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@ 3 NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
:‘ WASHINGTON, D. C. 20855
o
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Docket Nos.: 50-413/414

Mr. William 0. Parker
Vice President - Steam Production

Cuke Power Comgany
P. 0. Box 33189
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242

Dear Mr. Parker:

SUBJECT: ?ES:EST FOR ADDITIONAIL INFORMATION - CATAWBA NUCLEAR STATION UNITS
D2

The Instrumentation and Control Systems Branch has identified four concerns
that will be addressed in its review of operating license applications. The
specific concerns are delineated in the enclosure. We request that you
amend your Final Safety Analysis Report to reflect your responses within 45
days of the date of this letter. Should you have any questions, contact our
Licensing Project Manager, Kahtan Jabbour.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Tedesco, Assistant Director
for Licensing
Division of Licensing

Enclosure:
As stated

cc: See next page.
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¥r, Williem 0. Parker

cc: Wiiliam L. Porter, Esa.
Duke Power Ccmpany
P. 0. Box 33189
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242

J. Michael McGarry, III, Esq.

Debevoise & Liberman

1200 Seventeenth Street, N. W.

Kashington, D. C. 20036 -

Noerth Carolina MPA-
P. 0. Box 95162
Raleigh, Nerth Carolina 27625

Mr. R. S. Howard

Power Systems Division
Westinchouse Electric Corporation
P. C. Box 355

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230

Mr. C. W. Woods
NUS Corporation
2536 Countryside Boulevard
Clearwater, Florida 33515

Mr. Jesse L. Riley, President
Carolina Environmental Study Group
854 Henley Place

Charlotte, North Carolina 28208

Richard P. Wilson, Esqg.
Assistant Attorney General

S. C. Attorney General's Office
P. 0. Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Wwalton J. MclLeod, Jr., Esq.

General Counsel ..
South Carolina State Board of Health

J. Marion Sims Building

2600 Bull Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

W ———————. - — i — -




Mr. William 0. Parker -2 -

cc:

James W. Burch, Director
Nuclear Advisory Counsel

2600 Bull Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Mr. George Maxwell, Resident Inspector
c/o U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P. 0. Box 11695

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730



2.0 Instru-entition & Control Systzns Bronch

“2.01

If reactcr controls and vital instrumants derive pewar frem ccmon
electrical distribution systems, the failure of such electrical
distribution systens may result in an evant re '1r ng cperator acticn
concurrant with Tailure of i~ror* .nt irstr'"en:at ¢n upon which thzsa2
speratar actions should be bY2ced, This concerns was acdressed in

I Bulletin 79-27. On Move-“er 30, 1579, IE Zuilztin 79-27 was sent
to cperating license (OL) holclers, the nzar tern CL applicants

(North Anna 2, Dizblo Canyon, McGuire, S:len 2, Sequoyah, and Zir—er),
end cthe ":1:cr, of ccastructicn parmits (CP), including Catawba,

Cf thase recipients, the C? holcers were not givea 2xplicit directicn
for m2king a submittal as part of the licensing raview. However,

they were informed that the issue would be addressed later.

fln
vt

You are requested to 2dZress these issue by tz2king IE °u‘letin
79-27 Actions 1 thru 3 under "Actions to be Taken by Licensees”.
Within the response tima2 called for in the attachad transaittal
letter, complete the review and evaluaticn requirasd by Actions
1 thru 3 znd provide a written responsa cescribing ycur reviews and
.cticns. This report should be fn the foin of an & 2ndnent 0
your FSAR and suuaitted to the NRC OFfice of N.cizar feaclor
2equlation as a licansing subnittal.

272.02 €nginaared Sifety Features (ESF) Reset Controls (IE 2ullatin 20-06)

If safety equiprant does not rzmain in its cargiicy - ide upon ras<t

of an er,1 esred safeguards actuaticn signral, sy sten ~odification,
cesign change or othe~ corractive action s.Juld be planned to assure
that p-otective action of the affected equipment is not compromisad

cnce the associatzd actuation signal is reset. This issue was addrcssed
in IE Bulletin 80-06 (encleosed). For 7:ocililics with cperating

licenses as of March 13, 1980, IE bulletin £0-C6 riquired that

reviews be conductad by the licensses {5 J:iternire vhich, if ony,

safety functions migcht Le unavailabe afl:r rasat, and wvhat changas

could be implenm2ntzd to cerrect the predlem.

For facilitics with a constim t
2ulletin 80-05 was iscusd for ii

The NRC staff has determined that all CP holders, as a part of
the OL raoview process are to be regquestsd to address this issue
Accordingly, you are requested to take the actiuns called for
in Bulletin C0-0S Actions 1 thru 4 uncer 'A;-i.zs to be Taken

"

by Licens2es™. Within the responsa tima cailed for in the hgg-_“'d
transmittal letter, cooplete tha review versifications and deccvi,cions

ST AR 3 &
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2.03

22. 04

of c..orewtive actions taken or ;1.”~ 4 2¢ statzd fa ctiin l theu 3
ard s.5mit the report called for in fcijons Item 4. The report

should b2 submittsd to the NRC Office of “uclear Regulaticn as
a licensing submittal in the form of an FSAR amendment.

cualification of Control Systems (IE Information Notice 79-22)

0aarating reactor licensees were inforred by IE Information Notice

3.22, issued September 19, 1979, that czriain ncn-safzty grace or
f"nth] equipment, if subJected to tha aJ.-rse environTent of a
high energy line hreak, could impict the safety analyses and the
acaguacy of tha protecticn functions performad by tha safety grace
enuipnm -nt. Enclosed is a copy of IE In‘ﬂr ation Naotice 79-22,

:-4 rzarinted copiss of an August 20, 1379 Westinghous?2 1atte

end a Sep °mb°r 10, 1879 Public Serv1ce Electric and Gas Company

letter which address this matter. Operating Reactor licensees
conducted reviews to determine whether such problems cculd exist

at operating facilities.

'a are concernzd that a similar potential ma2y exist at Tight water

fac1liti=s now undsr construction. You are, therefcre, raquested
¢o perform a review to determine uhat if any, design changes or
coerator actions would b2 necassary to 2ssure that high energy lire
Sroaks will not cauce centrol systam .a.nurrn to cc: _1xcdt tre

rant beyond your FIAR analysis. Provida “he re ults of your

uo...:

reviews 1nc1vui“g all identified problens and the sanner in which
ycu have resolved them to KRR.

The specific "scerar
1atter 2re to be considsred as exa~ples of the kiad <of interact fons

e owie

u'1ch aicht occur. Your review should include ihese soznairfos,
roere a,plu1ab.e, out should not u.cess;r.Yj be 1iaited to tham,

rios® discussed in the zbove referenced Westinchcuse

A:plicants with otier LWR dasigns should censicer analegous intzractions

as relevant to their designs.

Control System Failures

The znalyses raported in Chapter 15 of the SAR zare intended to
¢=monstrate thz adequacy of sarety systcns in mitigating anticipatud
cparational occurrences and accidents.

2ac4 cn the censarvative ascsuipticns 2 in defining these desi,

. s » - ’ - : . ;. 1
avents and ihe detailed raview of i@ w.alyses Dy tha stalf, it 1
that they adeguat2ly Sound the coascquences of single control syst:n
failures. :
To provide assurance that the design basis cvent analyses adequately

.

::Jnd other more fundamantal (redible failures you zre requested
provide the following iaformation:

POOR ORIGINAL




(1) I4ontify those contro
could sericusly impac

1 systoms wiose failure or maliunciicn
t plart s

&
R
arety.

(2) Indicate which, if any, of the ccntrel systens identified in
(1) receive power froa com=cn power sources. The2 po-2r sources
considarad zhauld includa 2]l powsre coyrces whose faijure
or malfunction could lead to failura or malfuction cf —ore
than one control system ind should extend td the effects of
cascading power losses cuz to the failure cf higher level

distribution panels and lcad centers.

Indicata which, if any, of the control systems identified

ir. (1) receive input signals from ccrmon sensors. Th2 sensors
consicared should includa, but should not necessarily be
limited to, cormen hydraulic headars or impulse linas feading
pressure, temperzture, leval or othzr sigrals to -2 or

——
o
—

- =

more control systems.

(4) Provide justification that any simultaneous malfunctions of
tha control systems indantified in (2) and (3) resulting
froem failures or malfunciions of the zpplicable cormon
power source or sensor are bounded by the analyses in Chapter
15 and would not require action or respense beyend the
capability of operators or safety systems.

POOR ORIGINAL
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:- e Enclosure {

UNITED STATES SSINS No.: 6820
NUCLEAR REGULATORY CCMMISSION ! ion No.:
OFFICE OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT (7910250499
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555 " \
November 30, 1979 ‘\\\

IE Bulletin No. 79-27

LOSS OF NON-CLASS-1-E INSTRUMENTATION AND CONTROL POWER SYSTEM 8Us
CURING OPERATION

Pescription of Circumstances:

Ca November 10, 1979, an event occurred at the Oconee Power Station, Unit 3,
shat resulted in loss of power to a non-class-1-E 120 Vac single phase power
panel that supplied power to the Integrated Contrel Systes (ICS) and the
Von-Nuclear Instrumentation (NNI) System. This loss of power resulted

in control system malfunctions and significant loss of information to the

contral roca operator.

frecifically, at 3:16 p.m., with Unit 3 at 100 percent power, the main condensate
s.mps tripped, apoarently as a result-of a technician performing maintenance on
e hotwell level control system. This led to reduced feedwater fiow to the
stear generators, which resulted in a reactor trip due to high coolant system
c~assure and simultaneous turbine trip at 3:16:57 p.m. At 3:17:15 p.m., the
ran-class-1-E inverter power supply feeding all power to the integrated control
systea (which provides proper coordination of the reactor, steam generator
43e2.2ter control, and turbine) and to one NNI channel tripped and failed to
sutomatically transfer its loads from the DC power source to the regulated AC
sswer source. The inverter tripped due to blown fuses. Loss of powar t0 the

NI rerdered control room indicators and recorders for the reactor coolant system
{2xzept for cne wide-range RCS pressure recorder) and most of the secondary plant
s/steas incperadle, causing loss of indication for systems used for decay heat
~emaval anc water addition to the reactor vessel and steam generatcrs. Upon loss
o¢ scwer, all valves controlled by the 1CS assumed their respective failure
sasitions. The loss of power existed for approximately three minutes, until an .
sserztor could reach the equipment rooa and manually switch the inverter to the

regulatec AC source.

~.e above event was discussed in IE Information Notice No. 79-29, issued
Noverser 15, 1879.
\URZG 0800 “Investigation into the March 28, 1979 TMI Accident” also discusses

T™I LER 78-021-03L whereby the RCS depressurized and Safety Injecticn occured
. on loss of a vital bus due to Inverter failure.

A=+ions to Se Taken bv Licensees

-

erating license and for those nearing

For 21) power reactor facilities with an op .
McGuire, Salem 2,

comaletion of construction (North Anna 2, Diadble Canyon,
Cequoyah, and liroer):

o it
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1€ Bulletin No. 79-27 November 30, 1579
Page 2 of 3

1. Review the class-1-E and non-class 1-E buses supplying power to safety and
non-safety related instrumentation and control systems which could affect
the ability to achieve a cold shutdown condition using existing procedures
or procedures developed under item 2 below. For each bus: '

a) identify and review the alarm and/or indication ~rovided in the control
room to alert the operator to the loss of power to the bus.

b) identify the instrument and control system loads connected to-the bus
and evaluate the effects of loss of power to these loads including
the ability to achieve a cold shutdown condition. =

¢) describe any proposed design modifications resulting from these ravievs
znd evaluations, and your proposed schedule for implementing those

modifications.

2. Prepare emergency procedures or review existing ones that will be used by
control room cperators, including procedures required to achieve a cold
shutdewn condition, upon loss of power to each class 1-E and non-class
1-% Sus supplying power to safety and non-safety related instrument and
control systems. The emergency procedures shouid include:

a) the diagnostics/alarms/indicators/synptom resulting from the review
anc¢ evaluation conducted per jtem 1 above.

- ») the use of alternate indication and/or control circuits which may be
powered from other non-class 1-E or class 1-€ instrumentation and

control buses.

¢} methods for restoring power to the bus.

jcation or administrative controls to be

Jescribe any proposed design modif
rocedures, and your proposed schedule for

irplemented resulting from these p
implerenting the changes.

3. Re-review IE Circular No. 79-02, Failure of 120 Volt vital AC Power Supplias,
dated January 11, 1979, to include both class 1-E and nop-class 1-E safety
relzted power supply inverters. Based on a review of operating experience
and your re-review of 1E Circular No. 79-02, Aascribe any propesad design
modifications or a result of
the re-review. '

dministrative controls to be inplemented as a

ate of this Bulletin, complete the review and
this Bulletin and provide a written response
d actions taken in response to each item.

4. Within S0 days of the d
evaluation required by
describing your reviews an

Reports should be submitted to the Director of the appropriate NRC_Regional
Office and a copy should be forwarded to the NRC Office of Inspection and
c~4srcemant, Division of Reactor Operations Inspection, Washington, D.C. 20S55.

4

1f you cesire additional information regarding this matter, please contact the

1E Regional Office.




1€ Bullezin No. 79-27 Novemoer 30, 1979
Page 3 of 3

Approved by GAD B180225 (R0072); cleara..ce expires 7/31/80. Approval was given
under a blanket clearance specifically for identified generic problems.




IE Bulletin No. 7927
Novebmer 30, 1579

—

RECENTLY ISSUED

1E BULLETINS
Bulletin Subject Date Issued
No.
79-26 Boron Loss From SWR 11/20/79
Control Blades
79-25 Failures of Westinghouse 11/2/79
BFD Relays In Safety-Related
Systems
79-17 Pipe Cracks In Stagnant 10/29/79
(Rev. 1) Borated Water System At
PWR Plants
/9=2¢ Frozen Lines ; 9/27/79
79-23 Potential Failure of 9/12/79
Emergency Uiesel
Generater “ield
Exciter Transformer
75=14 Seismic Analyses For 9/7/79
(Supzlement 2) As-Built Safety-Related
Piping Systeams
73-22 Possible Leakage of Tubes 8/5/79
of Tritium Gas in Time-
pieces for Luminosity ,
79-13 Cracking in Feedwater 8/30/79
(Rev. 1) System Piping
78-02 Pipe Support Base Plate 8/20/79
(Rev. I) Designs Using Concrete
(Suor ‘ement 1) Expansion Anchor Bolts
73-14 Seismic Analvses for 8/15/79
(Supplement) As-Built Safety-Related

Piping Systems

Enclosure

Issued 0

All 8WR power reactor
facilities with an
oL

All power reactor
facilities with an
OL or CP

A1l PwWR's with an
OL and for information
to other power ra2actors

All power reactor
facilities which have
either OLs or CPs aind
are in the late stage
of construction

All Power Reactor
Facilities with an
Cperating License or
a construction permit

A1l Powar Reactor
Facilities with an
UL or a CP

To Each Licensee
vvho Receives Tubes
of Tritium Gas
Used in Timepieces
for Luninosity

All Designated
Applicants for OLs

A1l power Reactor
Facilities with an
OL or a CP

A1l Pcwar Reactor
Facilities with
an OL or a CP

=~
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tion danpers c
normal node.

in discovery of circuitry which simi
Containzent Depressurization Actuati

Pressure). The circuits in question are listed below:

valicy SIAIES

=

Bieh o seuvikatunt CuwetsSSidl
OFFICE OF 2.577CTION AND ENFCRCEMENT
LASTINGTON, D.C. 20558 Enclosure 3
m

March 13, 1980

Description of Circumstances:

Component/System

Outside/Inside Recirculation Spray
Punp Motors

Pressurized Control Room
Ventilation Isolation Dampers

Safeguards Are~ Filter Danmpers

Containment Recirculation Cooler
Fans

Service Water Supply and Discharge
Valves tc Containment

Service Water Radiation Monitoring
Sanple Purps

V2in Condenser Air Ejector Exhaust
Isolation Valves to the Containment

1E Bulletin No. £0-0C6

ENGINEERED SAFETY FEATURE (ESF) RESET CONTROLS

On Yoveober 7, 1979, Virginia Eleciric and Power Company (VEPCO) reported that
following initiation of Safety Injection (SI) at North Anna Power Station

Unit 1, the use of the SI Reset /jushhuttons alone resulted in certain ventila-
hanging position from their safety or emergency mode to their
Further investigatica by VEPZO and the architect-engineer resulted
larly affected components actuated by a i
on (CDA, activated on Hi-Hi Containment

Problem

Pump motors will not start after
actuation if CDA Reset is depressed
prior to starting timer running

out (approx. 3 minutes)

Dampers wi]I open on SI Reset

Dampers reposition to bypass
filters when CDA Reset is depressed
)

Fans will restart when CDA Reset
is depressed

If service water is being used as
the cooling medium prior to CDA
actuation, valves will reopen .
upon depressing CDA reset

Pumps will not start after
actuation if CDA reset is depressed
prior to motor starting timers
running out

After receiving a high radiation
monitor alarm on the air ejector
exhaust, SI actuation would shut
these valves and depressing SI Reset
would reopen them

——

i
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sview of circuitry for ventilation ¢a-;:rs, motors, and valvas reportzd By
CPCO resuli~d in discovery of similar designs in ESF-actuated componenis at
urry Unit 1 and Beaver Valley; where it has teen found that certain equipg-ant
ould return to its normal mode following the reset of an ESF signal; . thus,
rotective actions of the affected systems could be compromised once the
ssociated actuation signal is reset. These two plants had Stone 2nd Webster
ngineering Corporation for the architect-engineer as did the North Anna

nits.

eering Corporation and VEPCO are preparing design

hanges to preclude safety-related equipment from moving out of its emergency
ode upon reset of an Engineered Sately Features Actuation Signal (ESFAS).
his corrective action has been found acceptable by the NRC, in that, upe?d
eset of ESFAS, ail affected equipment remains in its emergency mode. =

of selected areas of ESFAS reset action on PWR

racilities and, in some cases, this review was limited to examination of logic.

jagrams and procedures. It has been determined that logic diagrams may not
therefore, the requested review of

dequately reflect as-built conditions;
rawings must be done at the schematic/elamantary diagram level.

here have been several communications to ticensees from the NRC on ESF reset
ctions. For example, some of these ccraunications have been in the form of

eneric Letters issued in November, 1978 and October, 1979 on containment
venting and purging during normal operation. Inspection and Enforcement
gulletirs Nos. 79-0S, 05A, 058, 0BA, 068 and 08 that addressed the events at
TMI-2 and NUREG-0578, IMI-2 Lessons Learned Task Force Status Report and
Short-Term Recommendations. However, each of these Jications has
agdressed only a limited area of the ESF's. We ar sting that the

reviews undertaken for this Bulletin address all of .ae ESF's.

e Stone and Webster Engin

Actions To Be Taken By Licensees:

For all PWR and BWR facilities with operating Ticenses:

all systems serving safety-related functions at

determine whether or not upon the reset of an ESF
related equipment remains in its

1. Review the drawings for
the schematic level to
actuation signal, all associated safety-
emergency mode.

2. rerify the actual installed instrumentation and controls at the facilily
are consistent with the schematics reviewed in Item 1 above by conducting
a test to demonstrate that all equipment remains in its emergency mode

tting of the

upon removal of the actuating signal and/or manual rese
various isolating or actuation signals. Provide a schedule for the

performance of the testing in your response to this Bulletin.

3. If any safety-related equipment does not remain in
~ceet of an ESF signal at your facility, describe p
~odification, design change, or other corrective ac

resolve the prodblem.

jts emergancy moce upon
roposed system
tion planned to



g, c:port in writing within 20 days, the results of your ~aviaw and inclt2
s 1ist of all devices which recpond as discussed in item 3 above, acti 8
«s1en or planned to assure adequate equipment control, and a schedule fur

i:p!ementation of corrective action. Tnis information is requested under
the provisions of 10 CFF. 50.54(f). Accordingly, you are requested to
provide within the time period specified above, written stataments of

he zbove information, signed under path or affircation. Raports shall

be submitted to the Director of the appropriate NRC Regional office and

a ropy shall be forwarded to the NRC Office of Inspection and Enforcenent,
- Div 'sion of Reactor Operations Inspection, washington, D.C. 20555.

For 2l pow~er reactor facilities with a construction parmit, this Bulletin is
far fnformation only and no written response is required.

Approved by GO, B130225 (RO072); clearance expires 7-31-90. Approval was
given under 3 blanket clearance specifically for identificd generic problems.

o



ENCLOSURE 4

U~y ED STATES
NUCLEAR KEGULATORY COMMISSION
OFFICE OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 203555

September 14, 19785
" 1E Information Notice No. 79-22

" QUALIFICATION OF CONTROL SYSTEMS

Public Service Electric and Gas Company notified the NRC of a potential unreviswed
safety question at their Salem Unit I facility. This notification was based on a
continuing revies by Westinghouse of the environmental gqualifications of equipment
tha*. they supply for nuclear steam supply systems. Basec on the present status
of this effcrt, wWestinghcuse has informed their custosers that the performance

of nan=safety grade equipment subjected to an adverse envircnment could impact
the protective functions performed by safety grace equipment. Thess non-safety

grade systems include:

Stean generator power operated relief valve conirol system

Pressurizer power operatec relief valve control systed
‘
L

Main feecwater contrs] system

Automatic rod control system

These systems could potentially malfunction due to a high energy Tine break
inside or outside of containment. NRC is also concerned that the adverse
esviromment cauld also give erroneous information to the plant operators.
westinghouse states that the consequences of such an evint could poessibly be
more limiting than results presented in Safety Analysis Reporis, however,
westinghouse alsc states that the severity of the results can be limite!

by operator actions together with operating characterisitics of the safety
systems. Further, Westinghouse has recommended to their customers that they
review their systems to cetertine whetlher any un~eviewed safety questions exist.

This Information Notice is provided as an early notification of a possitly
significant matter. It is expected that recipients will review the informatiosn
for possible azplicability to their facilities. No specific acticn or respense

is reguested at this time. If NRC evaluations se indicate, further licensee
aztions may be reguested or reguired. If you have questicns regarding this matter,

piease contact the Direcior of the approprizte NRC Regional Office.

No written ressonse te this Information Nctice is reguirec.




REPRINT

Westinghouse Electric Corporation
Water Reactor Division

Nuclear Service Division

Box 2728

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230

' August 30, 1979
N PSE-79-21

Mr. F. P, Librizzi, General Manager
Electric Production

Public Service Electric and Gas Company
80 Park Place

Newark, New Jersey 07101

Dear Mr. Librizzi:
Public Service Electric and Gas Co.

Salem Unit No. )
QUALIFICATION OF CONTKOL SYSTEMS

As part of a continuing review of the envirommental qualifications of
Westinghouse supplied NSSS equipment, Westinghouse has also found it
necessary to consider the interaction with non-safety grade systems.
This investigation has been conducted to determine if the performance
of non-safety grade systems which may not be protected from an adverse
environment could impact the protective functions performed by NSSS
safety grade equipment. The NSSS control and protection systems were
included in this review to assess the adequacy of the present environ-
mental qualification requirements.

As a result of this review, several systems were identified which, if
subjected to an adverse environment, could potentially lead to control
system operation which may impact protective functions. These systems
ure:

- Steam generator puwer operated relief valve control system

- Pressurizer power operated relief valve control system

- Main feedwater control system

- Aytomatic rod control system



Page 2
PSE-79-2)

fach of the above mentioned systems could potentially malfunction if
impacted by adverse environments due to a high energy line break inside

or outside containment. In each case, a limited set of breaks, coupled
with possible consequential control malfunction in an adverse direction,

of the above events gould yield results which are more 1imiting than those
oresented in the plant Safety Analysis Reports. In all cases, however,K the
severity of the results can be 1imited by operator actions together with
operating characteristics of the safety systems.

We believe these systems identified do not constitute a substantial safety
hazard. However,K Westinghouse recommends you review them to determine if
a?y u?revicuod safety questions or significant deficiencies exist in your
plant(s).

To assist you in understanding these concerns, westinghouse will hold a
seminar in Pittsburgh on Thursday, September 6 at westinghouse R&0 Center,
Building 701, with all our operating piant customers. The seminar will
address the potential impact of these concerns for various plant designs
and various 1icensing bases.

Please contact your WNSD Regional Service office to confirm your attendance
at the seminar. we will provide additional details concerning the agenda
and other meeting arrangements as they become availavle.

Very truly yours,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

F. Noon, Manager
Eastern fegional & WNI Support

SR4/CC13214
ce: M., J. Midura
H, J. Heller
R. D. Rippe
T. N. Taylor
R. A, Uderit2
C. F. Barclay W

s i



REPRINT

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY
Salem Nuclear Generating Station

P. 0. Box 56

Hancocks Bridge, New Jersey 08028

September 10, 1979

Mr. Boyce H. Grier

Director of USNRC

0ffice of Inspection and Enforcement
Region |

631 Park Avenue

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

Dear Sir:

REPORTABLE OCCURRENCE 79-58/01P
SALEM NO. T UNIT LER

This letter will serve to confirm our telephone repc=t to Mr., Gary
Schneider of the Regional NRC office on Friday, September 6, 1979,
advising of a potential reportable occurrence in accordance with
Technical Specification 6.9.1.8.

Wwe have been notified by our Engineering Department that 2 Westing-
house conducted review of the environmental qualifications of
Westinghouse supplied NSSS equipment has identified that conditions
associated with high energy 1ine breaks insice or outside containment
and their impact on non-safety control systems may cunstitute 2n
unreviewed safety question. The control systems concerned are steam
generator power operated relief v..ve control, pressurizer power
operated relief valve control, main feedwater control and automatic
rod control systems,

A detailed report will be submitted in the time period specified by
the Technical Specifications.

Very truly yours,
Original Signed By

H. J. Midura
Marager - 3alem Generating Station

AWK : ids

CC: General Manager - Eleciric Producticn
Manager - Quality Assuyrance

[):fl ’}fr : f‘;
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