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DUKE POWER COMPANY 
POWER BUIDING 

422 SOUTH CHURCH STREET, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 28242 

WILLIAM 0. PARKERJR. October 26, 1978 
VICE PRESIDENT TELEPHONE: AREA 704 

STEAM PRODUCTION 373-4083 

Mr. Harold R. Denton, Director 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20555 

Reference: Oconee Nuclear Station 
Docket Nos. 50-269, -270, -287 

McGutre Nuclear Station 
Docket Nos. 50-369, -370 

Dear Mr. Denton: 

On January 18, 1978, representatives of Duke Power Company made a presentation 
to members of your staff on a Standby Shutdown System proposed by Duke to 
address NRC regulations and concerns with regard to station security and fire 
protection at Oconee Nuclear Station. At this meeting it was indicated that 
Duke needed agreement on the Standby Shutdown System concept. Duke representa
tives stated that the detailed design, construction, and procurement for the 
system, which involves a significant commitment in terms of manpower and money, 
could not begin until receipt of a formal indication that the NRC agrees with 
the Standby Shutdown System concept.  

On February 1, 1978, Duke Power Company submitted a description of the Standby 
Shutdown System. In that letter it was stated, "Implementation of the system 
will be subsequent to a satisfactory review by the staff, your prompt attention 
to this matter is requested." Since that time various submittals on other, 
specific topics have referenced this description and the relationship between 
the Standby Shutdown System and the specific issues involved.  

On March 23, 1978, representatives of Duke Power Company met with the NRC staff 
and presented a proposed Standby Shutdown System for McGuire Nuclear Station.  
In that meeting and in the system description submitted to the Commission on 
May 1, 1978, it was indicated that the resolution of the issues of station sec
urity and fire protection was dependent upon the Standby Shutdown System concept 
and that implementation of the system would be subsequent to a satisfactory review 
by the Commission. Since that time submittals have referenced the addition of the 
Standby Shutdown System as a method for meeting various criteria associated with 
station security and fire protection.  
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Mr. Harold R. Denton, Director 
October 26, 1978 
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It was stated in the Commission's summary of the meeting held on January 18, 
1978 to discuss the proposed Standby Shutdown System for Oconee that, "Prelim
inary reaction by the staff to this proposed concept was favorable." Conversa
tions with the NRC staff reviewers for both security and fire protection have 
indicated that the Standby Shutdown System concept will meet.the NRC criteria 
with minor modifications. Interim fire protection and security measures, for 
the period before SSS installation, have also been received favorably by the 
staff.  

It is our opinion that the Standby Shutdown System concept and the proposed 
interim measures have been refined to the point where NRC regulations in the 
area of both security and fire protection have been adequately addressed. How
ever, it is evident that NRC reports which use the SSS concept to address the 
issues of fire protection and security do not, in themselves, constitute 
approval of the SSS proposal. The SSS is "approved" as a component of a partic
ular program, i.e. the security program or the fire protection program, but no 
assurances are offered, particularly in the case of McGuire Nuclear Station, 
that future NRC interpretations of the regulations will not require protection 
of the other systems where the SSS provides the equivalent function.  

Due to this indecision, our position has become precarious in that crucial 
decisions involving the allotment of manpower and ordering of particular pieces of 
equipment must be made in order to meet the installation times previously given to 
the NRC for the SSS. It is apparent to us that lengthening of the period before 
SSS installation will cause operational hardships due to the extent of interim 
measures. It is our belief that it is in the best interest of both Duke Power 
Company and the Commission to approve the SSS concept as quickly as possible 
since the SSS concept in our opinion is the best way to comply with NRC regula
tions on these dockets.  

We therefore request the Commission to approve the SSS concept as .soon as possible 
in order for Duke Power Company to fully meet NRC regulations. It is felt that 
Duke Power Company must have the NRC's assurance that the SSS concept will meet 
the NRC requirements in these areas before we can commit to modifications of this 
magnitude.  

Ver truly yours, / 

William 0. Parker, Jr.  
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DUKE POWER COMPANY 
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Mr. Harold R. Denton, Director 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20555 

Reference: Oconee Nuclear Station 
Docket Nos. 50-269, -270, -287 

McGutre Nuclear Station rn. 7 _ 

Docket Nos. 50-369, -370 

Dear Mr. Denton: 

On January 18, 1978, representatives of Duke Power Company made a presentation 
to members of your staff on a Standby Shutdown System proposed by Duke to 
address NRC regulations and concerns with regard to station security and fire 
protection at Oconee Nuclear Station. At this meeting it was indicated that 
Duke needed agreement on the Standby Shutdown System concept. Duke representa
tives stated that the detailed design, construction, and procurement for the 
system, which involves a significant commitment in terms of manpower and money, 
could not begin until receipt of a formal indication that the NRC agrees with 
the Standby Shutdown System concept.  

On February 1, 1978, Duke Power Company submitted a description of the Standby 
Shutdown System. In that letter it was stated, "Implementation of the system 
will be subsequent to a satisfactory review by the staff, your prompt attention 
to this matter is requested." Since that time various submittals on other, 
specific topics have referenced this description and the relationship between 
the Standby Shutdown System and the specific issues involved.  

On March 23, 1978, representatives of Duke Power Company met with the NRC staff 
and presented a proposed Standby Shutdown System for McGuire Nuclear Station.  
In that meeting and in the system description submitted to the Commission on 
May 1, 1978, it was indicated that the resolution of the issues of station sec
urity and fire protection was dependent upon the Standby Shutdown System concept 
and that implementation of the system would be subsequent to a satisfactory review 
by the Commission. Since that time submittals have referenced the addition of the 
Standby Shutdown System as a method for meeting various criteria associated with 
station security and fire protection.  
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Mr. Harold R. Denton, Director 
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It was stated in the Commission' s summary of the meeting held on January 18, 
1978 to discuss the proposed Standby Shutdown System for Oconee that, "Prelim
inary reaction by the staff to this proposed concept was favorable." Conversa
tions with the NRC staff reviewers for both security and fire protection have 
indicated that the Standby Shutdown System concept will meet the NRC criteria 
with minor modifications. Interim fire protection and security measures, for 
the period before SSS installation, have also been received favorably by the 
staff.  

It is our opinion that the Standby Shutdown System concept and the proposed 
interim measures have been refined to the point where NRC regulations in the 
area of both security and fire protection have been adequately addressed. How
ever, it is evident that NRC reports which use the SSS concept to address the 
issues of fire protection and security do not, in themselves, constitute 
approval of the SSS proposal. The SSS is "approved" as a component of a partic
ular program, i.e. the security program or the fire protection program, but no 
assurances are offered, particularly in the case of McGuire Nuclear Station, 
that future NRC interpretations of the regulations will not require protection 
of the other systems where the SSS provides the equivalent function.  

Due to this indecision, our position has become precarious in that crucial 
decisions involving the allotment of manpower and ordering of particular pieces of 
equipment must be made in order to meet the installation times previously given to 
the NRC for the SSS. It is apparent to us that lengthening of the period before 
SSS installation will cause operational hardships due to the extent of interim 
measures. It is our belief that it is in the best interest of both Duke Power 
Company and the Commission to approve the SSS concept as quickly as possible 
since the SSS concept in our opinion is the best way to comply with NRC regula
tions on these dockets.  

We therefore request the Commission to approve the SSS concept as soon as possible 
in order for Duke Power Company to fully meet NRC regulations. It is felt that 
Duke Power Company must have the NRC's 'assurance that the SSS concept will meet 
the NRC requirements in these areas before we can commit to modifications of this 
magnitude.  

Ver truly yours, 

William 0. Parker, Jr.  

LJB:scs


