From: Gibson, Lauren

To: Wu, Angela; Paul Aitken

Cc: Qesterle, Eric; Khanna, Meena

Subject: Draft RAIs post clarification call

Date: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 8:35:55 AM
Attachments: Surry SLRA - Comments on Dominion"s Supplement 5 v2.pdf

Good morning, Paul.

As we discussed on the draft RAI clarification call on Thursday, November 7, here are the draft RAls
for which the NRC is expecting a response on the docket.

Also- Angela will be in and out today, and | am working at home, so please call 301-947-2791 (home)
or 240-429-9428 (cell) to reach me. | anticipate that she and | will both be on our biweekly call later
today.

Thank you,

Lauren

LauvreNy K. GIBSON

Project Manager

License Renewal

(301) 415-1056
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DNRL Comments on Dominion’s October 31, 2019 Letter

Version 2: After the Draft RAI clarification call on November 7, these are the draft RAls for which the NRC expects
a response on the docket at this time.

Comment

Issue

SLRA Section B2.1.21states that “[t]he
selection of exploratory hole sample

Based on discussions with NRC environmental reviewers, the water
table can vary by feet at Surry due to tidal fluctuations and seasonal

2 - Selective | locations will take into account recent soil changes. lItis unclear why the selection of exploratory hole locations
Leaching sample results, piping most susceptible to does not take into account the potential for high levels of groundwater.
aging based on time-in-service, and the
severity of piping operating conditions.”
Sh?g;iﬁtr']%np?égéz;’] dI?I'L;rrIfI;(i ?nd Sinc_:(—;- the surroga_te stru_cture may be coated, it i§ unclear why
Enhancement No. 11 states in E)art “tjhe additional corrective actions would not also consider more frequent
o - . : inspections of the concrete CW piping.
additional corrective actions may include
items such as further sampling, installation The commitment should clearly reflect that the applicant intends to
of more wells, more frequent inspections of | confirm that the below grade concrete surface of the turbine
the surrogate structure, and/or the building is bare concrete absent of any sort of material covering its
development of a plant specific aging surface and is equivalent to the CW piping concrete surface.
management activity. Neither the staff nor applicant know whether the below grade
5 - B&UPT concrete of the turbine building has any sort of water-resistant

On its October 31 2019 letter, the applicant
committed to: “Prior to excavation, it shall be
confirmed that the south side of the turbine
building is not covered with a bitumastic
coating below grade.”

coating, membrane, or other material covering its surface and
therefore rendering the concrete to not be equally exposed to the
ground water environment that the CW piping bare concrete is.

The staff notes that if there’s any type of material covering the
concrete surface of the turbine building then the applicant can no
longer claim that the turbine building concrete/environment is
equivalent to that of the CW piping and therefore should proceed only
to inspect the CW piping instead of a surrogate turbine building
structure.
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SLRA Section B2.1.27, Enhancement No. 8 | Clarification only: Is the intent to use GALL-SLR Report AMP
states in part “[i]f a coating is identified, then: | XI.M41 acceptance criteria and corrective actions if the surrogate
6 - B&UPT | Excavation of one 96" CW pipe will be structure is coated and the concrete CW pipe is inspected?
performed to inspect a surface area of 50
square-ft located below groundwater level.”
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