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Gentlemen: 

Subject: Docket No. 50-206 
Generic Letter No. 81-14 
Seismic Qualification of Auxiliary Feedwater Systems 
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station 
Unit 1 

My letter dated December 9, 1981 provided our response to Generic 
Letter No. 81-14 regarding the seismic qualification of the auxiliary 
feedwater system at San Onofre Unit 1. Additional clarification to this 
letter was provided in response to an NRC question on December 14, 1981. The 
purpose of this letter is to document that information.  

To obtain information regarding the seismic qualification of the 
auxiliary feedwater system components, SCE looked at all available sources.  
This included the San Onofre Unit 1 Final Safety Analysis (FSA), equipment 
specifications and other information. In the case of 480 V Switchgear No. 1, 
125 VDC Switchgear Nos. 1 and 2, Station Battery No. 1, Battery Chargers A and 
B and Inverter No. 3, Section 9.2 of the FSA states that these components were 
subject to the Seismic Category A provisions in the FSA. However, equipment 
specifications and other information which could be located at the time of our 
December 9 letter did not identify any specific seismic provisions. In no 
case could all pertinent information for these components be located due to 
the lack of document retention requirements which existed when the plant was 
originally built. Therefore, for these components conflicting information was 
found regarding their seismic qualification. Notwithstanding this conflicting 
information, due to the fact that the FSA identified these components as 
Category A and due to the fact that seismic considerations were identified for 
the other electrical switchgear components which were procured at the same 
time, we feel confident that these components also included comparable seismic 
considerations. This conclusion was reflected in our December 9 letter.  
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Since submittal of our December 9 letter, we have continued to 
search for information regarding these components. As a result of this 
search, we were able to locate additional documentation for 480V Switchgear 
No. 1, 125 VDC Switchgear No. 2, Station Battery No. 1, and Inverter No. 3.  
This documentation indicates that seismic considerations were applied to these 
components.  

For the remaining components identified above, the only pertinent 
documentation which could be located were original purchase specifications.  
Although these specifications do not specifically include seismic 
considerations, we do not consider this sufficient basis to alter our 
conclusions regarding the seismic design of these components. Based on the 
FSA and the fact that other components procured at the same time included 
seismic considerations, we still feel confident that these components also 
included comparable seismic considerations.  

In addition, it should be noted that the seismic withstand 
capability of all electrical components has been significantly enhanced by the 
fact that their anchorages were evaluated to a 0.67g Housner response spectrum 
and modified as necessary in accordance with NRC letter dated January 1, 
1980. Additional evaluation of the seismic design of electrical components 
will be conducted as part of the SEP Owners Group and generic seismic 
qualification activities.  

If you have any other questions on this matter, please let us know.  

Very truly yours,


