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-Functional CriteriaiforiEmergency Response. Facilities; *
,

. . _ _ -

1E FloridaiPowerf&: Light; Company has; reviewed the.. subject docu- '

@ ? ment,.cand ~weioffer; the1following comuments thereon:
~ . . , y

'1. ;The-legal (basesiforsthis.documentiare'not. obvious. -

s
Itlwould appearcthat;the ne~edsto' establish a nuclear

- .

dataylinkfto|NRC goesibeyond previous' requirements 1 ^sz
p- and'may7not,.inLfact,fhave'.any legal;bemes.

,

V 2. 'Wh'ile(thisVdocument(goe's beyon'd previousEdescriptions
b of1these1 facilities, the: objective criteria.for:the

~ data : that. must be; presented fin L the i re' spec.tive i locations
[' .are still:noticlears 'Before-licensees ~can makeLadequate

plansi to comply,i the crit'eria need to be ' defined ~. The
;_ - proposed'NUREG 0696 :Draftidoe.sinot meet this :need. y.

. -- ..
i

f 3.' 'SinceitheEresponsibility forfNRC: activities in~the
'

- , event, of3 emergency resides withi the "regionalPoffice,~

ithere would notissemito be sufficient' justification< ^ '
,

b ~forithe' nuclear data-link to Washington ~. LThe respon-'a; ~sible' agents:of|the NRC~ regional office ~would be on>

& -site,iand presumably,Estationed in the Emergency
.

~ ''~

?? ? Operation ~ Canter,(where'significantiplant parameters-

must!be displayed 4 oItJwo_uld=not seeminecessaryJto- "

? LhaveJthe-'same parameters:available"in1 Washington. a
- <

, - y . .

K^ 4. Thebparameter setsJfor each emergency response.'of,i facility!should be based on:the. defined purposa~
- - t thatnfacilityf1vice''using1 Reg Guide 1.07, which-is

-

Ar - *

'nct? finalized as of'this-time'.
2 m. -

t - ._ . . _ . . .

MV :.:5. . 'Thef term "unavallability" should be better defined. i

~The lossiofsa sing 1'e' input paranater' input.should7
. . .
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4y SR ~gfno6be% fined'asfunavailability,7utraIthertheloss? ..

g. 1

,

@ ";h h ^ W of#theLfacility!is"moreiappropriateLto| define:unavaila - ~M M
bw

'T M .I
- M "P / FM MithofWi'facilityQCur enti definition ;is un- %

~

M rensanmM y brestrictiveB W ='w.- -

m, a + pc w
y'' j.k r[CBE | qualificiatiion' |for7the ' SPDS

'

should;be deleted. LThis; system?isisupposedito enhance'76,w .

'

J theioperator plant interface,;notEsuppimat the normale- : '
> c

~'
_

'fparameterlindications?available;to the1 operator in,; 7
~

' w
ithe; control?moomitwhich:are" seismically qualified.w ..

~ ;The<additionalirequirement for:OBE qualification m,, ,

. . itwill)unnecessarilyidelayJimplementation df the system'

'andLraiseNthe' cost"of the system,.potentially limit-4- -

Lingfoesigns;toEaflimitied: number:of supplier nc con - ~q

D - ' figuration 4 Thimicould'potpntially decrease the
' ~ reliability 1and usefulness of' the syster..

'
.. - . .

. , .. >. ,

. Unavailability goals of1.001;are too severe'for.'7..
-

m
L systems'that areTin reality; operator aids, not the- a

- 'safsty class-display that is~already.available-in,
,

~
- 4the~ Control Room..:' There tre many. efforts underway,

to improve - Control . Mos: .asponser the SPDS should~
,

be ; considered to :be - just :a portion 1of the total i#~.
.enhancementLeffort of' improving'the man-machine .i-

- interface. d
y. n

.
. /"

3 8. The11ocationiof theETSC should be. plant specific. Our

t plantsfhave had' extensive ^sodifiestions tonsupport |

1 ifacilities,;many.of:which take:up space:near'the. Control- -

Room.; TheDTurkey; Point units'have:a ccamon~ Control' Room"

, for both units. A TSC:must be somewhere-within our .

l T

4,
'

.P antlboundary;'butlthe= desire to put the TSC.in the,'

same; building as;the Control Ro<1a'is not possible.
'A? requirement;of two minutes' walking |' distance placesM

2- - -. an. unnecessary andjimpractical restraint upon our|fac-
._

_

_
?withinEthe' owner-controlled 3 area,asinear;as practical -

m -to theccontrol Room.. This would' allow (the licensees
'to coordiitatelthe: design'offa(TSC with the overall site
. plan. iAny reference 'to swalking: distance; on a time
basialshouldibeEdeleted. Guidelinesfin the. area of; ten.

-minutes would-be:more reason'able'ahd consistent'with the
~

.

2' .

| idea of facilitating 2faceito face communications.
~

-
,

~= %s _
9.y Allrreferencesuto'an alternate JSC should be deleted.>~

,

If; the'. requirements?for aLTsc'areTrealistic, an alternateL
~

$ (facilityjwill:not be necessary.c .

' n* *
' y:$ i- ;

' -10.0 Mr.!Eisenhutts: letter of; August 1, 1980,'gives-imple'-'
7

'

inentation' schedules.- We feel this is inappropriate%
-
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=
tinLlight of the fact that the FunctionaliCriteriaihave?'

'

,"

inot'been issued;in!finalJform.ntInfadditionc wefwould-'

.be'reluctantito, proceed..with; equipment /interfacel aE specifications,(buildingiconstruction and hardware 1
'

;
'

' '

procurement 1 prior to completion .ofjNRCE revisit and 4.

L_ - > *

approva1Tof ?our conceptual = designst (substission dates ~ ,
.A for designs ~should be;besed:upon| final'publicatior .e s. '>

the- Functional Criteria for EmergencyiResponse Facili las '

(NUREG 0696) and upon'any as'acciated guiesEthatiare - -s
f ; alluded to in the" draft NUREG. EA:more appropriateL n.

3
- * completion date'wouldibe:aboutZtwo and:one-half years qafter NBC approval of our conceptualsdesigns for our = . '

, facilities. 1This'timeeframeL-is. based upon-a;best offort-
: approach, utilis:ing- presently? availab1'e technology. and
readily. accessible equipment. .AdditionalErequiramants,% '

such-as'. seismic;QBE and' Human" Factors' reviews of.the
-

Control Room to integrateMthese aystemsLwith the !
-

..

present Control Room, may. negatively'impactEthat: time : [period.
.

J

We apprecia'te the; opportunity to comument on~this document. q
. .. .a

very truly yours,..s . .e;

< .

id. h & ? . 1

7;p |

'
r Robert E. !Airig.

viceJPresident'~ ;
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