
-. - - .- - -

.y
.

,

" DCS /O-o Ro ?
, , ,

| APR g 79g3 DISTRIBUTION
PShemanski *@fcket File

JCalvo Local PDR
.

| OM #3 Rdg
: D.Eisenhut
i Docket No. 50-285 JHeltemes
i RAClark
| PKreutzer (3) <

! Mr. W. C. Jones OELD

Division Manager, Production NSIC

i Operations E.L. Jordan
: Omaha Public Power District J.M. Taylor (1)
! 1623 Harney Street ACRS (10)
i Omaha, Nebraska 68102 ETourigny
i Gray File
| Dear Mr. Jones:

!
SUBJECT: CLARIFICATION OF ENVIR0!#tENTAL QUALIFICATION SAFETY

EVALUATION REPORT.,

| By letter dated January 11, 1983, the NRC staff issued a Safety Evalua-
tion (SE) for the Fort Calhoun Station, Unit No.1 on the environmental

i qualification of safety-related electrical equipment. The SE was based
| on a November 10, 1982 Technical Evaluation Report (TER) prepared by *

| our contractor, Franklin Research Center (Franklin).

! Appendix 0 cf the above referenced TER provides a technical review of
I the licensee's statements regarding the justification for continued

operation (JCO) that was submitted in the 90-day response to an ' earlier
staff safety evaluation dated May 29, 1981. Appendix D is not necessarily,

applicable to the deficiencies identified in the above referenced .TER.
You should review all JCOs submitted to date to ensure that a JC0 exists*

for all equipment which may not be qualified.

| The thirty (30) day response requested by the current SE should address
i equipment items in NRC Categories !.B. II.A and IV (note that Category
| IV was not mentioned in the previous SER) for which justific9.'on for
I continued operation was not previously submitted to the NRC or Franklin.

Guidelines for justification for continued operation are provided in
paragraph (1) of 10 CFR 50.49 These guidelines should be utilized
in develcping your justification for continued operation.

Your thirty (30) day response dated February 16, 1983 has been roteivedL

g by HRC. You are requested to review your response in accordance with
co n this clarification and notify the NRC of any changes. The due date of
,0 these responses as stated in the above referenced SE are revised and
ex are now due within thirty (30) days of receipt of this letter.
88
WQ The staff has developed a special procedure to address' equipment pre-

sented in the TER which is classified as Cetegory U.B (Equipment Not
5 ouaiified). Since the TER has not identified any equipment items as
"A being not qualified, we are providing the lowing for informational

purposes. For the Category II.8 it es, jus ficaKonjfdr continued
. Ch/ \ L\ d
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operation must be provided or the technical issue, which has placed the;

i equipment in Category II.B. must be resolved within ten (10) days,
Should a plant have equipment in Category II.B. telephone contacts regard-i

ing this special procedure should be expected from the NRC Project Manager.
! Should issues or conflicts exist which prohibit a response in a timely

manner, a 10 CFR 50.54(f) letter will be issued. Upon completion of;

the plant specific review for all plants, a crocs-reference of non-quali-:

! fled equipment existing in any plant will be conducted by the NRC staff
j to determine if the same equipment exists on other plants and has been
'

declared qualified. Should the cross-reference indicate that they do .

exist in your plant, the staff will contact you to reconfirm the qualifi- '
,

i cation of these items for your plant.
,

! The ninety (90) day response required by the above referenced SE trans-
mittal letter regarding the schedule for accomplishing proposed correc-.

! tive actions has been superseded by the requirements of 10 CFR 50.49.
! Paragraph (g) of the rule requires that by May 20, 1983, licensees

identify electrical equipment important to safety, within the scope of
j the rule, that is already qualified, and submit a schedule for the
'

qualification or replacement of the remaining electrical equipment within
j the scope of the rule in accordance with the qualification deadline spect-
j fledinparagraph(g). The submittal required by the rule should specif-

cally indicate whether your previous submittals comply with paragraphs4

I (a)an~d (b) of 10 CFR 50.49. In addition, you are requested to describe
| in your submittal the methods used to identify the equipment covered by
4 paragraph 10 CFR 50.49(b)(2) and to establish any qualification programs

not previously described for such equipment.,

,

We have received your letter and affidavit dated February 4,1983 which,

'
identified certain pages of the above referenced TER as containing pro-
prietary information. Your letter and affidavit are currently under;

; staff review. It should be noted that the NRC's policy on proprietary
information, as specified in SECY 81-119 is that summary data on equip-

i ment qualification testing will not be treated as proprietary by the
NRC. A general guideline is attached. v

.

4

The reporting and/or recordkeeping requirements contained in this letter "

; affect fewer than ten respondents; OMB clearance is not required under
P. L. 96-511.

Sincerely.

Originsi signed by:

Robert A. Clark, Chief,

Operating Reactors Branch #3
i Division of Licensing
i

Enclosure:4
.,

Proprietary Review
Information
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Omaha Public Power District
''

..
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Marilyn T. Shaw, Esq.
LeBoeuf, Lamb; Leiby & MacRae

i 1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20L36

,

Mr. Jack Jensen
Chairman, Washington County
Board of Supervisors,

Blair, Nebraska 68023

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region VII
ATTN: Regional Radiation

Representative
324 East lith Street,

Kansas City, Missouri 64106
,

Metropolitan Planning Agency
ATTN: Dagnia Prieditis
7000 West Center Road
Omaha, Nebraska 68107

Mr. Larry Yandel.1.

U.S.N.R.C. Resident Inspector
P. O. Box 309
Fort Calhoun, Nebraska 68023

Mr. Charles B. Brinkman
Manager - Washington Nuclear

Operations
C-E Power Systems
Combustion Engineering, Inc.
7910 Woodmont Avenue4

Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Regional Administrator
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region IV
Office of Executive Director for Operations
611 Ryan Plaza Drive Suite 1000
Arlington, Texas 76011
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EN CLOSURE,,

PROPRIETARY REVIEW' GUIDELINES

.
.

.

It is the' pol _i.cy of the Nuclear Regulator Commission that the records of
the agency are available for inspection and copying in the NRC Public
Document Room, except for matters that are exempt fror.4 public disclosure
pursuant to the nine exemptions of the Freedom of Infomation Act.
(See 10 C.F.R. 2.790)

.

- - Recently, the NRC has had its cen-tractor, Franklin Research Center (FRC),
prepare Technical Evaluation Reports. for all 10 CFR Part 50 licensees.

-

These reports evaluate a.n.d comment upon the references cited by the
.

licensee as evidence"6f qualification in accordance with the documentation''-

reference instructions bstablished by IE $ulletin 79-]01B. *'

.. .

. .. .
,

In a typical evaluation, FRC generates a report of approximately.75D pages.
Any page which mentions or comments upon a licensee's referenced material
that was marked or claimed to be proprietary is marked at'the top of the -

page with the legend " Proprietary Information". FRC has used this marking-
in a liberal manner and has not fully investigated the licensee's claim to
detemine whether portions of proprietary reports that they reproduced or
mentioned were in fact "proprieta'ry". A report typically contains 15 to
25 pages that are marked "Propri.etary Infomation" Usually, no more than ..

i .

' 4 licensee proprietary refere.n.ces are so discussed., In order to make any-
'.' of the reports available to the public, FRC has produced two versions of -

.~

each: those containing proprietary information and those having the pro- '

prietary infornation renoved. The NRC now seeks the assistance of 1-icensees
in reviewing the proprietary versions of the FRC reports to determine

_

whether still more informatien can be made available to the public.
.,,

For this reason, each licensee has been sent the Staff Equipment Qualification-
SER and a copy of the proprietary version of the FRC Technical Evaluation
Report. It is believed that the licensne can review the few pages containing
proprietary information in a relatively short period of time. The licensee

.

is to send the third party owner of the reference report, which has been
claimed to be proprietary, a copy of those pages frem the FRC report that
relates to its test report. The third party owner can quickly reviewi.

these pages and detemine whether the inforMation claimed to be praiprietary
must still be so categorized. All reviewers should be aware of the NRC's
policy, as specified in SECY-81-119, that sumary data.on Equipment
Qualification testing will not be treated as proprietary by the NRC. If
the review identifies no data that requires protection, the NRC should be
notified and that portion of the report..will be placed in the Public '
Document Roomi If, however, the licens'*de identifies to the NRC porticns '

..

that are still claimed to require proprietary protection,. then compliance
must be made with tne requirements for withholding under 10 C.F.R. 2.790.
This can be accomplished in two ways: (1) If the reference proprietary
report has previously been sub:nitted to the NRC pursuant to 10 C.F.R. 2.790
and the NRC has made a detemination that portions are proprietary, then *

'
~
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those same portions can be, protected again simply by notifying the NRC
that tnis naterial is covered in the NRC's acceptance letter of a given date.
If the reference proprietary report has not previously been submitted to the
NRC pursuant to 10 C.F.R. 2.790, then the licensee and the proprietary owner
must at this Time make such an application and request for withholding from
public disclosure.

The NRC recognizes that this proprietary review places an administrative
burden upon its licensees and any third party owners. However, it is the
policy of the NRC to. make.all non-proprietary information pub)ic, and the. .

only way to protect the owner of proprietary inf,onnation is to insure
that the Franklin reports have been appropriately scrutinized. .

.. . . .
-

. .

N NRC will grant'' extensions of time for these ' reviews if necessary, on
,

-

a case-by-case basis. If-you have a,ny further questions regarding this -, , . '-.
. review, please contact either Edward Shomaker, OELD, at 492-8653 or

.
~

Neal Abrams, Patent Counsel, at 492-8662.
.
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