration in the affected room/area is
sufficient to preclude or significantly IMPEDE procedurally required access. This judgment
may be based on a variety of factors including an existing job hazard analysis, report of ill
effects on personnel, advice from a subject matter expert or operating experience with the
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same or similar hazards. Access should be considered as IMPEDED if extraordinary
measures are necessary to facilitate entry of personnel into the affected room/area (e.g.,
requiring use of protective equipment, such as SCBAs, that is not routinely employed).

An emergency declaration is not warranted if any of the following conditions apply:

e The plant is in an operating mode different than the mode specified for the affected
room/area (i.e., entry is not required during the operating mode in effect at the time of the
gaseous release). For example, the plant is in Mode 1 when the gaseous release occurs,
and the procedures used for normal operation, cooldown and shutdown do not require
entry into the affected room until Mode 4.

e The gas release is a planned activity that includes compensatory measures which address
the temporary inaccessibility of a room or area (e.g., fire suppression system testing).

e The action for which room/area entry is required is of an administrative or record keeping
nature (e.g., normal rounds or routine inspections).

e The access control measures are of a conservative or precautionary nature, and would not
actually prevent or IMPEDE a required action.

e If the equipment in the listed room or area was already inoperable, or out-of-service, before
the event occurred, then no emergency should be declared since the event will have no
adverse impact beyond that already allowed by Technical Specifications at the time of the
event.

An asphyxiant is a gas capable of reducmg the level of oxygen in the body to dangerous
levels. Most commonly, asphyxiants work by merely displacing air in an enclosed environment.
This reduces the concentration of oxygen below the normal level of around 19%, which can
lead to breathing difficulties, unconsciousness or even death.

This EAL does not apply to firefighting activities that generate smoke and that automatically or

manually activate a fire suppression system in an area—-erto-intentional-inerting-of

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via Recegnition-Category AR, C or F
ICs.

Reference(s):

1. Attachment 2, “Safe Operation & Shutdown Areas Tables R-2 & H-2 Bases”
2. NEI 99-01 HA5
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 6 — Control Room Evacuation

Initiating Condition: Control Room evacuation resulting in transfer of plant control to
alternate locations

EAL:

HA6.1 Alert

An event has resulted in plant control being transferred from the Control Room to the
Auxiliary Shutdown Panel

Mode Applicability:
All

Definition(s):

None

~

Basis:

This IC addresses an evacuation of the Control Room that results in transfer of plant control to
alternate locations outside the Control Room. The loss of the ability to control the plant from
the Control Room is considered to be a potential substantial degradation in the level of plant
safety. : ‘

Following a Control Room evacuation, control of the plant will be transferred to alternate
shutdown locations. The necessity to control a plant shutdown from outside the Control Room,
in addition to responding to the event that required the evacuation of the Control Room, will
present challenges to plant operators and other on-shift personnel. Activation of the ERO and
emergency response facilities will assist in responding to these challenges.

Transfer of plant control begins when the last licensed operator leaves the Control Room.

Control will be established at the Auxiliary Shutdown Panel if the Control Room is evacuated
for any reason (ref. 1, 2).

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC HS6.
Reference(s):

1. 1(2)-AP-20, “Operation from the Auxiliary Shutdown Panel”
2. 0-FCA-1, “Control Room Fire”
3. NEI 99-01 HA6 :
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 6 — Control Room Evacuation

Initiating Condition: Inability to control a key safety function from outside the Control Room
EAL:

HS6.1 Site Area Emergency

An event has resulted in plant control being transferred from the Control Room to the
Auxiliary Shutdown Panel

AND

Control of any of the following key safety functions is not re-established within 15 min. of
the last licensed operator leaving the Control Room (Note 1):

e Reactivity (modes 1, 2 and 3 only)
e Core cooling
e RCS heat removal

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:

1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown, 5 — Cold Shutdown,
6 — Refueling

Definition(s):
None
Basis:

This IC addresses an evacuation of the Control Room that results in transfer of plant control to
alternate locations, and the control of a key safety function cannot be reestablished in a timely
manner. The failure to gain control of a key safety function following a transfer of plant control
to alternate locations is a precursor to a challenge to one or more fission product barriers
within a relatively short period of time.

The determination of whether or not “control” is established at the remote safe shutdown
location(s) is based on Emergeney-DirectorSEM judgment. The Emergeney-DirectorSEM is
expected to make a reasonable, informed judgment within 15 - i et
transfer)-minutes whether or not the operating staff has control of key safety functions from the
remote safe shutdown location(s).

Transfer of plant control and the time period to establish control begins when the last licensed
operator leaves the Control Room.

Control will be established at the Auxiliary Shutdown Panel if the Control Room was evacuated
for any reason (ref. 1, 2).

Establishment of the reactivity safety function is only applicable in Modes 1, 2 and 3. Sufficient
shutdown margin has already been established once in modes 4, 5 and 6 (ref.3).
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Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC FG1 or CG1

Reference(s):
1. 1(2)-AP-20, “Operation from the Auxiliary Shutdown Panel”

2. 0-FCA-1, “Control Room Fire”
3. NRC EP FAQ 2015-014
4. NEI 99-01 HS6
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 7 — SEM Judgment

Initiating Condition: Other conditions existing that in the judgment of the SEM warrant
declaration of a NOUE

EAL:

HU7.1 NOUE

Other conditions exist which in the judgment of the SEM indicate that events are in
progress or have occurred which indicate a potential degradation of the level of safety of
the plant or indicate a security threat to facility protection has been initiated. No releases
of radioactive material requiring offsite response or monitoring are expected unless further
degradation of SAFETY SYSTEMS occurs.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:

This IC addresses unanticipated conditions not addressed explicitly elsewhere but that warrant
declaration of an emergency because conditions exist which are believed by the Emergeney
BirectorSEM to fall under the emergency classification level description for a NOUE.

Reference(s):
1. NEI 99-01 HU7
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Saféty
Subcategory: 7 — SEM Judgment ‘

Initiating Condition: Other conditions exist that in the judgment of the SEM warrant
declaration of an Alert '

EAL: )

HA7.1 Alert

Other conditions exist which, in the judgment of the SEM, indicate that events are in
progress or have occurred which involve an actual or potential substantial degradation of
the level of safety of the plant or a security event that involves probable life threatening risk
to site personnel or damage to site equipment because of HOSTILE ACTION. Any
releases are expected to be limited to small fractions of the EPA Protective Action
Guideline exposure levels.

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

HOSTAGE - A persoh(s) held as leverage against the station to ensure that demands will be
met by the station. ’ :

HOSTILE ACTION - An act toward NAPS or its personnel that includes the use of violent force
to destroy equipment, take HOSTAGES, and/or intimidate the licensee to achieve an end. This
includes attack by air, land, or water using guns, explosives, PROJECTILES, vehicles, or other
devices used to deliver destructive force. Other acts that satisfy the overall intent may be
included. Hostile action should not be construed to include acts of civil disobedience or _
felonious acts that are not part of a concerted attack on NAPS. Non-terrorism-based EALs
should be used to address such activities (i.e., this may include violent acts between
individuals in the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA).

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA - The entire area contiguous to the PLANT PROTECTED
AREA, owned by the Company and designated to be controlled for security reasons.

PROJECTILE - An object directed toward a Nuclear Power Plant that could cause concern for
its continued operability, reliability, or personnel safety.

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

Basis:

This IC addresses unanticipated conditions not addressed explicitly elsewhere but that warrant
declaration of an emergency because conditions exist which are believed by the Emergeney
DirectorSEM to fall under the emergency classification level description for an Alert. ‘
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Reference(s):

1. NEI99-01 HA7
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 7 — SEM Judgment '

Initiating Condition: Other conditions existing that in the judgment of the SEM warrant
declaration of a Site Area Emergency

EAL:

HS7.1 Site Area Emergency

Other conditions exist which in the judgment of the SEM indicate that events are in
progress or have occurred which involve actual or likely major failures of plant functions
needed for protection of the public or HOSTILE ACTION that results in intentional damage
or malicious acts, (1) toward site personnel or equipment that could lead to the likely failure
of or, (2) that prevent effective access to equipment needed for the protection of the public.
Any releases are not expected to result in exposure levels which exceed EPA Protective
Action Guideline exposure levels beyond the SITE BOUNDARY

Mode Applicability:
All
Definition(s):

HOSTAGE - A person(s) held as Ieverége against the station to ensure that demands will be
met by the station.

HOSTILE ACTION - An act toward NAPS or its personnel that includes the use of violent force
to destroy equipment, take HOSTAGES, and/or intimidate the licensee to achieve an end. This
includes attack by air, land, or water using guns, explosives, PROJECTILES, vehicles, or other
devices used to deliver destructive force. Other acts that satisfy the overall intent may be
included. Hostile action should not be construed to include acts of civil disobedience or
felonious acts that are not part of a concerted attack on NAPS. Non-terrorism-based EALs
should be used to address such activities (i.e., this may include violent acts between
individuals in the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA).

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA - The entire area con\tiguous to the PLANT PROTECTED
AREA, owned by the Company and designated to be controlled for security reasons.

PROJECTILE - An object directed toward a Nuclear Power Plant that could cause concern for
its continued operability, reliability, or personnel safety.

SITE BOUNDARY - The power station proper and the 5000 ft radius circle from the center of
the now abandoned'Unit 3 containment. .

Basis:

This IC addresses unanticipated conditions not addressed explicitly elsewhere but that warrant
declaration of an emergency because conditions exist which are believed by the Emergeney
DirectorSEM to fall under the emergency classification level description for a SITE AREA
EMERGENCY.
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Reference(s):

1. NEI99-01 HS7
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Category: H — Hazards and Other Conditions Affecting Plant Safety
Subcategory: 7 — SEM Judgment

Initiating Condition: Other conditions exist that in the judgment of the SEM warrant
' declaration of a General Emergency

EAL:

HG7.1 General Emergency

Other conditions exist which in the judgment of the SEM indicate that events are in
progress or have occurred which involve actual or IMMINENT substantial core degradation
or melting with potential for loss of containment integrity or HOSTILE ACTION that results
in an actual loss of physical control of the facility. Releases can be reasonably expected to
exceed EPA Protective Action Guideline exposure levels offsite for more than the
immediate site area. '

Mode Applicability:
All
" Definition(s):

HOSTAGE - A person(s) held as leverage against the station to ensure that demands will be
met by the station.

IMMINENT - The trajectory of events or conditions is such that an EAL will be met within a
relatively short period of time regardless of mitigation or corrective actions.

HOSTILE ACTION - An act toward NAPS or its personnel that includes the use of violent force
to destroy equipment, take HOSTAGES, and/or intimidate the licensee to achieve an end. This
includes attack by air, land, or water using guns, explosives, PROJECTILES, vehicles, or other
devices used to deliver destructive force. Other acts that satisfy the overall intent may be
included. Hostile action should not be construed to include acts of civil disobedience or
felonious acts that are not part of a concerted attack on NAPS. Non-terrorism-based EALs
should be used to address such activities (i.e., this may include violent acts between
individuals in the OWNER CONTROLLED AREA).

OWNER CONTROLLED AREA - The entire area contiguous to the PLANT PROTECTED
AREA, owned by the Company and designated to be controlled for security reasons.

PROJECTILE - An object directed toward a Nuclear Power Plant that could cause concern for
its continued operability, reliability, or personnel safety.

PLANT PROTECTED AREA - An area encompassed by physical barriers and to which access
is controlled. The Plant Protected Area refers to the designated security area around the
reactor and turbine buildings to which access is strictly controlled by the Plant Security Force.

Basis:

This IC addresses unanticipated conditions not addressed explicitly elsewhere but that warrant
declaration of an emergency because conditions exist which are believed by the Emergeney
DirecterSEM to fall under the emergency classification level description for a GENERAL
EMERGENCY.
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Reference(s):

1. NEI 99-01 HG7 \
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Category M — System Malfunction

EAL Group: Hot Conditions (RCS temperature > 200°F); EALSs in
this category are applicable only in one or more hot
operating modes.

Numerous system-related equipment failure events that warrant emergency classification have
been identified in this category. They may pose actual or potential threats to plant safety.

The events of this category pertain to the following subcategories:
1. Loss of Emergency AC Power

Loss of emergency plant electrical power can compromise plant safety system operability
including decay heat removal and emergency core cooling systems which may be
necessary to ensure fission product barrier integrity. This category includes loss of onsite
and offsite power sources for 4160V emergency buses.

2. Loss of Vital DC Power

Loss of emergency plant electrical power can compromise plant safety system operability
including decay heat removal and emergency core cooling systems which may be
necessary to ensure fission product barrier integrity. This category includes loss of power to
or degraded voltage on the 125V DC vital buses.

3. Loss of Control Room Indications

Certain events that degrade plant operator ability to effectively assess plant conditions
within the plant warrant emergency classification. Losses of indicators are in this
subcategory.

4. RCS Activity

During normal operation, reactor coolant fission product activity is very low. Small
concentrations of fission products in the coolant are primarily from the fission of tramp
uranium in the fuel clad or minor perforations in the clad itself. Any significant increase from
these base-line levels (2% - 5% clad failures) is indicative of fuel failures and is covered
under the Fission Product Barrier Degradation category. However, lesser amounts of clad
damage may result in coolant activity exceeding Technical Specification limits. These
fission products will be circulated with the reactor coolant and can be detected by coolant
sampling.

5. RCS Leakage

The reactor vessel provides a volume for the coolant that covers the reactor core. The
reactor pressure vessel and associated pressure piping (reactor coolant system) together
provide a barrier to limit the release of radioactive material should the reactor fuel clad
integrity fail. Excessive RCS leakage greater than Technical Specification limits indicates
potential pipe cracks that may propagate to an extent threatening fuel clad, RCS and
containment integrity.
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6. RPS Failure

This subcategory includes events related to failure of the Reactor Protection System (RPS)
to initiate and complete reactor trips. In the plant licensing basis, postulated failures of the
RPS to complete a reactor trip comprise a specific set of analyzed events referred to as
Anticipated Transient Without Scram (ATWS) events. For EAL classification, however,
ATWS is intended to mean any scram failure event that does not achieve reactor
shutdown. If RPS actuation fails to properly result in reactor shutdown, positive control of
reactivity is at risk and could cause a threat to fuel clad, RCS and containment integrity.

7. Loss of Communications

Certain events that degrade plant operator ability to effectively communicate with essential
personnel within or external to the plant warrant emergency classification.

8. Containment Failure

Failure of containment isolation capability (under conditions in which the containment is not
currently challenged) warrants emergency classification. Failure of containment pressure
control capability also warrants emergency classification.

9. Hazardous Event Affecting Safety Systems i

Various natural and technological events that result in degraded plant safety system train
performance or significant VISIBLE DAMAGE warrant emergency classification under this
subcategory.
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Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 — Loss of Emergency AC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of all offsite AC power capability to emergency buses for 15
minutes or longer

EAL:

MU1.1 NOUE

Loss of all offsite AC power capability, Table M-1, to Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H
and J for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Table M-1 AC Power Sources
Offsite:
Unit 1

Transfer Bus D
Transfer Bus F
Station Bus 1B
Station Bus 2B

Unit 2

Transfer Bus E
Transfer Bus F
Station Bus 2C
Station Bus 1A

" Onsite:

« 1(2)HEDG

e 1(2)J EDG

o AAC (SBO) Diesel Generator (if already
aligned)

Mode Applicability: 4

1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown

Definition(s):

None

Basis:

Table M-1 provides a list of offsite AC electrical power sources credited for this EAL.

Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J are the emergency buses (ref. 1).
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This IC addresses a prolonged Idss of offsite power. The loss of offsite power sources renders
the plant more vulnerable to a complete loss of power to AC emergency buses. This condltlon
represents a potential reduction in the level of safety of the plant.

\ For emergency classification purposes, “capability” means that an offsite AC power source(s)
is available to the emergency buses, whether or not the buses are powered from it.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary losses of
offsite power.

The main generators are connected to the plant through the station service transformers
(SSTs), which step the generator voltage down for distribution to the plant auxiliary systems.
The generators are connected to the switchyard through the main transformers (MTs). A
breaker on the output of Unit 1 generator allows the generator 16 be electrically disconnected
from the SSTs and MTs; the Unit 2 generator does not have a generator breaker. When a unit
is shut down, the plant auxiliary systems are provided with electrical power from the switchyard
through the MTs and SSTs or Reserve Station Service Transformers (RSSTs). The emergency
buses are normally powered from the switchyard through redundant reserve station service
transformers (RSSTs). Additional bus ties for Unit 1 exist between the 1H emergency bus to
1B station service bus and 1J emergency bus to 2B station service bus which can provide a
second independent offsite power sources to each Unit 1 emergency bus. Unit 2 emergency
busses can be cross tied between the following: 2C station service bus to 2H and 1A station
service bus to 2J, which can provide a second independent offsite power source to each Unit 2
emergency bus. '

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC SA4MA1.
Reference(s):

11715-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 1)”

12050-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 2)”

1(2)-ECA-0.0, “Loss of All AC Power”

0-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3

NEI 99-01 SU1

o ok wh =
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Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 — Loss of Emergency AC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of all but one AC power source to emergency buses for 15
minutes or longer :

EAL:

MA1.1 Alert

AC power capability, Table M-1, to Unit 1(2) 4160V emérgency buses H and J reduced to
a single power source for =15 min. (Note 1)

AND

Any additional single power source failure will result in loss of all AC power to SAFETY
SYSTEMS .

Note 1:  The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Table M-1 AC Power Sources

Offsite:

Unit 1
Transfer Bus D
Transfer Bus F

Station Bus 1B
Station Bus 2B

Unit 2

e Transfer Bus E
e Transfer Bus F
e Station Bus 2C
e Station Bus 1A

Onsite:

e 1(2)HEDG

e 1(2)J EDG

o AAC (SBO) Diesel Generator (if already
aligned)

Mode Applicability:
1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
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Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could
result in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:

Table M-1 provides a list of offsite and onsite AC electrical power sources credited for this
EAL.

Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J are the emergency buses (ref. 1).

This IC describes a significant degradation of offsite and onsite AC power sources such that
any additional single failure would result in a loss of all AC power to SAFETY SYSTEMS. In
this condition, the sole AC power source may be powering one, or more than one, train of
safety-related equipment. This IC provides an escalation path from IC SU4MU1.

An “AC power source” is a source recognized in AOPs and EOPs, and capable of supplying
required power to an emergency bus. Some examples of this condition are presented below.

e Aloss of all offsite power with a concurrent failure of all but one emergency power
source (e.g., an onsite diesel generator).

e Aloss of all offsite power and loss of all emergency power sources (e.g., onsite diesel
generators) with a single train of emergency buses being back-fed from the unit main

generatortransformer.

e Aloss of emergency power sources (e.g., onsite diesel generators) with a single train of
emergency buses being baek-fed from an offsite power source.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary losses of
power.

The main generators are connected to the plant through the station service transformers
(SSTs), which step the generator voltage down for distribution to the plant auxiliary systems.
The generators are connected to the switchyard through the main transformers (MTs). A
breaker on the output of Unit 1 generator allows the generator to be electrically disconnected
from the SSTs and MTs; the Unit 2 generator does not have a generator breaker. When a unit
is shut down, the plant auxiliary systems are provided with electrical power from the switchyard
through the MTs and SSTs or Reserve Station Service Transformers (RSSTs). The emergency
buses are normally powered from the switchyard through redundant reserve station service
transformers (RSSTs). Additional bus ties for Unit 1 exist between the 1H emergency bus to
1B station service bus and 1J emergency bus to 2B station service bus which can provide a
second independent offsite power sources to each Unit 1 emergency bus. Unit 2 emergency
busses can be cross tied between the following: 2C station service bus to 2H and 1A station
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service bus to 2J, which can provide a second independent offsite power source to each Unit 2
emergency bus.

The station is equipped with an onsite blackout diesel generator that ensures a supply of
power to at least one emergency 4160-Volt emergency bus during station blackout conditions
when both emergency busses for a unit are initially lost. Under SBO conditions (for which the
system was designed), the SBO diesel generator is used to supply power to one emergency
bus on the unit which has initially lost both of its emergency busses. AP-10, Loss of Electrical
Power, also allows the use of the SBO diesel generator to supply power to an emergency bus
under non-blackout conditions. A bus that is powered from the SBO can be credited as being
powered from an independent power source. However, since it takes longer than 15 minutes to
align the SBO diesel generator, the generator must be “already aligned” to credit it as an AC
power source.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC SS4MS1.
This hot condition EAL is equivalent to the cold condition EAL CU2.1.
Reference(s):

11715-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 1)”

12050-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 2)”

1(2)-ECA-0.0, “Loss of All AC Power”

0-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3

NEI 99-01 SA1

o0k W N =
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Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 — Loss of Emergency AC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of all offsite power and all onsite AC power to emergency buses
for 15 minutes or longer

EAL:

MS1.1 Site Area Emergency

Loss of all offsite and all onsite AC power to Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J
for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time Ilmlt has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:

1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
Definition(s): .

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2): 4

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:

For this EAL credit can be taken for any AC power source that has sufficient capability to
operate equipment necessary to maintain a safe shutdown condition, such as FLEX
generators, provided it can be aligned within the 15 minute classification criteria.

Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J are the emergency buses (ref. 1).

This IC addresses a total loss of AC power that compromises the performance of all SAFETY
SYSTEMS requiring electric power including those necessary for emergency core cooling, -
containment heat removal/pressure control, spent fuel heat removal and the ultimate heat sink.
In addition, fission product barrier monitoring capabilities may-be degraded under these
conditions. This IC represents a condition that involves actual or likely major failures of plant
functions needed for the protection of the public.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary power losses.

The main generators are connected to the plant through the station service transformers
(SSTs), which step the generator voltage down for distribution to the plant auxiliary systems.
The generators are connected to the switchyard through the main transformers (MTs). A
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breaker on the output of Unit 1 generator allows the generator to be electrically disconnected
from the SSTs and MTs; the Unit 2 generator does not have a generator breaker. When_a unit
is shut down, the plant auxiliary systems are provided with electrical power from the switchyard
through the MTs and SSTs or Reserve Station Service Transformers (RSSTs). The emergency
buses are normally powered from the switchyard through redundant reserve station service
transformers (RSSTs). Additional bus ties for Unit 1exist between the 1H emergency bus to 1B
station service bus and 1J emergency bus to 2B station service bus which can provide a
second independent offsite power sources to each Unit 1 emergency bus. Unit 2 emergency
busses can be cross tied between the following: 2C station service bus to 2H and 1A station
service bus to 2J, which can provide a second independent offsite power source to each Unit 2
emergency bus.

The station is equipped with an_onsite blackout diesel generator that ensures a supply of
power to at least one emergency 4160-Volt emergency bus during station blackout conditions
when both emergency busses for a unit are initially lost. Under SBO conditions (for which the
system was designed), the SBO diesel generator is used to supply power to one emergency
bus on the unit which has initially lost both of its emergency busses. AP-10, Loss of Electrical
Power, also allows the use of the SBO diesel generator to supply power to an emergency bus
under non-blackout ¢onditions. A bus that is powered from the SBO can be credited as being
powered from an independent power source. :

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs AG4RG1, FG1 or SG+MG1.
This hot condition EAL is equivalent to the cold condition EAL CA2.1.

Reference(s):

11715-FE-1A, “Main One Line ﬁiagram (Unit 1)”

12050-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 2)”

1(2)-ECA-0.0, “Loss of All AC Power”

0-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3

NEI 99-01 SS1

o 0k w N
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Category: M —System Malfunction

Subcategory: 1 — Loss of Vital AC Power

Initiating Condition: Prolonged loss of all offsite and all onsite AC power to emergency

buses
EAL:
MG1.1 General Emergency

Loss of all offsite and all onsite AC power to Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses Hand J -
AND '
Core Cooling-RED Path conditions met

Mode Applicability:
1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:

For this EAL credit can be taken for any AC power source that has sufficient capability to
operate equipment necessary to maintain a safe shutdown condition, such as the FLEX
generators.

This IC addresses a prolonged loss of all power sources to AC emergency buses_that results
in degraded core cooling. A loss of all AC power compromises the performance of all SAFETY
SYSTEMS requiring electric power including those necessary for emergency core cooling,
containment heat removal/pressure control, spent fuel heat removal and the ultimate heat sink.
A prolonged loss of these buses will eventually lead to a loss of one or more fission product
barriers. In addition, fission product barrier monitoring capabilities may be degraded under
these conditions. '

The EAL threshold is based on meeting either CSFST Core Cooling Red Path criteria
(ref. 6, 7):

e Core Exit Thermocouple readings =1,200 °F.
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e Core exit TCs are =700°F with RCS subcooling based on core exit TCs <25°F [75°F],
no RCPs are running, and RVLIS full range is <48%

Fhe-For extended loss of emergency bus AC power events that do not result in a breach of the
RCS barrier, this EAL should require declaration of a General Emergency prior to meeting the
thresholds for IC FG1. This will allow additional time for implementation of offsite protective
actions.

The EAL will alse-require a General Emergency declaration if the loss of AC power results in
parameters that indicate an inability to adequately remove decay heat from the core.

The main generators are connected to the plant through the station service transformers
(SSTs), which step the generator voltage down for distribution to the plant auxiliary systems.
The generators are connected to the switchyard through the main transformers (MTs). A
breaker on the output of Unit 1 generator allows the generator to be electrically disconnected
from the SSTs and MTs; the Unit 2 generator does not have a generator breaker. When a unit
is shut down, the plant auxiliary systems are provided with electrical power from the switchyard
through the MTs and SSTs or Reserve Station Service Transformers (RSSTs). The emergency
buses are normally powered from the switchyard through redundant reserve station service
transformers (RSSTs). Additional bus ties for Unit 1 exist between the 1H emergency bus to
1B station service bus and 1J emergency bus to 2B station service bus which can provide a
second independent offsite power sources to each Unit 1 emergency bus. Unit 2 emergency
busses can be cross tied between the following: 2C station service bus to 2H and 1A station
service bus to 2J. which can provide a second independent offsite power source to each Unit 2
emergency bus.

The station is equipped with an onsite blackout diesel generator that ensures a supply of
power fo at least one emergency 4160-Volt emergency bus during station blackout conditions
when both emergency busses for a unit are initially lost. Under SBO conditions (for which the
system was designed), the SBO diesel generator is used to supply power to one emergency
bus on the unit which has initially lost both of its emergency busses. AP-10, Loss of Electrical
Power, also allows the use of the SBO diesel generator to supply power to an emergency bus
under non-blackout conditions. A bus that is powered from the SBO can be credited as being
powered from an independent power source.

Reference(s):

1. 11715-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 1)”
2. 12050-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 2)”
3. 1(2)-ECA-0.0, “Loss of All AC Power”
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4. 0-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3

1(2)-F-0, “Critical Safety Function Status Trees, Attachment 2 Core Cooling”
1(2)-FR-C.1, “Response to Inadequate Core Cooling”

NEI 99-01 SG1

©® N o o
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Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 2 — Loss of Vital DC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of all vital DC power for 15 minutes or longer
EAL:

MS2.1 Site Area Emergency
Indicated voltage is < 105 VDC on all vital 125 VDC battery buses for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Mode Applicability:
1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis: ,
There are four independent 125 volt DC systems for each unit.

Each system consists of 125 volt DC distribution panels and its respective battery and a
battery charger. The batteries 1(2)-1, 1(2)-Il, 1(2)-1ll, and 1(2)-IV supply power only if the
battery chargers fail or if the demand exceeds the capacity of the chargers. The batteries are
rated for a minimum of two hours (ref. 1, 2).

A battery terminal voltage of 105 volts DC is the minimum voltage required to ensure proper
operation of equipment connected to the DC bus (ref. 3). -

This IC addresses a loss of vital DC power which compromises the ability to monitor and
control SAFETY SYSTEMS. In modes above Cold Shutdown, this condition involves a major
- failure of plant functions needed for the protection of the public.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary power losses.
Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs AG4+RG1, FG1 or MG2SG8.
This hot condition EAL equivalent of the cold condition EAL CU4.1.
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Reference(s):

1.
2. UFSAR Section 8.3.2, “Direct Current Power System”
3.

4. NEI 99-01 SS8

1(2)-AP-10, “Loss of Electrical Power”

0-OP-6.4, “Operation of the SBO Diesel (SBO Event)”
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Category: © M —System Malfunction

Subcategory: 2 — Loss of Vital DC Power

Initiating Condition: Loss of all emergency AC and vital DC power sources for 15 minutes
or longer

EAL.:

MG2.1 General Emergency

Loss of all offsite and all onsite AC power to Unit 1(2) 4160V emergency buses H and J
for =15 min. (Note 1)

AND
Indicated voltage is < 105 VDC on all vital 125 VDC battery buses for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded. :

Mode Applicability:
1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional durlng
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

Basis:

This IC addresses a concurrent and prolonged loss of both emergency AC and vital DC power.
A loss of all emergency AC power compromises the performance of all SAFETY SYSTEMS
requiring electric power including those necessary for emergency core cooling, containment
heat removal/pressure control, spent fuel heat removal and the ultimate heat sink. A loss of
vital DC power compromises the ability to monitor and control SAFETY SYSTEMS. A
sustained loss of both emergency AC and vital DC power will lead to multiple challenges to
fission product barriers.

For this EAL credit can be taken for any AC power source that has sufficient capability to
operate equipment necessary to maintain a safe shutdown condition, such as the FLEX
generators.

The main generators are connected to the plant through the station service transformers

(SSTs), which step the generator voltage down for distribution to the plant auxiliary systems.
The generators are connected to the switchyard through the main transformers (MTs). A
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breaker on the output of Unit 1 generator allows the generator to be electrically disconnected
from the SSTs and MTs; the Unit 2 generator does not have a generator breaker. When a unit
is shut down, the plant auxiliary systems are provided with electrical power from the switchyard
through the MTs and SSTs or Reserve Station Service Transformers (RSSTs). The emergency
buses are normally powered from the switchyard through redundant reserve station service
transformers (RSSTs). Additional bus ties for Unit 1exist between the 1H emergency bus to 1B
station service bus and 1J emergency bus to 2B station service bus which can provide a
second independent offsite power sources to each Unit 1 emergency bus. Unit 2 emergency
busses can be cross tied between the following: 2C station service bus to 2H and 1A station
service bus to 2J, which can provide a second independent offsite power source to each Unit 2
emergency bus.

The station is equipped with an onsite blackout diesel generator that ensures a supply of
power to at least one emergency 4160-Volt emergency bus during station blackout conditions
when both emergency busses for a unit are initially lost. Under SBO conditions (for which the
system was designed), the SBO diesel generator is used to supply power to one emergency
bus on the unit which has initially lost both of its emergency busses. AP-10, Loss of Electrical
Power, also allows the use of the SBO diesel generator to supply power to an emergency bus
under non-blackout conditions. A bus that is powered from the SBO can be credited as being
powered from an independent power source.

-

There are four independent 125 volt DC systems for each unit.

Each system consists of 125 volt DC distribution panels and its respective battery and a
battery charger. The batteries 1(2)-I, 1(2)-11, 1(2)-1ll, and 1(2)-1V supply power only if the
battery chargers fail or if the demand exceeds the capacity of the chargers. The batteries are
rated for a minimum of two hours (ref. 4, 8).

A battery terminal voltage of 105 volts DC is the minimum voltage required to ensure proper
operation of equipment connected to the DC bus (ref. 7).

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary power losses.
The 15-minute emergency declaration clock begins at the point when both EAL thresholds are
met.

Reference(s):

11715-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 1)”
12050-FE-1A, “Main One Line Diagram (Unit 2)"
1(2)-ECA-0.0, “Loss of All AC Power”

0-AP-10,” Loss of Electrical Power”

UFSAR Section 8.3

UFSAR Section 8.3.2, “Direct Current Power System”
0-OP-6.4, “Operation of the SBO Diesel (SBO Event)”
NEI 99-01 SG8

© N o g bk N -
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Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 3 — Loss of Control Room Indications

Initiating Condition: UNPLANNED loss of Control Room indications for 15 minutes or
longer

EAL:

MU3.1 NOUE .

An UNPLANNED event results in the inability to monitor one or more Table M-2
parameters from within the Control Room for =15 min. (Note 1)

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded.

Table M-2 Safety System Parameters

e Reactor powér

e RCS level

e RCS pressure

e Core exit TC temperature
e Levelin at least one SG

e Auxiliary feedwater flow to at least
one SG

Mode Applicability:
1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
- placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional durlng
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

UNPLANNED - A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an |ntended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

0
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Basis:

Applicable safety system parameters are listed in Table M-2.

The Plant Computer System/Safety Parameter Display System (SPDS) serve as redundant
indicators which may be utilized as compensatory measures in lieu of the Control Room
indicators associated with safety functions (ref. 1, 2).

The Inadequate Core Cooling Monitor (ICCM) Svstém consists of three redundant subsystems
that provide continuous control room displays: Core Exit Thermocouple (CET) System, Core
Cooling Monitor (CCM) System, and Reactor Vessel Level Instrumentation System (RVLIS)

(ref. 3).

This IC addresses the difficulty associated with monitoring normal plant conditions without the
ability to obtain SAFETY SYSTEM parameters from within the Control Room. This condition is
a precursor to a more significant event and represents a potential degradation in the level of
safety of the plant.

As used in this EAL, an “inability to monitor” means that values for one or more of the listed
parameters cannot be determined from within the Control Room. This situation would require
a loss of all of the Control Room sources for the given parameter(s). For example, the reactor
power level cannot be determined from any analog, digital and recorder source within the
Control Room.

An event involving a loss of plant indications, annunciators and/or display systems is evaluated
in accordance with 10 CFR 50.72 (and associated guidance in NUREG-1022) to determine if
an NRC event report is required. The event would be reported if it significantly impaired the
capability to perform emergency assessments. In particular, emergency assessments
necessary to implement abnormal operating procedures, emergency operating procedures,
and emergency plan implementing procedures addressing emergency classification, accident
assessment, or protective action decision-making.

This EAL is focused on a selected subset of plant parameters associated with the key safety
functions of reactivity control, core cooling [PWRH-RP\-eveH[BI4R}-and RCS heat removal.
The loss of the ability to determine one or more of these parameters from within the Control
Room is considered to be more significant than simply a reportable condition. In addition, if all
indication sources for one or more of the listed parameters are lost, then the ability to
determine the values of other SAFETY SYSTEM parameters may be impacted as well. For

example, if the value for reactorvesselleve HPWRI/RPVRCS water level [BWR}-cannot be

determined from the indications and recorders on a main control board, the SPDS or the plant
computer, the availability of other parameter values may be compromised as well.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold to exclude transient or momentary losses of
indication. :

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via IC MA3SAZ2.
Reference(s):

1. UFSAR Section 7.7.1 .10, “Computer System”
2. UFSAR Section 7.8, “Emergency Response to Accidents”
3. UFSAR Section 7.9, “Inadequate Core Cooling Monitor (ICCM) System”
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4. NEI 99-01 SU2
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Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 3 — Loss of Control Room Indications

Initiating Condition: UNPLANNED loss of Control Room indications for 15 minufes or
longer with a significant transient in progress

EAL.:

MA3.1 Alert

An UNPLANNED event results in the inability to monitor one or more Table M-2
parameters from within the Control Room for =15 min. (Note 1)

AND
Any significant transient is in progress, Table M-3

Note 1: The SEM should declare the event promptly upon determining that the time limit has been exceeded, or
will likely be exceeded. .

Table M-2 Safety System Parameters

e Reactor power

e RCS level

¢ RCS pressure

o Core exit TC temperature
o Level in at least one SG

- Auxiliary feedwater flow to at least
one SG

Table M-3 Significant Transients

- o Automatic turbine runback > 25%
thermal reactor power

e Electrical load rejection > 25% full
electrical load

e Reactor Trip
e Sl actuation

Mode Applicability:
1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
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Definition(s):

SAFETY SYSTEM - A system required for safe plant operation, cooling down the plant and/or
placing it in the cold shutdown condition, including the ECCS. These are typically systems
classified as safety-related (as defined in 10CFR50.2):

Those structures, systems and components that are relied upon to remain functional during
and following design basis events to assure:

(1) The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;
(2) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition;

(3) The capability to prevent or mitigate the consequences of accidents which could result
in potential offsite exposures.

UNPLANNED - A parameter change or an event that is not 1) the result of an intended
evolution or 2) an expected plant response to a transient. The cause of the parameter change
or event may be known or unknown.

Basis:

Applicable safety system parameters are listed in Table M-2.

Significant transients are listed in Table M-3.

The Plant Process Computer System/Safety Parameter Display System (SPDS) serve as
redundant indicators which may be utilized as compensatory measures in lieu of the Control
Room indicators associated with safety functions (ref. 1, 2).

The Inadequate Core Cooling Monitor (ICCM) System consists of three redundant subsystems
that provide continuous control room displays: Core Exit Thermocouple (CET) System, Core
Cooling Monitor (CCM) System, and Reactor Vessel Level Instrumentation System (RVLIS)
(ref. 3). _

This IC addresses the difficulty associated with monitoring rapidly changing plant conditions
during a transient without the ability to obtain SAFETY SYSTEM parameters from within the
Control Room. During this condition, the margin to a potential fission product barrier challenge
is reduced. It thus represents a potential substantial degradation in the level of safety of the
plant.

As used in this EAL, an “inability to monitor” means that values for one or more of the listed
parameters cannot be determined from within the Control Room. This situation would require
a loss of all of the Control Room sources for the given parameter(s). For example, the reactor
power level cannot be determined from any analog, digital and recorder source within the
Control Room.

An event involving a loss of plant indications, annunciators and/or display systems is evaluated
in accordance with 10 CFR 50.72 (and associated guidance in NUREG-1022) to determine if
an NRC event report is required. The event would be reported if it significantly impaired the
capability to perform emergency assessments. In particular, emergency assessments
necessary to implement abnormal operating procedures, emergency operating procedures,
and emergency plan implementing procedures addressing emergency classification, accident
assessment, or protective action decision-making.
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This EAL is focused on a selected subset of plant parameters associated with the key safety
functions of reactivity control, core cooling [RURH-RP\Hevel [BY4/R}-and RCS heat removal.
The loss of the ability to determine one or more of these parameters from within the Control
Room is considered to be more significant than simply a reportable condition. In addition, if all
indication sources for one or more of the listed parameters are lost, then the ability to
determine the values of other SAFETY SYSTEM parameters may be impacted as well. For

example, if the value for reactorvesseHeve HRWRHRPVRCS water level [BW4R}-cannot be

determined from the indications and recorders on a main control board, the SPDS or the plant
computer, the availability of other parameter values may be compromised as well.

Fifteen minutes was selected as a threshold o exclude transient or momentary losses of
indication.

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs FS1 or IG-AS4RS1
Reference(s):

1. UFSAR Section 7.7.1.10, “Computer System “

2. UFSAR Section 7.8, “Emergency Response to Accidents”

3. UFSAR Section 7.9, “Inadequate Core Cooling Monitor (ICCM) System”
4. NEI 99-01 SA2
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Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 4 — RCS Activity

Initiating Condition: RCS activity greater than Technical Specification allowable limits
EAL:

MU4.1 NOUE

With letdown in service, Reactor Coolant Letdown Radiation Monitor 1(2)CH-RI-128(228)
> 1.50E+04 mrem/hr

Mode Applicability:

1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

None

Basis:

This IC addresses a reactor coolant activity value that exceeds an allowable limit (60 uCi/cc
DEI-131) specified in Technical Specifications (ref. 1, 2). This condition is a precursor to a
more significant event and represents a potential degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

Per Engineering Calculation PA-0234, Rev. 1, the threshold value is indicative of more than 60
uCi/cc DEI-131 accident mix after 1 hour of decay. A monitor reading in excess of the
threshold value 1.50E+04 mrem/hr (equivalent to 60 uCi/cc) indicates a challenge to the
Technical Specification allowable limits for fuel clad degradation (ref. 1).

A portion of the letdown stream flows past radiation monitors 1(2)-CH-RI-128(228) to detect
fission product activity in the reactor coolant and warn of a potential fuel element failure (ref.

3).

Escalation of the emergency classification level would be via ICs FA1 or the Recegnition
Category A-R ICs.

Reference(s):

1. Calculation No. PA-0234, Rev. 1, “Post Accident Letdown Radiation Monitor Response for
North Anna”

2. Technical Specifications 3.4.16, “RCS Specific Activity”
3. UFSAR Section 11.4.2.15, “Reactor Coolant Letdown Gross Actlwty Monitors”
4. NEI 99-01 SU3
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North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 Serial No. 18-364

Emergency Action Levels Technical Bases Document Docket No. 50-338/339; 72-16/56
Attachment 1 Emergency Action Level Technical Bases Enclosure 4; Attachment 2
Category: M — System Malfunction

Subcategory: 4 — RCS Activity

Initiating Condition: RCS activity greater than Technical Specification allowable limits
EAL:

MU4.2 NOUE
Dose rate at 1 ft. from an unpressurized RCS sample =Table M-4

Table M-4 Tech. Spec. Coolant Activity Dose Rates
Time > Shutdown (hrs) mR/hr/ml
<2 0.70
>2-<8 0.50
>8 0.30

Mode Applicability:

1 — Power Operation, 2 — Startup, 3 - Hot Standby, 4 — Hot Shutdown
Definition(s):

None

Basis:

This IC addresses a reactor coolant actiVity value that exceeds an allowable limit specified in
Technical Specifications. This condition is a precursor to a more significant event and
represents a potential degradation of the level of safety of the plant.

Per Engineering Calculation RA-0059 (ref. 1), dose rate is.assumed to result from radioactive
iodines (1-131 thru I-135) in RCS in concentrations corresponding to 60 yCi/am DEI-131. This
value corresponds to the Technical Specification coolant activity limit for iodine spike at full
power operations (ref. 2). The values contained in Table M-4 (Tech. Spec. Coolant Activit