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A notice of receipt of a petition for rulemaking to 10 CFR Part 50 was published for public comment in
Reference 1.. The ‘pefitioner requested that the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission amend 10 CFR
50.46(a)(1)(1) and Appendix K to Part 50 to addréss the impact of crud on core cooling during a large
break loss of coolant accident (LBLOCA). The Westinghouse Electric Company provided comments
regarding the petition in Reference 2, which concluded that the proposed revisions to § 50.46 and
Appendix K to Part 50 are unnecessary. ' ’ Co

A suppleiment to the original petition was published for public comment in Reference 3." The pétitioner
further requested that § 50.46 and Appendix K to Part 50 be revised to address the impact of severe crud
deposits on core coolability during normal operation. In the statement of the specific issues involved, the
petitioner postulated that severe crud deposition during operation within a plant’s licensing basis and
Technical Specifications could lead to a spontaneous core melt scenario.

The postulated scenario described in the supplemental petition is completely speculative. No technical,
scientific or other details are provided to support claims such as “it is likely that rapid localized core
melting will be initiated while the LWR is at power.” It is also noted that the regulations recommended
for modification are not related to normal operating conditions. They provide the acceptance criteria and
other requirements related to the performance of emergency core cooling systems in the event of
postulated loss of coolant accidents. A loss of coolant accident is not part of the scenario postulated in the
supplemental petition.

Given the lack of a sound technical basis for the postulated scenario, it is recommended that the
supplemental petition be denied.
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The Westinghouse Electric Company appreciates the opportunity to comment on this petition for
rulemaking. If there are any questions regarding these comments, please contact Mitch Nissley at
{412) 374-4303.

Very truly yours,

ot L ll S

. A. Sepp, Manager
Regulatory and Licensing Engineering
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