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Docket No.: 50-244
MEMORANDUM FOR: Walter R. Butler, Project Director
Project Directorate I-3
Division of Reactor Projects I/II
FROM: Faust Rosa, Chief
Electrical Systems Branch
Division of Systems Technology
SUBJECT: GINNA - EVALUATION OF USE OF BUS TIE BREAKER
(TAC M82335)
Reference: Memorandum from F. Rosa to W. Butler dated
April 8, 1992, same subject
Plant Name: R. E. Ginna Nuclear Power Plant
Utility: Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation
Docket No.: 50-~244

Licensing Status: OR
Resp. Directorate: PD I-3

Project Manager: A. Johnson
Review Branch: SELB/DST
Review Status: Complete

The reference memorandum transmitted our Safety Evaluation (SE)
addressing the conformance of the GINNA plant to the guidance of
Generic Letter (GL) 91~11 regarding the use of Class 1E bus tie
breakers. At the request of the Plant Systems Branch (SPLB), we
have revised this SE to also address conformance of the GINNA
plant to the recommendations of GL 89-13, Service Water System
(SWS) Problems Affecting Safety-Related Equipment, specifically,
Recommended Action IV.

The revised SE (Enclosure 1, dated 4/13/92) highlights the
following contradiction in the GINNA licensing basis. The
licensing basis includes the reqguirement for meeting the single
failure criterion, while TS 3.3.4.1.a permits operation above
cold shutdown with only one (of two available) SWS pump operable
on each of the two Class 1E buses. This does not meet single
failure for failure of one SWS pump or for a bus fault since the
bus tie breaker cannot be used with a bus fault and two SWS pumps
are required for the recirculation phase of a DBA. The enclosed
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—oe April 23, 1992

SE concludes that this issue can be resolved by (1) revising the
TS to require that two SWS pumps be operable on each Class 1E
bus, or (2) verifying by analysis that only one SWS pump is
required for the recirculation phase of a DBA. It is our
understanding that the licensee has submitted the analysis of
above item (2) and that it is being reviewed by SPLB. Therefore,
assuming this analysis is found acceptable, this issue is
resolved. .

Enclosure 1 supersedes the SE transmitted by the reference
memorandum and should be used for closure of TAC No. M82335.

our SALP input is enclosed as Enclosure 2.
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As stated
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Faust Rosa, Chief

Electrical Systems Branch
Division of Systems Technology






