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This intter trans,its tho Safetv fvaluatine for the Environ" ental nualification

of Safnty Delated f lectrical F quincent at your facility. T'is evaluation was
basad on your suhoi+ t als datoi Abril 3, Aunust 14 and "c t ober 31, len. our
Intter of na rch 16, 19P1, which forwarded otr oreli<,inary resul ts , indicated
that an item by-iten reovaloition unuld he renuirod at i lator date. This
r afety Tvaluation iden+1'ies the snoci fic infermation raquired hv the st=ff

and the actions, on vnur part, necassary to coroly wi th 'te'orence (a).
un reruee s t that von nrnvide thn inform tion iden+1Fied in sections 3 and /

,

mf this Sa'oty Tvaluation tn us within Go days.

This (ifotv rvaluation addenssos onlv tbo sa fety-rnl a ted niertric al e.wi; rent

noosnd to a larsh environrent re sul ti na fren an accident (i.e., th^ Ifr
70 91 ? rev iew ' , 9aference (a) requires that all safetv-related olactrical

enuinnent he quali find ,1une lo, 1907 The 'IC review effort for the'-

equinnant in aild environrents will he addrassed ta sonarato correspondence.

Your response may oresent alternatives tr +he staff rositions in the evaluation.
The staf f will consider al ternative approachos if +hrte methods are within
th- HOL "nide lines or UnUC OCPP, as anprepriate. For exannle, an acceptable '

al terna ti ve to t he 'WC s ta f f's t emneratura critorien used for the service
conditinns (i.e. Section 1.1) uust base that servico conditinn on the FSAP
analysis or other "nr annroved analvsis, orovided that tbn sporific analvsis,
toqe ther wi th reference to tha crevious nP" iccertance of that analysis,

accornantes the 04 day resnnnsa. In addition, soev of the info mation in t%e
Safety Ivaluation may require clarification. Contact your nro,iect manaaer for
assistance in these " attars.
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fir, Richard P. Crouse -2-

It remains your responsibility to assure that the qualification deadline is
net for all safety-related electrical equipe.cnt. The staff's review of your
response 'o this letter shoulti not delay any action which is required in
order to n*?t the deadline.

Sincerely,

' ORIGINAL SIGN 2:D at

J0im F. SIOLIZ'

John F. Stolz, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #4
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. SEP.

2. TER

cc w/ enclosures;
See next page

*See previous 318 for concurrence.
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fir.'! Richard P. Crouse -2-

It remains your responsibility to assure that the qualification deadline is
met for all safety-related electrical equipnent. The staff's review of your
response to this letter should not delay any action which is required in
order to meet the deadline.

Sincerely,

John F. Stolz, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #4
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. Safety Evaluation Report
2. Technical Evaluation Report

cc w/ enclosure:
See next page
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iDocket No. 50-346

Mr. Richard P. Crouse
Vice President Nuclear
Toledo Edison Company
Edison Plaza
300 Madison Avenue
Toledo, Ohio- 43652

SUBMCT: ENVIRO WENTAL QUALIFICATION OF SAFETY-RELATED ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT

RE: Davis-Besse Unit No.1; License No. NPF-3

Reference (a) - Order for Modification of License Concerning the Environmental
Qualification of Safety-Related Electrical Equipment dated
October 24, 1980

Dear Mr. Crouse:

This letter transmits the Safety Evaluation for the Environmental Qualification
of Safety-Related Electrical Equipment at your facility. This evaluation was
based on your submittals dated April 3, August 14 and October 31, 1980. Our
letter of March 16, 1981, which forwarded our preliminary results, indicated
that an itEE-by-item reevaluation would be required at a later date. This

* *

Safety Evaluation identifies the specific infomation required by the staff
and the actions, on your part, necessary to comply with Reference (a).

*

We request that you provide ~.he information identified in Sections 3 and 4
of this Safety Evaluation to us within 90 days.

This Safety Evaluation addresses only the safety-related electrical equipment
exposed to a harsh environment resulting from an accident (i.e., the IEB '
79-01B review). Reference (a) requires that all safety-related electrical
equipment be qualified by June 30, 1982. The NRC review effort for the
equipment in mild environments will be addressed by separate correspondence.

Your response may present alternatives to the staff positions in the evaluation.
The staff will consider alternative approaches if these methods are within
the 00R Guidelines or NUREG-0588, as appropriate. For example, an acceptable
alternative to the NRC staff's temperature criterion used for the service,

|

conditions (i.e. Section 3.3) must base that service condition on the FSAR'

analysis or other NRC approved analysis, provided that the specific analysis,
together with reference to the previous NRC acceptance of that analysis,
accompanies the 90 day response. In addition, some of the infomation in the
Safety Evaluation may require clarification. Contact your project manager for

-

assistance in these matters.
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Mr. Richard P. Crouse -2-

It remains your responsibility to assure that the qualification deadline is
met for all safety-related electrical equipment. The staff's review of your
response to this letter should not delay any action which is required in
order to meet the deadline.

Sincerely,

c ,,.

Jobn F. Stolz, Chief
erating Rert, tors franch #4

Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. Safety Evaluation Report
?. Technical Evaluation Report

Oc w/ enclosure:
See next page
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Toledo Edison Company

ccw/ enclosure (s): ;,

.t '

Mr. Donald H. Hauser Esq. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comission
.; The Cleveland Electric Resident Inspector's Office

Illuminating Company 5503 N. State Route 2
P. O. Box 5000 Oak Harbor. Ohio 43449,

Cleveland, Ohio 44101'

.t

Gerald Charnoff, Esq.
Shaw, Pittman, Potts

and Trowbridge
1800 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Leslie Henry, Esq. ..
-

Fuller, Seney, Henry and Hodge U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
300 Madison Avenue Federal Activities Branch
Toledo, Ohio 43604 Region V Office

ATTN: EIS COORDINATOR
Mr. Robert B. Borsum 230 South Dearborn Street
Babcock & Wilcox Chicago, Illinois 60604
Nuclear Power Generation Division
Suite 420, 7735 Old Georgetown Road
Bethesda, Maryland 20014

Ida Rupp Public Library Ohio Department of Health
310 Madison Street ATTN: Radiological Health
Port Clinton, Ohio 43452' Program Director

P. O. Box 118
President, Board of County Columbus, Ohio 43216

Comissioners 'of Ottawa County
Port Clinton, Ohio 43452

Attorney General
Department of Attorney General
30 East Broad Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Harold Kahn, Staff Scientist
Power Siting Commission
361 East Broad Street
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Mr. Rick Jagger
Industrial Commission
State of Ohio-

), 2323 West 5th Avenue
Columbus, Ohio 43216'

Mr. Ted Myers-

Manager, Nuclear Licensing
" Toledo Edison Company
jj Edison Plaza
i. 300 Madison Avenue
| Toledo, Ohio ~.43652
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