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There are no commitments in this letter.
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02.05.04-36

QUESTION:

Table 3.0-11, Backfill under Category I Structures, provided in Supplement I to RAI 2.5.4-33,
includes an ITAAC for shear wave velocity and the newly proposed ITAAC for lab testing of
backfill from unidentified sources. Table 3.0-13, submitted in the response to RAI 2.5.4-30,
contains the settlement ITAAC. All of these ITAAC lack specific acceptance criteria, as well as
specificity in the other elements of the ITAAC. Please update these three ITAAC to reflect a
clear demonstration that the assumptions in the safety analyses are verified consistent with
requirement in 10 CFR 100.23. For the shear wave velocity ITAAC, please refer the NRC's
August 7, 2009 letter to NEI regarding the NRC staff position and standard wording for backfill
ITAAC under Category I structures.

RESPONSE:

This RAI requests that STPNOC update three previously proposed ITAAC. These ITAAC are
discussed separately below.

Shear Wave Velocity

In STPNOC's response to RAI 14.03.02-6 (STPNOC letter U7-C-STP-NRC-090150 dated
September 21, 2009 (ML092660093)) STPNOC proposed an additional ITAAC in COLA Part 9,
Section 3.0, Table 3.0-1 1, Backfill Under Category I Structures, to address shear wave velocity.
In response to this RAI, STPNOC has updated the proposed ITAAC consistent with the NRC
position discussed in this RAI to provide specific quantitative acceptance criteria for the shear
wave velocity in the backfill under specified Category I structures. A markup of the revised
ITAAC is provided with this response.

Engineering Properties of Backfill

In Supplement I to the response to RAI 02.05.04-33 (STPNOC letter U7-C-STP-NRC-100057
dated March 15, 2010 (ML100770389)), STPNOC proposed an additional ITAAC in COLA Part
9, Section 3.0, Table 3.0-11, Backfill Under Category I Structures to confirm that the
engineering properties of backfill under Category I structures from laboratory analyses met the
values used in the site-specific design analysis. This proposed ITAAC was provided in lieu of
listing specific engineering properties of backfill in COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 2.5S.4.5, since
the source of backfill material has not been identified. This RAI requests additional specificity
in order to more clearlydemonstrate that the assumptions of the safety analysis are verified by
this 1TAAC. The COLA markup provided with this response provides the criteria for the
engineering properties of backfill in three additional tables and two additional figures in COLA
Part 2, Tier 2, Section 2.5S.4.5.3, "Compaction Specifications." The addition of these specific
quantitative values in COLA Part 2, in combination with an ITAAC requiring confirmation that
the as built condition of the backfill is consistent with these assumed values, provides the
necessary verification that the assumptions in the safety analyses are properly verified. The
COLA markup provided with this response retains the proposed ITAAC in COLA Part 9,
Section 3.0, Table 3.0-11.
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Settlement

STPNOC's response to RAI 02.05.04-30 (STPNOC letter U7-C-STP-NRC-090146 dated
September 21, 2009 (ML092710096)) provided ITAAC related to settlement of Category I
structures (COLA, Part 9, Section 3.0, Table 3.0-13, Settlement). This RAI response revises the
previously proposed ITAAC to provide more specificity regarding the testing required and
includes quantitative acceptance criteria. The revised ITAAC is provided in the COLA markup
below.

The STP Units 3 and 4 COLA will be revised as indicated in the following markups. These
markups supersede markups to the affected COLA sections previously provided in the responses
to RAIs 02.05.04-30, 02.05.04-33 (original response and Supplement 1) and 14.03.02-6.

COLA Part 2 (Tier 2), Section 2.5S.4.3, Compaction Specifications

2.5S.4.5.3 Compaction Specifications

Once structural fill sources are identified, as discussed in Subsection 2.5S.4.5.1,
several samples of materials are obtained and tested for index properties and for
engineering properties, including grain size and plasticity characteristics, moisture-
density relationships, and dynamic properties. For foundation support and for backfill
against walls, structural fill i compacted to a minimum of 95% of its
maximum dry density and within + or -3% of its optimum moisture content, as
determined based on the modified Proctor compaction test procedure (Reference
2.5S.4-42).

A trial fill program is normally conducted for the purposes of determining the optimum
number of compactor coverages (passes), the maximum loose lift thickness, and other
relevant data for optimum achievement of the specified moisture-density (compaction)
criteria.

Quality control for structural fill placement includes observation of borrow area
excavation, moisture conditioning, and compaction. Representative samples of the
structural fill material are selected and tested to verify that material classification and
compaction characteristics are within range of the materials specified and used for
cdesign. it is anti.patdthat thb cm o
~Prior to the deliver of the material to the project site, each off-site source of backfill_
will be sampled at the Source and tested for complianc&e with the specifications.. Tests
will include grain size (ASTM D691 3), organic matter (ASThL D2488) and compacti on
tests (ASTM~ D-1 557). Testing of materials sampled at the source ,will also include
consolidation (ASTM D2435), 'triaial shear (USACE Procedure) and Resonant
Qolurnn Torsional Shear (RCTS) (Unive~r~sity~o Texaslp)r~ocedu-re_.P-BRCTS4Xl

Tfhe res~ults of the triaxial shear tests wil-l b'e e'alUated to deter~mine that the strength 1-0
the material will be at least as good as th~e Values used in the eniern nlsso
lateral earth pressure and bearing cadtF'

The gran~ular, stru~ctural blackfill, will be relatively, low in c, 9ompressibility/ and therefore n-o
specific acceptanc~e crtroIh ple. Thle result s, of the consolid ation tsswill, be'
evaluated to deter Imine that the, compressioni of the fill~ lave~rs results in settleum ent
pginsistent with Values c

[TIheyresults df-th R-CTS tests'will be 'evaluatId o determine that theIow strain sheaI
rnod'ulus of the material , w pen ed~ ancomnp~ d,_iWillie within the rangusdi
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the analysis for soil-struCtUre interaction and also th~at the modulus and damping
yariations witht shear strain are within the range used for the analysis.!

Th-e mnateria -s frorn eac-h so u-irce willbe stock-piled-s-ep arately to prisa lngand
verification of theo material properties before placement These testsuwill includengrain
sizen(ASTM D69b13) and organicr matter(ASTM D2488). Additiopal compaction testis
uASTM Dl1 557a at the site will be permfrixed on th soil obtainedsfrom the backfill
material dausiit is trlaced for cornactis ovn

Prior to placing backfiltin the excvation for the plant structure, a test fill pad will be
constructed on-site using the equipment and granular fill materials to be used in the'
backfill. The test pad wilub e usedto confrm requitements forithe size of compaction
equinpment, number of passes, lift thickness and other relevant data for achieving the
specifie compactionr. Theilow strain ashear wave velocity tahieved in "atetest pad wil
bmeasured inSitu UsingSuace wave and udownhotle methn.ds
IP Ir ior to placing the mate -rials as backfill, an enigineer-i n Ig -repo -r w ill be -pr.e par ,eijd io
conifi~rm that the ~mater~ials~, con~struction. equipment and~ methods us~ed to, 6onstrudVifi7
test pad are capable of producing acetben ossetrsls

Depending on the on-site handling of the imp-ofe material, moisture content
adjustment may be necessary to achieve proper compaction. If water is added, it is
uniformly applied and thoroughly mixed into the soil by discing. Testing of the backfill
material during construction is required to verify that the engineering properties are
compatible with the pre-construction qualification testing. Periodic density testing is
performed on compacted fill as the material is placed. A quality control sampling and
testing program inclusive of the items provided by Table 2.5S.4.5.3-1 is implemented
during placement of the structural fill. This quality control sampling'and testing program
verifies that the structural fill is placed in accordance with the design parameters
described in this Subsection.
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Table 2.5S.4.5.3-1 Quality Control Recommendations for Structural Fill

Material

Structural Fill

Test

Field Density

Moisture

Moisture-
Density
Relationship
(Modified
Proctor)
Gradation

Atterberg
Limits

Material Type

Minimum Sampling and Testing
Frequencyjl

For backfill placed in trenches and
surrounding stru~ctures: Minimnum m1
sample per 200 c~ubic yards placed,
sample taken at Suspect areas, 'and
Pt least one per every lift!'

Elsewhere: Minimum 1 sample per
500 cubic yards placed, sample taken
at suspect areas, and at least one per
every lift.

One test for each Field Density test

One test for every borrow area and
material type and any time material
type changes.
Additional test for every 0- Field
Density test (ASTM D1557)
One test for each Moisture-Density
test. (ASTM D 6913)

One test for each Moisture-Density
test-. (ASTM D 4318) for backfill ~types,
appropriate for this test.

Soil must come from an approved
borrow source. Other soil sources
must be tested and approved.
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Th ~lwn aboraory tests wvill be performned on sarnples of these rauarfl
materials before~ they are approved for use.~ An engineering repor-t willbe' prepared to
confirmh that the granular fill material will pro~duce a backfill having acceptable engineearing_
propeirti~es.

Tqmt

Grain Size
ASTM D691~

Organic Matte
AST~M 02488
Specific Giraviy
~ASTM D854
Modified Proctor
AS~TMiD1557

Coý6nsta-nt Headj
Permeability
ASTM D2~4~34

pH
'ASTM G51f

Chloride C~ontent
EPASWV-846 9056/300.0

,EPA SW-846 9056/300.0
Resistivity

Conis-oli~d-a-t"ed-D-r-a-ined-
Triaxial Shear,
USAGE EM-I 110-2-1906
AýppendixX_(30 Nov. 70)

Consolidation

Rýes-o-nan~t Cokjrunn
Tosonal Sh~ear_
Unvrsity of Texas

Procedure PBRCTS-1i

~Wn im Um- N o-. Of
Tests

11per7imate -rial type.
per source

1 per material type
per source
jIper maiterial typi3
per source

I per material type
per source

1p&er m~ateria ýtpe
per source

permat~riiaypeýF
per source

1 per material type;
per SOUrCe
I per materiaLt~ype
per source

I per materjia type,

11 per mjaterial typei
per source

per source

Test at 4 to ~6
isotropic,,confifl!ng
stress v-aluesF

-rltifinon fr Acceptance Unless
'Approved by Englineer of Record

Cmplies with Spe~cifications

oimplies with~ Sppcifications

Complies vithS ecifica-tions

ýMaximum Dry Density WillI Resul Win a'
Satpurated Total Unit Weight > 120 lb/ft3

',Qmplie§_Aith Spibcifications

LGqonPj1isT w-ith Speicifi ca-tions

C(omplies wi It .h ISpeci flcat .iIoi~n s

'Compies ith E§ paiffications'

Complies with..Specifications

' o mp r e s-io-n' o-f fiN1- a'yer r e s uIts Iin'
settlement consistent with values
.computed du~ring desýign

Maximumn shear modulus, modulus
ratio, anid damping ratio consistent
~with upper range and lower range.
'values used for soil-structureý
interaction analysiE,
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Te static and dyamic prjpe~rt~ies of s~t-ru-ct-u -r-al ,fi-ll "a-r-e -pr-e~sente-d in Tablfesý
2'.5S.4.5.3-2, 2.5S.4.5.3-3, and~ 2.5S.4.5.3-4 and Figures 2.5S.4-80 and 2.5S.4-81.The following criteria are required for structural fill placement beneqthqandaround the
STP Units 3 & 4 Seismic Category I Structures:

" The on-site equipment includes earthwork equipment for both drying and
wetting of soils

" Materials selected for use as structural fill are free from roots and other organic
matter, trash, debris, frozen soil, and stones larger than 6 inches in any
dimension. The following soil types are considered unsuitable for use as
structural fill: PT, OH, OL, MH, ML, CL, and CH (Referenced from Unified Soil
Classification System).

* Suitable structural fill soils of the types & (SM, SC, SW and GW) are
placed in accordance with specifications developed following testing. The soil is
compacted by mechanical means such as steel drum, tamping, or rubber-tired
rollers.

" Structural fill is compacted to at least 95 percent of the modified Proctor
maximum dry density (ASTM D 1557) to within 3 percent of the optimum
moisture content.

Table 2.5S.4.5-3-2 Engin~eerling Parameters for Backfill

Parameter AcceptanceCteri

Grain Size Distribution Well graded granular mnaterial
Pretpassin _#00 sive_<_2'5 rgent

TotalI Unit W~eighl't 120 VbI ft 13

Shear Modulus Reduction Within UB and/LB in Figure 2.5S.4-80

DqTping Ratio WVithin UB and LB in Figure 2,5S.4-81,
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labip Tese3 Rp ntative Range for ~Grain Size Disti~bution of B~ackfill

§ieve Li o ecetPsi

1 inch _5-M WOO

4 inches 19 M

No O 50,p~m 0-~65

No- . 2060 j75 p-i __________
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Tabl 2.5S.4.5.3-4 Dynami E ngineering Parameters for Backfill

serMdusPgmeter K2 and Damoina Ratio Vlue frSl nvse

Shear Lowe Bound Upper M~eanUpeBon Lwr
Strain Parameter BudaSoin Si ParameterUpeoud Bound .Soil

( 2 2) BuD~aming Soiaete (3) DampinRai K2 K ý 1) D mping 'K2 (3)4,5)nRai 2Ratio (4,5) Ratio "

0.0001 45 0.'7 67 0.5 101 0.3

0.0003 44 1.2 66___ _ -0.9 99b.

0.0005 43____ 1.6 ~ 65 1. 97 05

0.001 42 2.7 63 1. 4 0.7
0.003 375.5 563.1 84 .4
0.005 34 7.3 51 4.0 771.

0.01 29. 9.94 5.6 652.

0.0 20Z 14.9 29 9,6 44 5.1___

0.05 15 1752 12.0 35 6.8.

0.1_ ~ 11 20.9 16 15.4 24____ 9.8

0.3 5 25.6 8 20.7 11 15.5___

053 26.9 .522.8 1 8 1 8.0

__2__ 27.9___ __ _ __ _ __ _ __ _ 24ý5 5 21.1

Noes

3)

K2values for Lowr Bound are K2 values forMean divided by I.5.

K2 values for Upper Bound are~ K2 values for e~an multiplied by 1.5.

Lateral pressures applied against the below grade Nuclear Island walls are evaluated
and discussed in Subsection 2.5S.4.10.3. Evaluation and discussion of liquefaction
issues related to the structural fill materials is provided in Subsection 2.5S.4.8.
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COLA Part 9, Section 3

Table 3.0-11 Backfill Lynder .!sfiq Category fJ Structures

Design Requirement Inspections, Tests, Acceptance Criteria
and Analyses

1. Backfill material under 1. Testing will be 1..I..taled baG4l .under Ctegory. I
Seismic Category I structures performed during structures meetste rinirnm soil
is •6nitd t-49-41"thaýn placement of the backfill density design requirements. A
A5040,, rnax•vi,-im diy density materials. reportexists that concludes the

d i pn s or minut39 installed backflll material under
Gf the optimumHH moisture Seismic Categoryl structures
reneflte installed to meet a meets' a minimum ~~of 95 percent of
minimum,of 95 percent of the the Modified, Proctor den~sity.
Modified, Proctor density.

2he esear wave velocit 2. Field measurements 2. An engineering report exists that

backfill undbae~fillrni'c

bacfil uner eisic nd analyses of shearL concludes that the shear wvave
Category I structures meets Iwave velocity in backfill velocity within the b~ackfill mate rial
,the value used in~ the site- wvill, be performed whien placed uinder Seismic Category II'l
spcfcceii nlss backfill placemnent is at structutres at their foundation depth

approximately the, and below is greate~r than or eqyal
elevations to 600 feet/second for the RSW
ýorrespondinigt ýu 1) unnels and Diesel Generator Fuel
half the backfi~l Oil Storage~ Vaults and 470Q
,thic~kness to be placed ' feet/second for the Diesel
below, the foundation Generator Fuel Oil Storqg ault
level, (2) the foundation Tjrunqels.
'depth (i.., base of
concrete fill), and (3) the
finish grade a round the
.Structure.

3. The engineering 3. Laboratory tests, field (3. An engineering report exists tha
properties of <backfill Under measur~ements and concludes that the engineering
Seismic Category]I structu~res analyses of engineering properties of backfill Under Seismiic
bound the value~ s used in thes properties of the backfill Category I struictu'res (unit vweight,!
.site-spf~cific esign a~nalyses. wil[ be jperformed., phi angle, shear strength, shear,

mnodulus, shear modulus
diegradation and damnping ratfio)j
meet the values used in the sit-'
§pecific dlesign analys-e-S-



RAI 02.05.04-36
i

U7-C-STP-NRC- 100123
Attachment 1I
Page 12 of 12

COLA Part 9, Section 3

3~l 3.-1 Settlement

.Deign comm itment _Inspections~, Tests, anid Acceptance~ Criei

Analyser" x

1 . Settlement of structures 1. Field mneasureme~nts of 1j. Maxi~mum allowable tilt
measur~ed three (3) mponths actual settlem~ent of Sesmic '(defined asthe differential
prior to fuel load shall be less Ca~tegory I structures will be 'ýettiernent between two
than the values in the taken three (3)_mRqhs pji ý ecges on the centerline axes
acceptance criteri to fuel load. ofa structur~e divided by te

lateral dimension between
tlhese two points) is 1 /600.
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08.02-24

QUESTION:

In response to RAI 8.2-23, Supplement 1, regarding implementing a program for inaccessible or
underground power, control, and instrumentation cables, the applicant stated that low-voltage
power (120 volt AC and 125 volt and 250 volt DC), control and instrument cables are not
included in monitoring and testing programs consistent with STP Units 1 and 2. This is
inconsistent with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.65(a)(1) which states that, "Each holder of a
license to operate a nuclear plant ... shall monitor the performance or condition of structures,
systems, or components... in a manner sufficient to provide reasonable assurance that such
structures, systems, and components... are capable of fulfilling their intended functions.",
Additionally, Standard Review Plan Section 8.21II.L, states, "Operating experience has shown
that undetected degradation of underground ... could result in multiple equipment failures.
Underground or inaccessible power and control cable runs that are susceptible to protracted
exposure to wetted environments or submergence... should be reviewed. Guidance on the
selection of electric cable condition monitoring can be found in Sections 3 and 4.5 of
NUREG/CR-7000.

Additionally, the applicant stated that the testing of medium voltage and 480 volt cables will be
performed using a DC megger or other acceptable method based on the cable type/construction.
The testing will be performed as part of routine preventive and corrective maintenance activities
associated with the end device. The staff finds the applicant's response to be inadequate because
DC megger test alone is not sufficient to identify incipient cable degradation that can lead to a
cable failure during plant operations, thereby causing challenges to safety systems and systems
important to safety. The megger test is not as sensitive to insulation degradation as other tests.
EPRI studies for cable testing and condition monitoring support other tests in addition to megger
test to detect incipient degradation in cables. Therefore, the staff believes that a combination of
megger and other state-of-the-art tests are needed for cable condition monitoring program. In
addition, the staff does not consider the megger testing including the end device as an acceptable
method for cable condition monitoring program because the test results would be masked by the
conditions of the end device insulation rather than revealing the condition of the cable insulation
itself. Therefore, the staff requests that the applicant revise its response to provide an appropriate
condition monitoring program for detecting incipient degradation in cables based on the industry
(EPRI, IEEE and.nuclear entities including regulatory bodies) recommended practices or provide
justification for supporting its position.

Response:

The response below supersedes in its entirety the response provided in RAI 08.02-23,
Supplement 1 (STPNOC letter U7-C-STP-NRC-100067, dated April 1, 2010 (ML 100990227)).
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Description of raceway design associated with offsite power system feeds and safety related
cabling between the Reactor Building and exterior structures:

As described below, most STP 3 & 4 cable raceways are above grade and the cables are not
subject to submergence. In cases where the cables are below grade, the manholes are
subjected to periodic inspections and provided with sump pumps and high water level alarms.

The normal preferred feeds from the unit auxiliary transformers are routed around the
Turbine Building in an electrical tunnel from the unit auxiliary transformers to the Turbine
\Building switchgear rooms as shown on FSAR Figure 8.2-1. (An underground duct bank is
an acceptable alternate.) The tunnel or duct bank manholes are subjected to periodic
inspections and are provided with high water level alarms. Where necessary, sump pumps are
provided. The feeds to the Reactor Building exit the Turbine Building and cross the roof on
the Division I and III side of the Control Building (FSAR Figure 8.2-1, Sheet 3). The feeds
then drop down the side of the Control Building in the space between the Control and
Reactor Buildings and enter the Reactor Building and continue through the Division I and III
side of the Reactor Building to the associated Class lE switchgear rooms in the Reactor
Building.

The alternate preferred feeds from the reserve auxiliary transformers are routed inside the
Turbine Building. The Turbine Building switchgear feeds from the reserve auxiliary
transformer are routed directly to the Turbine Building switchgear rooms. The feeds to the
Control Building are routed in corridors outside of the Turbine Building switchgear rooms.
The feed exits the Turbine Building and crosses the Control Building roof on the side
opposite the route for the normal preferred power feeds. The alternate preferred power feed
turns down between the Control and Reactor Building and enters the Reactor Building on the
Division I side. From there, the alternate preferred feeds continue to the respective
switchgear rooms in the Reactor Building.

Safety-related cables routed from the Reactor Building to the Reactor Service Water (RSW)
Pump house are routed via three underground tunnels with a separate tunnel for each safety
division. The cables are routed in cable trays in the tunnel above the RSW pipes and are
accessible. This design is illustrated in FSAR Figure 1.2-36.

The safety-related cables from the Reactor Building to the Diesel Generator Fuel Vaults are
routed via underground ducts with manholes at each end of the duct. The ducts share a
common concrete wall with the tunnels carrying fuel from the Diesel Generator Fuel Vaults
to the Reactor Building. The manholes include sump pumps and level monitoring.

Testing and Monitoring

STPNOC will test all onsite safety and non safety related medium and low voltage power,
control and instrumentation cables covered by the Maintenance Rule (chapter 8.3) by
monitoring and/or testing cables which are installed below grade and potentially subjected to
submergence.
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The offsite power system cables that fall within the scope of the maintenance rule, and their
associated manholes, will be included in a monitoring and/or inspection program.

a. Monitoring

Monitoring includes inspection of the manholes for water level above the lowest layer of
cable, confirmation of sump pump functionality, confirmation that manhole covers are
properly seated, and, if required, sealed to prevent/minimize water ingression.

b. Testing

Testing for inaccessible underground cables will be conducted as follows:

1. STP Units 3 & 4 utilize shielded cables for the 4.16 kV safety related and non-safety
related systems and 13.8 kV non-safety related medium voltage AC distribution
systems covered by the Maintenance Rule. Testing of medium voltage power cables
will be performed as part of routine preventative and corrective maintenance
activities associated with the end device including load centers and transformers.
This will provide early indication of any problems with cable insulation. In addition,
testing will be done at ten year intervals to trend cable health using other industry
methods such as Tan Delta (Dielectric Loss) for medium voltage cables.

2. Testing of 480 Vac, 120 Vac and 125/250 Vdc volt power cables in systems covered
by the Maintenance Rule will be performed using an insulation resistance test (DC
megger) every ten years as part of routine preventative and corrective maintenance
activities associated with the end device including loads and motor control centers.
These cables do not have a shield which limits the kind of testing that can be
performed effectively. At present there is no other effective method for detecting
insulation system degradation in unshielded cables. The meggering will be
performed at the source end and will capture both the cable and the end device. If a
low megger reading is obtained, the end device (load) is separated from the cable and
they are then individually tested to determine which item has degraded (i.e., the cable
or the end device). In addition to the above, the DC systems are equipped with
permanently installed continuous ground detection systems that provide local and
control room alarms in the event of a system ground. Additionally, surveillance tests,
which periodically demonstrate functional capability of the equipment supported by
these cables, demonstrate that the cables are functional.

3. For control and instrumentation cables in systems covered by the Maintenance Rule,
STPNOC will perform testing at ten year intervals in accordance with EPRI test
methods that are presently under development (Reference INPO Topical Report
TR10-69 dated May 2010).

STPNOC will continue to evaluate using the latest testing technology for performance of the
tests described above.
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COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 8.3.3 will be revised as follows:

73.21-A.S ~Testing of P~ower Cables

Fe condition of mediumvoltage power cables which are underground 'andwhich suppor
eequipment covered byte MaintenancRul is trend usingtestng suchas Tan Delta
(Dielec ,tric Loss)~ every ten years.-

480 vac,- 120 Vac 'a-nd 12--5'/2'50---- dc- p9*--ke-r cablIes whi---'a'---nd-----r-u-da ds pbf
equipment coved by the Maintenance Rule will be tested eveI yearusng
insulation resistance tst(DC megg&eteiyer' sngf

,83.3.915, Monitoring of Man holes,

Manhiolfes are p rovided w~ith high water level alarms. Where appropriate, sump pumps are
provided. Additionally', manholes are ins~pected~ evr ert nuewtrlvl r eo

thelowst aye ofcabestocon~firm suppump and alarm functionality~, ~and to en~sure
proper seating, of manhoqle covers. If warranted, mranhole cove'rs wgIl besebaled to minimize
water ingression.


