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Enclosure

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

G_FIRE BARRIER SYSTEMS
COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, UNIT 1]

DOCKET NO. 50-445

With regard to the fire tested assemblies that included power,
instrument or control cables, provide documentation that concludes that
the thermal mass in the plant installed configurations is equal to o
greater than the thermal mass in the tested assemblies.
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regard to Appendix C (page 157) of Engineering Report ER-ME-067,
verify that the correct test scheme for the 18-inch by 4-inch powey
cable tray 1s Scheme 13-2 not Scheme 31-2, which is listed in the
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Please provide the revised Engineering Report ER-ME-082, "Evaluation of
Unit 2 Thermo-Lag Configurations" that reflects the Unit 1
configurations and serves as the basis for "acceptance of minor
deviations from specified technical requirements" in accordance with the
provisions of NRC Generic Letter 86-10.

Test Scheme 11-1 is listed in Appendix E (Plan tor Certifying CPSES Unit
1 Thermo~-Lag) of Engineering Report ER-ME-067, as being used for CPSES
Unit 1, but is not included in Appendix C (Thermo-Lag Installation
Review Matrix) for Unit 1. Please clarify the intended application for
this scheme.

With regard to the manufacturing specifications of the Thermo-Lag
material installed at Comanche Peak, verify that the material that was
qualified for use in CPSES Unit 1, by the fire endurance tests
referenced in Appendix E of the Engineering Report ER-ME-067, is
representative of the material installed in CPSES Uni‘ 1. This issue
was addressed for CPSES Unit 2 in the letter of August 17, 1993, to Mr.
William J. Cahill, Jr. from Ms. Suzanne C. Black.

With regard to the use of Thermo-Lag fire stops in cable trays at CPSES
Unit 1, please provide additional information concerning the specific
application of the fire stop configurations and the basis for qualifying
the assemblies using IEEE-634. The staff is concerned that 1EEE-634 may
be inappropriate for the intended application.

With regard to the structural steel protected with Thermo-Lag at CPSES
Unit 1, please provide additional information concerning the specific
application of the structural steel fire proofing described in Appendix
D of Engineering Report ER-ME-067, and the basis for the conclusion that
the untested configuration is equivalent to the Underwriters Laboratory
listed configuration. Include design or installation drawings and
identify any differences from the listed configuration.



