S - T ""'7"7”'*ﬁ—'7 o
e, - (S
[

REGULATURY.NFORMA‘TION DISTRIBUTION SQEM (RIDS)

ACCESSION NBR38112280398 COCL.DATEs 81/12/17 NOTARIZED: NO DOCKET #
FACIL:50~305 Kewaunee Nuclear Power Plant, Wisconsin Public Servic 05000305
AUTH,NAME AUTHOR AFFILIATION )

MATHEWS,E,.R, Wiscensin Puyblic Service Corp,.
RECIP,NAME RECIPIENT AFFILIATION _
MILLER,W.0, lLicense Fee Management Branch

SUBJECT: Disputes 811118 request for addl fee for review of proposed
Tech Spec Amend 29 te L1Cense DPR=43, Concerns re degraded
grid volitages & adequacy of ‘electric distribution sSyspper
760812 & 811118 lLitrs,inveive single safety R _

DISTRIBUTION CODE: M008S COPIES ‘RECEIVED:LTR _f encL .0 SIZE.;éL-,_,_,_
TITLE: License Fees

NOTES:IRE:3 copies -all material, 05000305
RECIPIENT COPIES RECIPIENT COPIES
I0 CODE/NAME LTTR ENCL ID CODE/NAME LTTR ENCL
ACTION: .ORB #1 BC 04 1 LICCIARDO,R, 01 1
- |
INTERNAL: ADM/LFMB 06 1 1 CReg B> o4 1 1
EXTERNALS LPDR 03 1 1 'NRC PDR 02 1 L
NTIS 05 1 1
oee 30 198!
/0 74

TOTAL NUMBER OF COPIES REQUIRED: LITR 7 EncL  J




T w ' : ‘ NRC-81-206

WISCONSIN PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATION

P.O. Box 1200, Green Bay, Wisconsin 54305

December 17, 1981

Mr. William O. Miller, Chief
License Fee Management Branch
Office of Administration

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Mr. Miller:

Docket 50-305

Operating License DPR-43
Kewaunee Nuclear Power Plant
Additional Fees for Proposed Amendment 29

Reference: Letter from Williamio. Miller to E. R. Mathews dated
November 18, 1981

In your letter of November 18, 1981, you requested an additional fee of $4,000
for the review of proposed Technical Specification Amendment 29. The basis
for requesting this additional fee is a determination by the Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation that a second technical concern has been introduced by our
revised application dated May 1, 1981, In addition to the original concern of
"degraded grid voltages'" NRR has identified the "adequacy of station electric
distribution systems" as a second concern.

We do not concur that these two concerns are separate and distinct. The
event which promulgated this concern occurred at Millstone Unit 2 where a
degraded grid voltage prevented safety related equipment from starting due to
blown fuses.

In response to this event we were asked to review the design of the Kewaunee
"Class 1E electrical distribution system to determine if the operability of
safety related equipment, including associated control circuitry or instrumenta-
tion, can be adversely affected by short term or long term degradation in the
grid system voltage within the range where the offsite power is counted on to
supply important equipment." This request for information transmitted by

Mr. A, Schwencer to Mr, E. W. James on August 12, 1976, clearly states the
concern is the effect of offsite power supply on internal plant equipment.
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The letter of June 3, 1977, from Mr. A. Schwencer to Mr. E. W. James transmitted
the Safety Evaluation Report on this subject and requested changes to the
Kewaunee Technical Specifications.

The two concerns identified in your letter of November 18, 1981, are essentially
the same concerns identified in Mr. Schwencer's letter of August 12, 1976. Since
these concerns involve a single safety issue, we are of the opinion that an
additional fee for the review of our proposed Amendment 29 is not necessary.

Very truly yours,

ER Mutlonr”

E. R. Mathews
Senior Vice President
Power Supply & Engineering
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cc - Mr. Robert Nelson, US.NRC




