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NIAGARAMOHAWKPOWER CORPORATION/300 ERIE BOULEVARDWEST, SYRACUSE. N.Y. 13202/TELEPHONE (315) 474-1511

October 21, 1986
(NMP2L 0919)

Ms. Elinor G. Adensam, Director
BNR Project Directorate No. 3
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
7920 Norfolk Avenue
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Ms. Adensam:

Re: Nine Mile Point Unit 2
Docket No. 50-410

Enclosed is a list of Niagara Mohawk's comments on the Safety Evaluation
Report Supplement 4. Our comments reflect differences between the Safety
Evaluation Report and Supplements, the Final Safety Analysis Report through
Amendment 27, and subsequent letter updates. Generally, the comments do not
address the status of open

issues'one

of the comments affect the Technical Specifications.

Very truly yours,

C. V. Mangan
Senior Vice President

LSL:pns
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation )

(Nine Mile Point Unit 2)

Docket No. 50-410

AFF IDAVIT

C. V. Man an , being duly sworn, states that he is Senior Vice
President of Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation; that he is authorized on the
part of said Corporation to sign and file with the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission the documents attached hereto; and that all such documents are true
and correct to the best of his knowledge, information and belief.

\

Subscribed and swor to b fore me, a Notary Public in d o the State of New
York and County of '

, this ~ day of 1986.

otar ublic in and for
County, New York

My Commission expires:
JANIS M. MACRO

Notary Pubtlo!n tho Stoto ot Now York
Quollfled In Onondogo County No. 478 55
My Commission Explroo Morch 30> 19.





SSER 4
Pa e Comments Reference

9-7 Last paragraph 11th Line: Delete the
sentence, "In addition, an approved
flame-retardant coating has been applied
to the cables that traverse the 20-ft.
zone to reduce the potential for fire
propagation along the cables." During
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's Appendix
R audit at the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Site
in October, 1985, it was noted that the
flame-retardant coating had not yet been
applied to the cables traversing the
20-ft. zone. The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission reviewer at that time agreed
that since the cables meet the standard of
IEEE 383-1974 flame test (see FSAR Section
9A.3.5.5.5, Page 9A.3-46), application of
a flame-retardant coating to the cables
was not necessary. FSAR Section 9A.3.1.2.5.10
(Page 9A.3-23) was subsequently revised to
delete reference to the coating.

FSAR Page 9A.3-23
and 9A.3-46

9-12, 9-13,
and 9-15

Page 9-12 Third Paragraph 8th Line,
Page 9-13 Fifth Paragraph 1st Line,
and Page 9-15 Section 9 '.1 ~ 7 Item 12:
change "three" to "seven." There are
seven (not three) non-safety related
locations that C02 fire suppression
system are not being used in the interim.
These locations are identified in FSAR
FSAR Figures 9A.3-4, 9A.3-5, and 9A.3-6.
They are the normal switchgear building
rooms (Zones 601XL and 602XL in Figure
9A.3-4; Zones 612XL and 613XL in Figure
9A.3-5), turbine building switchgear rooms
(Zones 726XL and 740XL in Figure 9A.3-6)
and radwaste building switchgear room
(Zone 395XL in Figure 9A.3-6). (Note the
zone number designation -XL means that
the zone is C02 protected. See the
legend on Figure 9A.3-2.) As discussed in
SSER 4 Page 9-12, our letter dated June 25,
1986 (NMP2L 0758) has discussed the reasons
for not providing C02 fire suppression
syst'm to these seven locations and also the
alternate means of fire protection.

FSAR Pages 9.5-5 and
9.5-6

FSAR Figures 9A.3-4,
9A.3-5, 9A.3-6
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SSER 4
Pa e

14-5

Comments

Sixth Paragraph Fourth Line: Delete the
phrase, "and (4) the drywell air coolers
condensate flow rate monitoring system."
This monitoring system is not part of the
Nine Mile Point Unit 2 reactor coolant
pressure boundary (RCPB) leak detection
system as indicated in FSAR Page 5.2-44.
Regulatory Guide 1.45, position C;3
recommended at least three separate
detection methods: (1) sump level and
flow monitoring, (2) airborne particulate
radioactivity monitoring, and (3) monitoring
of condensate flow rate from air flow cooler
or monitoring of airborne gaseous
radioactivity. Nine Mile Point Unit 2
RCPB leak detection system satisfied
position C.3 by (1) sump level and flow
monitoring, (2) airborne particulate
radioactivity monitoring, and (3)
monitoring of airborne gaseous radioactivity.

Reference

FSAR Page 5.2-44
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