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What, if any, licen ~ ' ' in addition to

the twc Technical L £ ‘ hanges sought by
CECo are required for :
ANSWER:

grees with




response tc this gquestion, but we think one point deserves
additional emphasis: Aprlicant dces not know at this time
license modifications which
Dresden Unit | Indeel,

eventual NRC requirements arising out of th

1

Evaluation Program and TMI reviews is one reason
deferred the scheculed restart of Dresden

ommission Questions

cresent
Appii~
etaile
ccmmitments
engineering changes : information to the
taf zior to restart of Dresden Unit One. Applicant
nct yet poopcsed, nor is it possible to define pending
completion of SEP and the other reviews listed in Attach-
ment 1, the specific license modifications or :ech spec
changes to be made. The list in Attachment 1 is certain to
grow in the near future as the Staff continues to publish
new requirements ané ask further qu lons in respect of all

.

that Attachment 1 illustrates
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that it would not only be premature, but impracticable to
address restart issues in any chemical cleaning hearing.

Question (c):

If license modifications are requireé for both
decontamination and return to coperation, how
shoulé the hearing be structured?

ANSWER:

The Commission's question appavrently indicates that a

hearing will be held. 1If, as Aprlicant assumes, the basis

for this decision is that such a hearing is reguired by

Shollyv v. NRC,= then the notice of hearing should direct

. . . a2 3 4 - &% s * 3\ . -
the licensing bcard, in the event She.ly v. NRC 1s reversed
————a —
A " -
or legislatively correctec pricr to completion ¢of the hearings,
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The hearincs
ustification of the Applicant's propcsal
ané of the Staffi's review, in acccrédance with what the
Commission itself has argued is th: appropriate interc-retation
of the "significant hazards" limitation in Section 189(a) of

the Atomic Energy Act.

jro
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On December 3, 1980, as socn as it learnaé of the

Sholly decision, Appl:ca;t wrote to the Cgmmission
recuesting that & licensing bcard be appointed so that
we couléd get on with the hearings which seemed required
by the decision. At that time Applicant did nct know
that the NRC wculé seek an indefinite stay of the mandate
in Sholly. I3plicant's letter was net a reguest for

the Commission to hcld hearings as a matter of discre-
tion if none are recuired as a matter cf law.
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Any; hearing should address the chemica’l cleaning
itseli, together with necessari.y related issues such as
waste dispcsal or post-cleaning follow-up requirements.

(See NRC St1ff Response toc Commissicn Questions, text at

Pp. 3=4). Since an envircnmental impact statement has be~an
ly ~ A . v 2
prepared, = it shoculd be presented, alcng with the Staff's

See Calvert Cliffs Coordinating
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Committee v. AEC, 449 F.2¢ 1109, 1l117-18 (1971). However,

if the licensing board agrees with the Staff's conclusion

cal cleaning does not give rise to "unresolved conflicts

cocncerning alternative uses ¢f available rescurces

meaning ¢f Section 102 (2) (E) ¢f NEPA, there will be nc need

to discuss alternatives to Applicant'

Power Station, Units 1 and 2), ALAB 584, 1l NRC 451 (1980).
The restart and subsecuent operaticn of Dresden
Unit Cne shoulé not be addres:ed in this hearing =-- because
these issues cannct be adéressed -- but should be the
subject of a separate "Notice of Oppe-tunity for Hearing"®
published upon receipt of Commonwealth Ediscon's application
for the license modifications necessary to restart the unit

ard, note that Petitioners have not asked for a

o g
In this re
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3 Final Eavircnmental Stater
2
Cocvling System Chemical D
Nuclear Power Station, U=zi
1980} .
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The issues involved
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emical cleaning and restart are clearly separable.”
Ané no party will be prejuliced by this separation of issues,

since Petitioners and cother "interestec persons” will have

the opportunity for a hearing prior to restart cf Dresden

LAl

A number of suggestions concerning the concuct ©

ing have been made by the NRC Staff and Petitioners

W
3]
s

o g
w

v
3]
..ﬁ

which we believe could be lef:s to a licensing bocard. Buc for
rhe sake of completeness, Applicant responds as follows.

The NRC Staff urges tne ccnsclidation of Petiticners

- H ”~ - & b ~ -
as Cne joint party. NRC Staff esponse to Comm.ssicn
~ - - - =] - -~ . . -~
Cuestions at P« 3 Petiticners have nc okjection. Response
LA . s T
cf Fetiticners to mmission Order at p. 5). Applicant supports

dces have an interest in this matter, continues to pa
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as cne of the Petitiocners, Applicant believes it woulé be re-
iundant and unnecessary to reguire each of the other Petiticners
o establish his or her interest in the proceeding, as

suggested by the NRC Staff. (NRC StafZ Response tc Commissicn

Questicns at pp. 5-6).

The issues raised by Petitioners to date in respect of
chemical cleaning have ;r;nar;lv related to corrosicr

ané %o the potential migration of chelatecd was-es £ . owing
urial. The issues wh‘ch must be resclved, at least by

>

she NRC Staff, pricr to restart »f the unit have to éo
with HPCI, Fire P:ctecticn, Environmental Qualificatiocn,
Seismic Reanalysis, etc. Mcre generally, -ue cbvious
i;s:;nc:i n = make is betweer cleaning ané operating
Dresden Unit One.



Petiticners cla'.m that if their petition is
granted their formal contentions need nct be subrmitted
until there is an cpportunity for discovery under 10 CFR
40. Applicant strongly opposes this suggestion. The
Commissicn's Rules of Practice provide that "discovery shall
begin only after the prehearing conference provided for in
§2.751la and shall relate only to those matters in controversy

- ¥ 3 - - - 3 - o .- - 3 . ~q ~
which have been icdentified by the Commission or by the presiiing

As a practical matter, there are more than seven vears c¢f

ocsed chemical cleaning, and it would be unreasonably burden-

NRC Staff <o throw this extensive history open for discovery

Res;;g;iq&ly submitted,
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COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY'S SUMMARY OF
REQUESTS FOR ’V"RMATIC /CCMMITMENTS
REQUIRED AT SE PRESENT TI!

FOR RETT W TOC SIRVICE
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G.A. Abrell letter =]

- -
D.Ls Ziemann dated

May 26, 1376

3 ®

ot

on Hdigh Pressure
cn System (RPCI), which
Commonwealth Edison
L“adequa*e cere spray
tion by installing new
diesel drive bcester pruups.
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Commitment to repair valve problems
with the mod;-;ed gas system
using new linkages and actuaters.

Reed letter to Commitment to replace the intermediate

. Keppler dated range neutron mcnitering (IRM) system

il l 1978 connectors as part of the modification
tc upgrade the reactor protection
system.

NRC Staff 1 3 ng Commenwealth
Eéison tn : issued
Amendment Nec. he operating
license £or Drescden I, which extended
the ECCS exempt;on and date for
--*p--anc\ w;:h EEE-279 to
78 and containeé new
---e ise conditions.

ATTACHMENT
L




8, J.G. Keppler letter tc NRC Staff letter transmitting IE
B. lee, Jr. dated Bulletin No. 79-07 which requires
April 14, 1979 action on the part of Commonwealth
Edison regard;nf seismic stress
analysis of safetv-related piping.
I J.G. Keppler letter to NRC £¢ letter transmitting IE
B. Lee, Jr. dated u--et-: 40, 79=08 which reguires
April 14, 1979 action on the part of ”*rﬁcnaea-_t
Edison regarding events relevant to
BWR's identifieé during TMI incident.
10. R. Snaider letter to NRC Staff request for additicnal
R.F. Janecek lated information or. combustible gas
May 29, 1979 control insicde containment.
il. J.G. Keppler letter to NRC Staff letter transmitting IE
3. Lee, ’x. cdated Bulletin No. 79-14 which reqguires
July 2, 1979 Commonwealth Edison t0 submit written
resoenses recardinc seismic analvsis
for as-puilt safety related pipir~
svstems.
i12. C. Reed letter tc Letter stating Commenwealth Ediscen has
J.G. Xeppler dated ;née taken a comprehensive nrogram
July §, 1979 to s**"e concerns raised in IE
Bgl- tin Ne. 79-C2 recarding pipe
suppert base p.ate designs using
concrete expansion anchor bolts.
i3. D.L. 2 emann letter to NRC Staff letter notifying Commonwealth
C. Reeu dated Edison that the Commissior issued
August 3, 1979 Amendment Ne. 22 to the ope*at-ng

license for Dresden I which reguires
completicn o‘ fire protection modi-
ficaticns identified in the NRC's
Fire Pzatection Safety Evaluation
dated August 9, 1979, and surplements
thereto.
14. R.F. Janacek letter tter stating that the decision
C.L. Ziemann dated concerning modifications to the
August 31, 1979 emergency condensor valves will be
deferred pendinc completion of the
Svstematic Evaluation Procram (SEP).

15. C. Reed letter to Commitment to demcnstra-e Dresden
D. Eiserhut dated Unit I's complian with the recuire-
Cetober 18, 13579 ments of Erc-cs;:es € and 7 ¢f
. G. Eisenhut's letter to all
operating plants da*ed Septenmber 13,
1879 prioy to Dresden Tnit I stapteup.
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.L. Ziemann letter
L. Pecples
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ated October 23, 1979
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H.R. Dent
November
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J.G. Kerpler letter
to . Reed dated
July 18, 1980

J.3. Keppler letter to
C. Reed dated
Pebruary 8,

1980

letter to

NRC Staff regquest for Commonwealth
Edison to submit 90 days prio- to
restarting Dresden Unit I a written
commitment that JOresden I will be
cperated in compliance with the NRC's
nterim position re containment purging
ané venting during normal operation
anid to provide the NRC with information
demonstrating initiation of purge
ané vent valve operability verification
on an expedited basis.

Supplementary Response to Commonwealth
Edison's October 18 197 letter on
tments which
clarifies w:mmcrwea.w Edison's
commritment with regard tc staffing
each operator shift with a technical
graduate licensed at the Senior
Reactor Qrverator level.

to the NRC
s the new crid design
Commonwe 3lth Edison has adopted to
*cd;fy Dresden Unit I's core spray
distribution.

iff letter transmitting
srrplement Ne. 1 to IE Bulletin

Ne. 50-17 which requires Commonwealch

Edison tc submit information and

take action with regardé to the failuse

cf control rods to insert during a

SCRAM and supply information on the

manpower Commonwealth Ediscon expends

to conduct the review and prepare the

responses required by the Bulletin.

NRC Staff letter transmit:ing IE
Bulletin No. 80-04 reques.ing
Commenwealth to submit information
recarding analysis of a PWR main
steam line break with continued
feedwater addition.

NRC Staff letter transmitting IE
Bulletin No. 80-08 which recguires
Commonwealth Edison to examine
ﬁcnta-.wen. liner penetration weld
ant submit a writter response o
the XN=2C.
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R.F. Janacek letter
to D.L. Ziemann dated
February 29, 1980

anacek letter -o
iemann dated
10, 19580

J.G. Keppler letter to
Z. Reed dated

Mav 8, 1980

R.F. Janacek letter to
T. Ippclito dated
April 8, 1980

R.F. Janacek letter to
D.L. ..emann dated

May 1, 1980

T. Ippolito letter to
D.L. =ecp-es cdated
v 15, 1980

.L. Peoples letter to
D.M. Crutchfield datel
June 10, 1980

reposal for resolving
n issues which includes

~cmmonwealth Edison
te (1) conduct tests and supply
information to the NRC, and (2)
implement the results of a review of
nen-seismic category I auxiliary
i:ems of “—esue“ Unit 2 on Dresden
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Respconse to NRC letter concerning pipe
breakage outside ccntainment stating
that the modification to the fire
protection sys*em to improve fire
ystem leak deteccion his already been

NRC Staff letter transmitting IE
Bulletin Ne. 80-11 and reguiring
Commeonwealth Eéison to examine and
provide a written report on all
masonry walls in proximity ¢t
safety~related svstems,

Respense to NRC concerns about fire
protection designs for Dresden Unit
No. 1 which includes information on
the Iire detecticn and water suppression
systems to be installed.

Commitment ¢ rard information on
the retrofit program modifyinc the
Emergency Core -oc-‘ng and Reactor
Protection Systems for Dresden Unit 1I.

O
01 th

O

L

2

NRC Staff letter requesting Commonwealth
Edlso“ to submit additicnal information
regarding the adegquacy of station
electric distribution system voltages

at Dresden Unit I.

Letter stating that Commonwealth

Ediscn was unable to supply information
the NRC had requested regarding the
avironmental gqu lifications of
el:=ctrical eguipment at Dresden Unit I
due to the ’etrof*: rﬂcran modifying
the Emergency Core

et R -
rea e

- “eveTS v v

S~ —— - -
CORItLETRiI NG -J ancn we -

- . . - y
- - s 'm - -y - e S e m e -
SUPPLy the recuested informatio
v e - .- . 3 -
wien LT Segomes aval.ad.ie.
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Janacek le
. Eisenhut 4

une 26, 1980

'

CaUr

Commitment to show Dresden Unit

I's compliance with the requirements
and schedules contained in Mr. D. G.
Eisennut's letter to All Operating
Plants dated May 7, 1980, prior to
start-up,.
NRC Staff letter requiring Commcnwealth
Edison to responé to the possibilisy

of cracks low Pressure turbine discs,
and recommending a fyull UT inspection
of at least one low Pressure turbine
Prior to restart of Crescden Unit I.

NRC Staff letter descrikting
for implementing NUREG-0577 which

will reguire Commonwealth Edison to
demcnstrate the adequacy of the support
Structures cof its nuclear facilities
throuch the submittal af detailed
Teports by lecember 31, 1981,

its plan

letter
submit

nie T

Ty
hrem - -

recuesting Commonwealth
Ediscn +o information showing
Cresden - compliance withk
environmental qualification guidelines
set forth "Guidelines for evaluating
environmental gualification of Class 1E
Electrical Equipment in cperating
reactors - Enclosure 1 and 2 to NRC
dated February 3

NRC Stass

¢

1]

letter to licenses,”
1980 by June 2, 1980.

NRC Staff letter fequestinc Commenwealth
Edison to submit, by September 15, 1980,
details of its plans for Proceeding with
a seismic ev:luation pProgram to
demonstrate %:e seismic design
of Dresden Uni: I. By letter dated
September 11, 4980, Commonwealth Edisen
deferred its resyonse to Staff's request
until some future late pricr to

Jresden Unit I res:art.

adequacy

Response to NRC Stafé's request for
information and commitmer.ts for
Providing a second level of undervoltage

Protection for the 4KV emercency power
buses supplying safety related loads

- 2
&t Dresden.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA s
NUCLEAR REGULATCORY COMMISSION FEB {i¢ 198‘ > E
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tter of
LTH EDISON COMPANY ) Docket Ne. 50-10
) (Cecontamination)
Nuclear Power )
Unit No. 1) )
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I he:ebv certify that copies of "Applicant's
s $ £ =
the Ccmmission," “Notice of Appearance” ¢f
Stahl, ané "Notice of Appearance” of Philip
e in the above=cagtioned preceeding have
ed upon the fcllowing by deposit in the United
il, £irst class, postage prepaid, this léth
: st
bruary, 1981:
idsmith, Esg. Samuel J. Thillr, Secretary
an Buren Street U.S5. Nuclear Reculatory
IL #0605 Commission
¥ : S
Jashington, D.C. 29555
Brenner, Esg.
the Executive Legal Atomic Safety and Licensing
1 .
Appeal EBcard Panel
A ‘ e
ar Regulatory U.S., Nuclear Regulatory
-

O o

.
.

Commission
Washington,

20555 D 20555
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Docke g and Service
Cffice of the Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission
Washington, D.

Randolph St.
IL 60601 i

20555

. Fenske Lecnaré Bickwit, Esqg.
* Avenue Qffice of the General Counsel
IL 60302 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory

Commission
Washington, D 20555
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