S ENCLOSURE NO. 1
R R . UNITED STAT‘:S
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VASHINGTON, DL C.2C35
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. 4. Ferguson
scutive Vice President - Power
irginia Electric & Power Company
. 0. Box 26666

chmond, Virginia 23261

car Mr. Ferguson:

SUSJECT:  NRC STAFF EVALUATION OF VEPCO RESPONSES TO IE BULLETINS
7O 054 AND 79-06A, REVISION 1, FOR MHORTH AkiHA POWER
STATION, UNIT RO. 1 "

rzve reviewsd the information provided by your lzttars datedApril 26

un2 29,_jj"57in response to‘IE'Su’}et1 s 79-06A and 79-064A, Revision

Sr(oorih Anne Power Station, upit No. 1.0 We 1= S eyiswad your

5er 12, 16/9 istter which responded to our letter
TIiasting eaoitional informaiion regarding the Efcremzntioned bulletins.
Tre enclosure prOVides our evzluation of your responses with respect to
trneir specificity, completeness, and responsivaness to the bulietins. In
this recard, we have found thet you have taken eppropriate actions to meet
the rscuirements of I1E Bulletins /9-06A and /G- DOh, Revision 1.
1t should be noted that the staff review of the Three iiile Island, Unit 2
zz2idznt is continuing. Conssausntly, other coerCtive actions may be
v2z.ired et e leisr date. For example, IE Bulletin 78-08C wes issued on
Suly 26, 1973, reguiring new considerations for cperaticn of the reacior
ccalzat pumps following an accident. Our reviews of the Westinghouse Qunars!
Srous ressponse to Items 2 and 3 of Bulletin 79-06C (Westinghouse reperis
WCAP-S534 and WCAP-26QU, respectively) are documented in NUREG-0623 and
HUREG-0611, resos cLivelv You will be kept informed r egcr01ng the regquirements
Ter th{North Anne Tnit _Dplant resulting from these reviews by separate

ccrrespondence.

Inciosure:

tyziuztion of Licsnsee's Pespenses
15 12 Sylistins 79-058A end 72-G6A,
Zzvision ‘

o¢y 70 2o
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These bulletins specified zcticns to be tzken by

similar to that which occurred on March 28, 1978

8y letter cztedfApril 26, 18

its regponse by letter datedJu
leboraticn of certain of the Bulletin Action Items in response
" —\
o]]cw1ng our review of the two licensee submittals, we requested

1
see's responses in our August 23, 1879 letter. SZ,/

n tais evaluation, the paragreph numbers correspond to the bulletin action items and to the

“icenzze's rasponse to ezch action item.

—h

ztin Action Ttem HNo. 1 licensees were recuested to review the description o

-

tecuzsiances describad in Enclosure 1 of IEf Bulleiin 7¢-05 (issued to all licensess

with Dzhcock & Wilcex (B&iW)-designed plants for zction, and to &ll other licensess for
-7svmztion) and the preliminary chronology of the THI-2 accident included in
froiczure 1 to IE Bulletin 79-024 (same distributien as IE Bulletin 75-05).




of ths zccident; (2) the apparent oparational errors which Tad to the eventual cor

xists, under certain accident or transient condi-

w
—
[1]

fz-zce; (3) that the petentd
tions, to have a water level in the pressurizer simultaneously with tha reactor
vzssel not full of water; and (4) the necessity to systematically é&nalyze plant

take appropriate corrective zction.

(%]

-3
w
1)
jus }

conditions and paramste

(b) Ozerational personne] should be instructed to: (1) not override automatic action

of engineered safety fesatures unless continued operation'of engineered safety
fzstures will result in unsafe plant conditions (see Section 7a.); and (2) not make
cozrational decisions bazad solely on a single plant parametler indicztion when one
cr mora confirmztory jndications are available.

(¢} 213 licznsed operators and plant menagement and supervisors with operational
o

e
thms review and such participation was to

g pr a-ceteiled review of the circu wstcwces
“zcrritzd in faclosure 1 of IE Bulletin 79-05 znd the preliminery chronology of
iha T'I-2 acoident inclu in faclosure 1 of IE Bulletin 78-05A4 to a majerity of the
liczr:z< coerators and plant mznagement. The briefing teem consisted of an IE Section

b

LezZzr, an Operator Licensing Eran

"\

n
h (OLB/NRR) representative, and the facilit
ce

c
Princicz1/Resident Inspector. Attendan documented and the briefing dvas videotaped

L At ha‘*
for lztzr presentation to &ny &bsentees cth briefing by the NRC Principal/Resident
Inscector.  The NRC briefing elso provided a detc1led review of Items l.a and 1.b of IE
2uliezin 75-08A. We consicsr the NRC briefing to De an acceptab?e response to Bulletin




Michael W. Maupin, Esquire
Hunton, Williems, Gay and Gibson
P. 0. Box 1535

Richmond, Virginia 23212

Alderman Library

¥anuscripts Departmant
University of Virginia
Charlottesville, Virginia 2290}

Mr. 2dward Kube
cerd of Supervisors
Louisa County Ccurthouse

RS ]

2.0 °ox 27

Louisa, Virginia 23093

Z1lyn R. Weiss, Esquire

Shelden, Harmon, Roisman znd Weiss

1725 1 Strest, N.W., Suite 506
W“asnington, D. C. 200C6

r..J. B. Jackson, Jr.
rmonwealth of Virginia
c11 on the Environment
Ninth Street Oifice Building
wmond, Virginiz 23129

WO OIS
~ (DO 0
o c-

(‘l

Mr. Micheel S. Kicd

U, S. Nuclear Reculatory Commission
Post Office Box 128

Spotsylvania, Yirginia 22553

¥r. W. R. Cartwright, Station Manager
P. 0. Box 402
Mineral, Virginie 23117

Westinghouse QOwners Group Representatives

March 25,

1880




en
h
den

or transient cond

g:-zge; (2) that the potential exists, under certain acci i-
tisns, to have a water level in the pressurizer simultaneous?y with the reactor
vzis2] not fu]] of wzter; and (4) the necessity to system atically analyze plant

(8}
<

cnditions and paramsters and tc ;e appropriate corrective action.

Gczrational personnel should be instructed to: (1) not override zutomatic action
57 engineered safety fzatures unless continued operation of engineered safety
cures will result in unsafe plant conditions (see Section 7a.); and (2) not make

t perameter indication when one

gztU

azzrztional decisions based solely on a single plan

%77 licensed copesrators and plant manzgement and cupervisers with operational

~z:zznsibilities were to participate in this review and such participation was to

------ =2 in faclosure 1 of IE Sulletin 75-05 &nd the preliminery chrensiogy of
o3 zccidant imclucsd in Enclosure 1 of IE Builetin 78-C3A to & majority of the
122 cperators and piant management. The briefing teznm censisted of an IE Section

- :n Cserator Licensiao Bramch (OLB/NRR) representative, and the Tacility
- ' i A
1/Resident Inspecio _Eﬂf’%ttendance was documented and the briefing was videotaped

i

presentation to any ebsentees at a briefing by the NRC Principal/Resident i
Ths NRC briefing also provided a detailed review of Items 1.a and 1.b of_EE/J

9-0%57/ We consicar RRC br1e:1ng to be an acceptable responsa to Bulletin
2 ono. 1

~ Ttz; 2 of the 2ullztin reguested licensees to review acticns r
~--zdyres for ceoing with transients and accidznis, with pa
niticn of ins pcssibi]it\ for forming voids large enough to compromise cors

Tio- -zaznility, (B) azticn reguived to prevent the




zIlion sauired to eahznce core cooling in the event such voids are forTss Emghasis in
:Y 23 claced on netural circelation czpabiiic
Vel .
- . e ) . \
In its Gctober 15, 1579 supplemental response, the licensee stated that & chzrt with {

turziion and 50 Fahrenheit degrees subcooling curves has been placed in the Control
P R
Training of operators on the natural circulation mode of operation has been K

- & - . . - i -
carried out and documented. Also, an engineering review has bean conducted to de;erm1ne\

ism wh1ch will warn the operator that he is losing the iEEllﬂl;El_ééEHEEEJO”

595 mathod would provide the operator with the ability to trend this information.

zctivities represent part of the licensee's response tc the requirements of

Ttzm 2.1.3.b of NUREG-0578.

Thz jicensee also icentified the imstrumentation which is currently available to the
czzrit:r for recognition of veid formation and to determine whether cere cooling 1s

tion mode in the event of total loss of forced

zzz%c- coolant flow. \
= lic¢znsee has changed the plent emergency procedure regarding loss of reactor coolant

flcw to provide the operator with the indication and actions required to establish and

T=ntzin nat ra] circulation in case that total forced reactor coolant flow is lost.

Tz znzrgency procecures cdezling with a LOCA, loss of sacondary coolant, and deteriorat-
ing cressure conditions were changed to incorporate the rezctor ccolent pump trip {
rzcuirements specified by IE Bulletin 79-06C. o k

ns licensee revised the emergency procedure for Joss of reactor coolant flow to provice
tnz cozrator with guidance to enhance core cooling by natural circulation. This pro-
structs the operator on methods to be used in feeding and bleseding the steam
s znd the instruments to be used to verify that core cooling by natural /
be

tablishad.

ke licensee participated, as a memter of the Westinghouse Owners Group, 1in
“z 27ispt to cevelop generic guidelines for emergency procedures. In our Hovember 5

~
i

[1+]

ric

15

er 5, 187% letters to the Owners Group, we epproved the Westinghouse

(o]




7 rt o
nse to the requirements of Item 2.1.8 of NUREG-0578 rega d1ng inade chL° core

isfy NUREG-0578 requirements, the licenses should have

ted the guidelines into thprocedures (small break LOCA guide-

nuary 1, 1980 and inadequate core cooling guidelines by January 31, 1980).

( |

In order to sa

e of Inspecticn and Enforcement will verify that acceptatle guidelines have
1y implementac. Procedures based on these generic guidelines represent an

sthod of complying with Bulletin Action Item No. 2.

i that the licencee has provided an acceptzble response to Bulletin Action Item
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el coincidant with pressurizer pressure for automatic initiation of safety
into the reactor coolant system trip the low pressurizer level setpoint

cuch that, when the pressurizer pressure reached the low setpoint, safety

recuested that licensees with facilities that used pressurizer

would be initiated regardless of the pressurizer level. The pressurizer level

cculd be returnzg to their normal operzting positions during the pressurizer
1

‘rveillance tests.

wn

29, 1979 response, the licensee staled that the pressurizer level bistables

ction initiation had been placed in the trip mode using an

ct
o
wn
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rocedure (AP). Trip status lights on the control board confirm that the

nzs bezn completed.. Subsequently, in July 1979, operating procedures were
:o include verification that these bistzbles were in the irip mcde before

the plant in operation. A standing order was issued requiring operators to

szioeint.  On Decembsr 28, 1979, we issued Amendment No.

initiate safety injection when the primary system pressure was below the c;.u-\
16 to the Horth Anpa 1
license. This license amendment approved the design change to the safety

initiation logic which the licensee had proposed. This design change

' of modifying the safety injection initiation system jogic so thal saiety

._—/’/




initizzion dssign and procedures, and implement all changes necessary to permit contain-

P
mfriiigniw il hz initietzd on @ two-ouL-OT-IATES IOV sressurizer pressure conditicn
V4
i =233 o7 thz pressuriiar 19ve1>j ve consicar ihe licensea's response to Bulletin
o G SIS
‘ ~ACTICNOITET OAD zccepizsie.
<. 2uitztin Action Item No. & reguested that licensees review the containment isolation

stion, whether maznual.or automatic, of all lines whose isolation would not

cegrzdz nseded safety features or cooling capability, upon automatic initiation of

‘A\
esicn provides for automatic initiation of containment isolation upon
ctuation, as called for in the builetin. This aspect of the

js thzrefore acceptable.

isolation consists of a Phase A and 2 e § isolation. Phase A involves

c2tic valves in all non-essential process lines; Phase B isolates all

sxcept for these re]-ued to engineered safety features. The
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l rezctor coclant pump seal water return line is isolated upon a Phese A signal. The seal

\. wzter supply is not provicsd with isolation valves. The componant cooling water supply
znd rziurn lines for the resactor coolant pumps are isolated by a Phase B signal. The

c<o- coclznt pumps do not trip autematically on either jsolaticn signal. Therefore,

i
2 ths -uros must be manually tripped following a Phase B isolation, since ccmponent
\

\\\Efszin; water to ihe motor coolers end thermal barriers is lost. 4‘_“’_#”’,,////

We §ing that the licenses's response has adequately addressed the concerns expressed in

2ulletin Ac twon Ttem No. 4.

olietin Action Item No. 5, licensees with ‘*ci?ﬂtics at which the auxiliary feedwate

(¥}
)=t
=
w
[0

swstzs is not eutomatically initiated were requestsd to prep=re and implement immediate’
~sczsures which reguired the stationing of an individual (with no other c551gwed con-

currz~- cduties and in direct and continuous communication with the control room) t

orofaily injtiate adequate zuxiliary feedwater to the stezm generator(s) for those
spz-:izats or accidents, the consequences of which could be limited by such action.

wun
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Bulizii~ Action Item No. 6 reguested that licensees prepare and implement immsdiately

ozt n
oroczdires wiich:

tified these plani indications (such as valve discharge piping temperature,

(g) Iz=nt
c) Lozl
vzive position indicaticn, or valve discharge relief tank tzmperature or pressure

inficztion) which plant operators could utilize to determine that the pressurizer

(15}

-
- -
h

~-cperated relief valve(s) are open, and

slent cpzrators to manually close the power-operated relief block

d
':7vz{s) if the rezcter ccolant system pressure had been recduced to below the set

=2i5t for normal zuictztic closure of the power-cperated reiief valve(s) and the
vz vele) remained siuck in the open position.

zble North Annz 1 procsdures and determined that no \

lic
dzd to comply with Bulletin Action Item No. 6.a.

(1))
m
e
v

-:cn Item No. 6.b. the licenszze jssued & Standing Orcer to the
]

SYi:ace with the requiremants. In May 1879, the p

nt Zulletin Action Item No. 6.b. gzsed on our review, we iind
c

espcrsz to Bulletin Acticn Item No. 6 is acceptable.

Im 2u112:in Action Item No. 7, licensees were requested to review the action directed by

thz cozriting procedures and training instructicns to ensure that:

(z2) Coirzicrs cdo not overrice sutomatic actions of engineered safety features, uniless
ci-=iiuzd operation of enginzered safety Teatures would result in unsafe plant
c--<itians. For exzzcle, if continued operation of engineered safely features
e 4 threatan reacior vessel integrity, then the high pressur2 injection (HPI

21425 should ! 4rzd (as noted in b(Z) below).




(1) Both low pressure injection (LPI) pumps are in operation and f]oQing for 20
minutes or longer at a rate which would assure stable plant behavior, or

(2) The HPI system has been in operation for 20 minutes, and all hot and cold lec
temperatures are at least 50 degrees Fzhrenheit below the saturalion tempera-
ture for the existing RCS pressure. If 50 degrees subcooling cannot be
maintained after HPI cutoff, the HPI shall be reactivated. The degree of
subtoo]ing_beyond 50 degrees and the length of time HPI has been in operatior
shall be limited by the pressure/temperature considerations for the vessel

integrity.

(c) Operating procedures currently, or are revised to, specify that, in the event of
"HPT initiation with reactor coclant pumps (RCPs) operating, at least one RCP shall
remain operating for two-loop plants-and at least two RCPs shall remain operating

for 3 or 4 loop plants, as long as the pump(s) is providing forced flow.

(d) Operators are provided additional information and instructions to not rely upen
pressurizer level indication alone, but to also examine pressurizer pressure znd
other plant parameter indications in evaluating plant conditions, e.g., water

inventory in the rezcior primary system.

Aepver™

In response to Bulletin Action Item No. 7.a, the licensee revised the applicable Korth
y‘pyé7 A#f-rrj g
1 plant procedures in dday 1679 to prohibit overriding engineered safety features

unless continued operation of engineered safety features would result in unsafg__’,,///
This constitutes an acceptable response to Bulletin Action Item No. 7.a.

conditions..

in response to Bulletin Action Item No. 7.b, the licensee participated in the effort by

the Westinghouse Owners Group, in conjunction with Westinghouse, to develop generic

cuicdelines for emergency procedures. In our Hovember 5 and December 6, 1979 letters ic

or

the Dwners CGroup, we approved generic guidelinas for emergancy procedures regard iing




/ (1) The reactor coclant system pressure is greater than 2000 pounds per square inch

=2

czuge and increasing, and

(2) The prassurizer water level is greater than the programmed no-load water Tevel, and
hd §¢’p 0/"
(3) The reactor coolant indicated subcooling is greater than (insert plant-specific
velue. which is the sum of the errors for the temperature measurement system usad

and the pressura measw ement system translzted into temperature using the setura-

tion tables), and

e steam generator is stable znd increasing, as veri-
fied by euxiiiary fezdwater flow to that unit. Auxiliary feacwater flow to the

hould be greater than (a value in gallons per minute

r s
sufficient to remove decay heat aiter 20 minutes following reactor trip) until the

indicated level is returned to within the narrow réenge level instrument
Cz2231: of our evaluziicn of this issue ave includzd in the report (KUREG-0611) of our
canzric review of wWasiinghouse cesigned coerating plants.

r Ofvice of Inspection and Enforcement will verify that the approved wWestinghouse
tion "rmination criteria-have been properly incorporated in the

rocedures. Pending such verification, we find that the licensee's

/»t
L / aciions with regard to this bulletin action item are acceptable

Lncther issue on which the westinchouse Quners Group worked, in cenjunciion with
W

+25 the matier of reactor coolant

(€9




'z hzve completed our review of the reactor coolant pump trip issue with the Qwners

The generic guidelines for emergency procedures regarding small break LOCAs,

which we approved in our November 5 and December 6, 1979 letters to the Owners Group,

contain the a

nproved pump trip criteria for Westinghouse- designed operating plants.

Basically, they are as follows:

(1) Stop all reactor coolant pumps after high prassure safety i

Sump damzge dus to inadequate cooling. The details of our review of the pump trip i

(L))
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irmetion by our Cifice of Inspection and Enforcement that the licensee hes

action pump oneratlcn
¢, and when the wide range reactor pressure is at (p]ant-Cpeclfﬂ

oncary sysiem relief capacity, primzry-to-seconcary systenm
. 3 , _ Yy s)
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d instrument inaccuracies).

czutions nave been jncluded in the guidelines regarding isclation of componznt

~ to the rezcior coolant pumps and maintaining seal injection flow to precluce
0623

~

a
trip criteriz as specified in the approved YWestinghouse gsneric guidelines
p?ant procedures, we find the licensee's responsa to Bulletin Action

“ccepthe ,éém/é’,f Vé//fc// '

o Bulletin Action Item No. 7.d, the licensee jscued a Standing Order to

I operations personnel which cautien ,ﬁfdainst overreiiance on pressurizer

4
\
*L’ 3 3 \
dication, and re {;\iéod excm1naL1on o; other plant parazeters in assessing |
s - , . ) i
ventory and plant condqﬁqu\;\ In aao1t]on, the concern exgressaed 1n this i
action item was incorporated TRy Q&\lxc:“~ee operator training prograa. In
Q L &t 3 AA/-/ i‘%w- 13 In A=Y » & LRI s
23, 1979 letter, the licensee supplemsrded its original response 10 1Geniily
ific plant paremsters to be'used in assessing™weier inventory and plent condi-
Ve R
The licensze aiso statgd'that the appliczble procedur@s~ware revisad 10 reflect
_ h :
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3 recuired that licensees rew1eﬁ c]1gwm57b regui _mcrtc and
1 red
ponse, the licensee statad that the required review was con-v—\\
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reviewing valve positions concurrently with the procedures that check or (

the valves. In its COctober 15, 1979 suoplesental response, the licensee

n |
i
\
added thzt valve lineups on safety-related systems are completed after every refueling. i

Locksd valves on safety-related systems are verified and documented with respect to -

their propar position.. Safety-related valves that nave position indication in the

~control rocm are verified to be in their proper positions on a shift turncver check list

which has been implemented to meet the requirements of Item 2.2.1.c of NUREG-0578

s

HEL2 28 aadd D Y e D ~A 1]
'Shift and Relief Turnover Procesdures. ____,__—_a—/f//

Szz22 on cur review, we Tind the licensee's response Lo Bulletin Action Item HNo. 8

sscure that radicactivity will not be inadvertently released from containment.

&J.
ere

:r emphisis was placed on the reset ing of enginser
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t< of this action on valves controlling the releas raoioactivity.

P N

o \
In Bulistin Action Item No. 8, licensees were reguested Lo review their procedures to
|

In i%s October 15, 1979 supplemental response, the licensee listed all systens which ar:
designed to transfer potentially radioactive fluids from containment, indicated those
cstems for which high radiation interlocks exist, and identified the means by which th,
operadility of each system listed is zssured. Information pertaining to the resetting

of ESFs znd its effect on valves controlling the releas of radioactivity was providad

in the licensee's October 24, 1979 ras pon;e to Item 2.1.4 of NUREG-0578. In btriet, onc
ohzsz 4 Comtainment Isolation hes been initizted by a fe:y injection signal, the
zuicratic isolation valves can be opened on]y unon manual reset of the actuating signal

zrd czlibarate remote manuz) operation of the individual valve.
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xoressed in Bulletin
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Tnz oztzff's implzrantation of Item 2.1.4 of NUREG-0578 provicdes furthar assurznce that
ihz Tazdvarient ralezss of radioactivity from containment upon resetting of ESFs will be
orzzluszd,  Qur review of RUREG-0578 Item 2.1.4 implementation will be reported in a
sezzrzta cocument

tctien 1tzm No. 10 of Sulletin 79-05A required that licensees review and modify, as

and test procedures for safety-related systems to ensure that

nce
“thet: (2) redundant systems are operadle before a system is taken out of
s

are operable when returned to service, and (c) operators are mede
T ¥

ziwzcz of the staztus of these systems. |
,\ia/@i/ill 0)‘;

/f—- V.
be - [P sz 1C7a 3 & P 3 ; L N
In §os Tziziar 15, 167% susplemental response, the licensee provided zdditicnal informa-|
tisr rzzarding this dulletin action item. The North Anna 1 Technical Specifications
s22zify thz surveiilznce requirements that must be completed to confirm the cperability
of safziy-releted csystsms. A subsystem or équipment is removed from service for preven-
tive or corrective maintenance according to maintenance operating procedures. When a
sutsvsizn tTails or is removed from service, this event is entered in an Action Statement
- -- zmsues thzt Tachnical Specification reguirements are met. 'wWhen maintenance hzs

z P

fzz- z:-siztad, oz controlling procedure ensures that testing of the subsystem/equipmen’
jg -zrfirmad Lo ceizrmine operability.

Maintzrance operating procedures will test the redundant subsystem/train bzfore removal.
of 2 zartion of the other subsystem/train if it does not isolate it from parforming its

R -Ys
=7 el
2 "I Zhoen
e a2 D e
N Wt

#ile testing. In the case of subsystems which are made inopareble for
¢ that the redundant train cof the system to be removed from

£ listed in the Action Statement Log, and that it has passed its last

¢ seriodic test. The redundant train is visually inspected and itls power supply

s being operable and not listed in the Action Statemsnt log. These steps
dncunentsd in the maintenance 0pe ng procecure before ths sysiem 1s

[
ot




e

N

onducted a cztailed rev1ew of- parxod1c tests to ensure the operab Tity of
mined when equ1pnent s returned to service following testing. This

fified equipment which is made incperable for testing purpose.

informaiion about the status of safety-related systems at shift change

to the requirezants of Item 2.2.1.c of NUREG-0578.

T::22 on our review. we T9ad that the licenses's response to Bulletin Action Item No. 1f
i ozIzazisbie

IoiTz-is Action Item Mo, 11 reguestesd licensezs to review their promst reporting pro-
czfurzz for NRC notificziicn to assure that the HRC s notified within one hour of the
tizz *=z rezctor is not in a controlled or expscied condition of operation. Further, a
tRzt tire, an open, continuous communication chan ne] shall be established and maintainec
wiih Zhz KRC

“-: z:isting North Anna 1 notificztion procadures were revised on April 30, 1879 to
s=zzify that the KAC be nciified within one hour of the time the reactor is not in a

iled or expected condition of operating. Provisions are includad for esteblishim

intzining a continuous open channel of communication with the NRC using the dedi-

tzlephone line established for this purpose. These reporting requirements have /
-sted on a bzkelite sign within view of tha Shift Supervisor's desk. /We 7ind the

o
=23 action in response to Bulletin Action Item No. 11 acceptable.

tc=isn Item No. 12, licsnsees ware reguested to review operating medes and proczdurs
T with significant z-ounts of hydrogen gas tnat may be generated during a tran-
-~ ciner accident thit would either remzin insids the primary system, or 52

zz:27 to the containmant
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] CUrZCEz. inis review g nhasizad the accessipiiity shielding, operadiiliv sam2iing !
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? znd mzintsnznce of the recombiner system.
AN o

In addition, in its October 15, 1979 supplemental response, the licensee identified the
varicus methods coverad by existing procedures for removing hydrogen gas from the

ezctor cooiant system.

Bzsed on our review, we find that the licensee has providad an adequate response to

ztin Action Item No. 12.

13 Tric bullatin action item regusstad licensees to propose changes, &s required, to these
5}zrt Technical Specifications which had to be modified as a result of implementing
Suiletin Action ITtem Hos. 1 throuch 12, and to identify design changes necessary in

ordzr tc effect long-ierm rzsolution of these items.

T

//’;:::¥s October 15, 1979 supplzmzntal response, the licznsee identified the one change to
c

f e c
Y e - . e . . . .
Y {coy%he North Anna 1 Technical Specifications necessitated by actions required by this

} o implemant two-out-of-thres low-low Pressurizer /

+
L
curz Safety Injection actuztion (from Bulletin

CONCLUSICNS

£

8z:2d on our reviaw of the infermation providad by the licensee, we conclude

that the licensee has correctly interpreted IE Bulietins 79-0€A and 79-00A,

czvicion 17 The actions teken demonstrate the licensez's understanding of the
cencerns arising from the Three Mile Island, Unit No. 2 accicent in relaticn

fgr thz protaction of the pudlic hezlth and safety curing piant cperation. i
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REVIE. OF RISPONSES TO IE BULLETIRS 79-06A & 79-06A
(A11 dates are in 1979;
Date of Date of Date of
Licenszes' Draft Request for
Responses BEVR Information
4/30,5/14, 6/7 9/13
5/17,7/12,
9/21
5/1,6/6, 6/7 9/7
6/25,7/25,
S 10/1
4/24,6/22 6/7 N/A
£/22,6/22 6/7 N/A
4/25,5/14, 6/8 /A
5/18,5/31,
6/26, 7/6
4/26,6/22 6/7 . N/A
4/26,6/6, 6/7 N/A
6/20
4/30,6/20, 6/7 N/A
7/13
4/26,6/29, 6/7 8/23
10/15
4/19,4/27, 6/7 ‘ 8/3
3/23,8/20,
9/26 -
4/30,5/18, 6/7 N/A
6/22
4/23,6/23, 6/7 8/9
7/12,8/28
4/25,5/11, 6/7 H/A
6/1, 7/13, ’
3/14
4/19,5/3, 6/8 e/7
5/23,6/25,
3/283

(REVISION 1)

Date of
IE Inspection
Renort/Comments

8/10 (report)
6/26 (report)

6/22 (comments;

5/15,6/8,6/25(reports
6/22 {comments)

6/22 {comments

6/1,6/27 ireporis;
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Date of Cate of
Licensses' Oraft
R&sponses BEVR
4/26,6/26, 6/7
7/6

(Clarification of
certain previous
responses furnished
to ORPM by telecopy)

~4/24,5/4, 5/18, 6/7
6/25,7/17,9/14

4/24,6/18, 6/7
6/25

4/26,5/16,5/24, 6/7
6/20, 8/30

4/27,5/17, 6/7
6/22

updéted, draft at CRESS for typing.

Date of
Request for
Information

N/A
N/A
8/7

N/A

Date of
IE Inspection
Report/Commnents

6/12 (report)
6/22 {comments)

5/16 (report)
6/27 (comments}

6/26 (comments)

6/14 {report)



