
1

Vogtle PEmails

From: Hoellman, Jordan
Sent: Wednesday, October 04, 2017 8:45 AM
To: Vogtle PEmails
Subject: SNC Updated Responses for UIN 213 and ICN 672
Attachments: 2017-09-21 ICN UIN Comment Status Sheet post call SNC responses R1.docx; 

UFSAR.pdf

 
Please see the attached updated SNC responses to NRC staff comments on the UIN for ITAAC Index No. 213 and the ICN 
for ITAAC Index No. 672.  This information will be discussed during a public meeting on 10/5/2017. 
 
A marked-up Vogtle Units 3 and 4 UFSAR Figure 7.2-1 (Sheet 20 of 21) is provided for the UIN for Index No. 213. 
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VOGTLE ICN/UIN ISSUES TRACKING SHEET (after 9/21/17 public call) 

 

Date ITEM # ICN 
UIN TOPIC ITAAC 

INDEX # ISSUE Licensee Comment (updated 10/02/17) 

9/5 5 UIN Real or 
simulated 
signals into 
DAS 

213 
Explain the chosen methodology to 
utilize the DAS “Manual” actuation 
circuit in-place of using a “real or 
simulated signal into DAS.”   (i.e. 
plant process signals)  

SNC acknowledges that normally where the phrase “using real 
or simulated signals” is used in an ITAAC, it refers to field inputs 
such as transmitters.  However, those ITAACs are generally for 
testing the logic for specific inputs as reflected in their 
corresponding DC and AC.  For the purpose of ITAAC 213, 
manual input was deemed adequate for meeting the DC, ITA 
and AC based on the following: 
• Other ITAAC in the DAS family accomplish testing of the 

automatic DAS actuation using process signals.  Specifically, 
ITAAC 506 and 507 test the signal processing and logic for 
DAS. ITAAC 508 and 509 perform testing on DAS to verify the 
manual actuation functions are also tested.  The family of DAS 
ITAAC ensures that both process signal initiation and manual 
initiation is tested to provide assurance that all of the logic is 
appropriately tested and DAS performs its intended 
functions. 

• ITAAC 213 is focused on the actuation of the PXS valves with 
DAS control to ensure that these components go to their 
required position when a real or simulated signal provides an 
input to DAS. Since both the manual and automatic signals 
will be tested to demonstrate the functionality of DAS (ITAAC 
506,507,508,509), the 213 test was written to utilize manual 
action since the functional response from DAS is identical for 
manual or automatic actuations.  It is not the intent of ITAAC 
213 to test the logic but to verify the component is actuated 
from DAS. 

UFSAR Figure 7.2-1 Sheet 20 of 21, Functional Diagram DAS 
Logic Automatic Actuations, shows the manual switches that 
will be actuated and how it compares with an automatic 
actuation signal. 
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Date ITEM # ICN 
UIN TOPIC ITAAC 

INDEX # ISSUE Licensee Comment (updated 10/02/17) 

9/11 6 ICN Off-site 
power 
analysis 

V3 
672 

Third paragraph of the IDB – Clarify why 
the component(s) with the highest rated 
load(s) was/were not utilized to determine 
the ampacity rating of each circuit from 
the switchyard? 

 Clarification 09/20/17:  this comment 
refers to the second sentence in the 
third paragraph 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fourth paragraph of the IDB - Clarify 
why MVAs were not directly calculated 
since the loads of each switchyard 
circuit include capacitance and 
inductance in addition to resistance? 

The capacity of each offsite power circuit has a margin 
greater than 200% to supply the maximum plant loads.  
None of the current carrying components in those 
circuits are limited by the plant loads.  The capacity of 
each circuit is limited by the manufacturer’s rated 
capacity of the line components, at the maximum 
expected ambient temperature, since they are located 
outdoors.  The lowest rated component was utilized to 
define the ampacity of each circuit. 
 
The manufacturer's ratings of the as-built equipment and 
conductors in each circuit were evaluated to determine 
the ampacity of the most limiting component at the 
highest expected ambient temperature.  The most 
limiting component was utilized to establish the rated 
capacity of the circuit.  The capability of the circuit to 
supply the assumed loads was evaluated to determine 
the ITAAC acceptance criteria is satisfied. 
 
 
Plant load values were provided by Westinghouse 
Engineering in MW, based upon a 0.9 pf.  The offsite 
power circuit capacities were provided by Georgia Power 
in MVA.  Plant loads were converted to MVA, at 0.9 pf, to 
compare circuit capacities to the assumed loads. 
 

 
 




