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June 16, 2011

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852

SUBJECT: COMANCHE PEAK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT
DOCKET NOS. 50-445 AND 50-446
RESPONSE TO NONCITED VIOLATION IN NRC TRIENNIAL FIRE PROTECTION
INSPECTION REPORT 05000445/446 2011007

REFERENCE: NRC Triennial Fire Protection Inspection Report 05000445/446 2011007 dated
May 17, 2011, from Neil O'Keefe of NRC to Rafael Flores

Dear Sir or Madam:

NRC Inspection Report 2011007 for Comanche Peak Units 1 and 2 issued on May 17, 2011 summarized
the results of the 2011 Triennial Fire Protection Inspection (see reference). Per 10CFR50.4, and in
accordance with the guidance in the Enforcement Policy, Luminant Generation Company LLC (Luminant
Power) hereby provides a response for consideration on one of the noncited violations identified in the
report.

A "Green" Noncited Violation (NCV) NCV2011007-2 of License Condition 2.G was issued for the "failure
to implement and maintain in effect all provisions of the approved fire protection report. Specifically, the
licensee failed to recognize that electrical cables for the pressurizer power-operated relief valves (PORVs)
and associated block valves were installed in many of the same cable trays, leaving the plant susceptible
to fire damage that could spuriously open the PORV and prevent the ability to shut the block valve."

Luminant Power believes that the current fire protection design is in compliance with the NRC-approved
station licensing basis and that we have implemented and maintained in effect all provisions of the
approved fire protection program. However, we recognize the benefit in improving plant safety by
taking corrective measures in the design of the PORV and associated block valve circuits. These circuit
modifications will require detailed design, procurement, and planning to implement in upcoming
refueling outages. We plan to make the circuit modifications to the PORVs in the same timeframe as the
Multiple Spurious Operation (MSO) resolution on these circuits. Unit I would be completed after 1RF17
(Fall 2014) and Unit 2 would be completed after 2RF14 (Spring 2014).

This finding had a crosscutting aspect (CCA) assigned in the area of problem identification and
resolution associated with the corrective action program component because the issues were not
identified completely, accurately, and in a timely manner commensurate with their safety significance
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while conducting expert panel reviews of this and other scenarios in 2009 [P.1(a)].

The Comanche Peak Expert Panel activities identified two MSO scenarios involving pressurizer PORVs
that applied to CPNPP. MSO Scenario 19 (MSO 19) causes loss of RCS inventory through the pressurizer
PORV(s), challenging the RCS Inventory Function. In this scenario, operators may have closed the block
valve either to 1) mitigate a fire-induced PORV LOCA from occurring or as a 2) pre-emptive action to
prevent PORV Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA) from occurring. The first spurious operation is the
PORV and the second is the block valve that has been closed. The existing CPNPP Fire Safe Shutdown
Analysis (FSSA) had modeled the spurious operation of one or more PORVs and included in that logic
the potential that the block valve either is not available or spuriously opens if used. Therefore, the Expert
Panel concluded that the scenario was applicable to CPNPP and was already adequately modeled in the
CPNPP FSSA.

MSO Scenario 36a (MSO-36a) is related to RCS pressure reduction or overcooling scenarios. The
corrective action for MSO-36a is expected to be the most challenging and broadest scope of all the MSO
resolution scenarios and will likely require the most extensive physical changes. The affected
components are Pressurizer PORVs, Steam Generator ARVs, Pressurizer Spray and Auxiliary Spray
Valves, Pressurizer Head Vent valves, and Reactor Vessel Head Vent valves. This scenario was not
completely modeled into the current FSSA and was identified as applicable to CPNPP and required
incorporation into the FSSA. Inspection of this scenario, in conjunction with the critical nature of several
of the identified spurious operations suggests that corrective actions involving physical changes to the
plant will be necessary to resolve this scenario due to the limited time for operator response in this
postulated scenario. The limited time for mitigation of this MSO precludes Operator Manual Actions
from being an acceptable resolution.

In NRC Supplemental Safety Evaluation Report (SSER) 12 for Comanche Peak, the NRC stated that "To
prevent spurious operation of the four remaining high/low pressure interfaces, the applicant relies on
operator actions to prevent the spurious actions from occurring. These actions involve the disconnecting
of power from the high/low pressure interfaces and are described in the plant operating procedures. The
staff concludes that this is an acceptable means of preventing spurious operations in high/low pressure
interfaces." Based on SSER 12, the removing of power at the circuit breaker would prevent the spurious
operation of High-Low Pressure Interface valves. The MSO Expert Panel accepted the current licensing
basis (CLB) when reviewing applicable MSO scenarios for CPNPP and would not have been expected to
identify this PORV circuit as a potential vulnerability.

The MSO Expert Panel process is a diverse review of safe shutdown functions. Section 4.4 of NEI 00-01,
"Guidance for Post Fire Safe Shutdown Circuit Analysis," Revision 2 states that "the Expert Panel Review
is performed to systematically and completely review all spurious and MSO scenarios and determine
whether or not each individual scenario is be included or excluded from the plant specific list of multiple
spurious operations to be considered in the plant specific post-fire SSA." The training for the Expert
Panel stated the following: "The NRC has decided reliance on manual actions for the safe shutdown train
is not allowed for III.G.2 fires, without an exemption for pre-1979 plants or without an exemption, or staff
acceptance documented in an SER, as an allowable strategy for post 1979 plants. SSER 12 documented
that removing power at the circuit breaker would prevent spurious operation of High-Low Pressure
Interface valves."

Therefore, the Comanche Peak Expert Panel did not fail to identify the issue as premised in the cross
cutting aspect assignment and CPNPP respectfully requests that the NRC consider deleting the CCA to
this violation.
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This communication contains no new licensing basis commitments regarding Comanche Peak Units 1
and 2.

We respectfully request that you consider the information provided herein. Should you have any
questions, please contact me at (254)897-8601 or Mr. Jack Hicks at (254)897-6725.

Sincerely,

Luminant Generation Company LLC

Rafael Flores

By: 4 ý1L
By:FrN-KW. Madden '

Director, Oversight & Regulatory Affairs

c - E. E. Collins, Region IV
N. F. O'Keefe, Region IV
S. T. Graves, Region IV
B. K. Singal, NRR


