
April 19, 2000

MEMORANDUM TO: Marsha Gamberoni, Acting Section Chief, Section 1
Project Directorate I
Division of Licensing Project Managment
Office of Nuclear Rector Regulation

FROM: Peter S. Tam, Senior Project Manager, Section 1 \RA\
Project Directorate I
Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

SUBJECT: NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT NO. 2 -- REVISION
TO RESPONSE TO GENERIC LETTER 95-07 (TAC NOS. MA8504
AND M93489)

By letter dated February 25, 2000, the licensee revised portions of its original response to
Generic Letter 95-07, “Pressure Locking and Thermal Binding of Safety-Related Power-
Operated Gate Valves.” The NRC staff previously completed its review of the licensee’s
response under TAC M93489.

Upon consultation with Steve Tingen, the reviewer for the licensee’s original response, I sent
questions to the licensee (see e-mail attached). On April 17, 2000, Steve Tingen and I had a
telephone conference with licensee personnel Tim Page, et al. Tim Page explained that the
valves covered by the February 25, 2000, submittal were determined not to be subject to
thermal binding because they are expected to open before temperature rise on the lines they
serve. Steve Tingen and I had no comments, other than recommending that more information
should be included in any future revisions, to preclude the need for such telephone
conferences.

In the telephone conference, the NRC staff also acknowledged receipt of an April 14, 2000,
letter which also revises the licensee’s original response. The staff had no questions on the
April 14, 2000, revision.
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From: Peter Tam
To: INTernet:leonardm@nimo.com
Date: Wed, Mar 22, 2000 11:03 AM
Subject: Nine MIle Point Unit 2 - Revised response to GL 95-07

Steve Leonard:

By letter dated 2/25/00 you revised your previous response to GL 95-07, dropping two valves
from the modification effort. I have opened TAC MA8504 to track our efforts on your
2/25/00 submittal.

Your GL 95-07 submittal dated April 21, 1999 (response 2.1) states (paraphrased) that the
service water return isolation valves from the EDG cooler, 2SWP*66A/B, are susceptible to
pressure locking because the ambient area that they are located in heats up and causes the
pressure in the bonnets to increase. We have not seen your analysis and don't know what you
changed in the analysis (new environmental conditions?) to conclude that the valves will no
longer heatup.

Please schedule a brief phone call with me and our reviewer Steve Tingen to explain the
original operating conditions that caused the valves to pressure lock, and then what changed
that led to the 2/25/00 letter. Thanks.

Peter

CC: Steve Tingen
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