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Dear Mr, Musolf:

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION PERTAINING TO MONTICELLO NUCLEAR
GENERATING PLANT CONFORMANCE WITH ITEM 2.1 (PART 1) OF GENERIC
LETTER 83-28, "EQUIPMENT CLASSIFICATION PROGRAM" (TAC NO. 52856)

We have reviewed your response to NRC Generic Letter 83-28, Item 2.1 (Part 1),
submitted by your letters dated November 4, 1983, November 14, 1983, and
January 11, 1984, and are in need of additional information as described in the
enclosure to this letter.

Please advise, within 5 days after receipt of this letter when we may expect
to receive your reply to this reauest.

The request in this letter affects fewer than ten respondents; therefore, OMB
clearance in not required under PL 96-511.

Sincerely,

original signed by/

John J. Stefano, Proiect Manager

Project Directorate III-1

Division of Reactor Projects - III, IV, V
& Special Projects

cc: See next page
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As stated
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

March 22, 1988

Docket No. 50-263

Mr. D. M, Musolf, Manager
Nuclear Support Services
Northern States Power Company
414 Nicollet Mall

~ Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401

Dear Mr. Musolf: ;

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION PERTAINING TO MONTICELLO NUCLEAR
GENEPATING PLANT CONFORMANCE WITH ITEM 2.1 (PART 1) OF GENERIC
LETTER 83-28, "EQUIPMENT CLASSIFICATION PROGRAM" (TAC NO. 52856)

Ke have reviewed your response to NRC Generic Letter 83-28, Item 2.1 (Part 1),
submitted by your letters dated November 4, 1983, November 14, 1983, and
January 11, 1984, and are in need of additional information as described in the
enclosure to this letter,

Please advise, within 5 days after receipt of this letter when we may expect
to receive your reply to this request.

The request in this letter affects fewer than ten respondents; therefore, OMB
clearance in not required under PL 96-511,

Sincerely,

s IV, V

cc: See next page

Enclosure:
As stated



Mr. D. M. Musolf
Northern States Power Company Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant

cc:

Gerald Charnoff, Esquire

Shaw, Pittman, Potts and
Trowbridge

2300 N Street, NW

Washington, D. C. 20037

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Resident Inspector's Office

Box 1200

Monticellc, Minnesota 55362

Plant Manager o d
Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant
Northern States Power Company
Monticello, Minnesota 55362

Russell J. Hatling

Minnesota Environmental Control
Citizens Association (MECCA)

Energy Task Force

144 Melbourne Avenue, S. E.

Minneapolis, Minnesota 655113

Dr. John W. Ferman

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
520 Lafayette Road

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-3898

Regional Administrator, Region III
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
799 Rocsevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, I1linois 60137

Commissioner of Health
Minnesota Department of Health
717 Delaware Street, S. E.
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55440

0. J. Arlien, Auditor

Wright County Board of
Commissioners

10 NW Second Street

Buffalo, Minnesota 55313



ENCLOSURE

Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant

Docket No. 50-263

Request for Additional Information

For Generic Letter 83-28, Item 2.1 (Part 1)

Introduction:

We have reviewed the series of responses to Generic Letter 83-28, Item 2.1

(Part 1) dated from November 4, 1983, November 14, 1983 and January 11, 1984,
provided by Northern States Power Company, the licensee for the Monticello
Nuclear Generating Plant, and find them acceptable with the following exceptions.
The licensee is requested to provide additional information for these items as-
described below. L= ’

Evaluation and Specific Information Request:

Evaluation:

The first submittal stated that the safety-related classification of the reactor
trip components could not be confirmed at that time.

The second submittal stated that Table 1 of the plant Operational Assurance

Plan provides a Q-List of all safety-retated structures, systems, and major
components and that the Q-List includes power supplies, sensors, relays, wiring
and final operating devices as necessary to perform the safety system functions.
The 0-List is used as the reference for determining the safety classification
of identified and associated components and subcomponents. The submittal also
states that, until a review has been conducted, all Q-List systems, structures,
and components are treated as safety-related and thus subject to all applicable
aspects of the QA program respecting procurement, work control, inspection and
document control.

The third submittal, dated January 11, 1984, repeated the information contained
in the first submittal, that is, confirmation regarding equipment classification
of reactor trip components could not be provided.

Conclusion:

Based on our review of the licensee's submittals, we are unable to determine if
the components required to trip the reactor have been identified and classified
as safety-related. We are thus unable to conclude that the licensee's program
meets the requirements of Item 2.1 (Part 1) of Generic Letter 83-28. The
licensee should confirm that all components whose functioning is required to
trip the reactor are jdentified as safety-related on documents, procedures, and
information handling systems that are used in the plant to control activities
that may affect those components.



