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Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
P. O. Box 270
Hartford, Connecticut 06101

Dear Mr. Counsil:

SUBJECT: SAFETY EVALUATION FOR ENVIR0TEENTAL QUALIFICATION OF SAFETY-RELATED
ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT, MILLSTONE NUCLEAR POWER STATIUM UNIT 2

This latter transnits the Safety 6 valuation with attached Technical Evaluation
Report (TER) for the Environmental r!ualification of Safety-Related Electrical
Equipnent at your facility. This evaluation is based on your response to our
previous Safety Evaluation, dated May 27, 1981, and subsequent submittals dated
August 26, 1981 and February 9,1982. The Safety Evaluation presents the results
of the Environnental Qualification Review for safety-related electrical equipnent
exposed to a harsh environment, in accordance with NRC requirenents. You should
provide to us by May 20, 1983, your plans for qualification or replacenent of

'the equipnent in NRC Categories I.B. II.A. II.B and IV as applicable to your
plant (presented in the Technical Evaluation Report) in addition to the justi-
fication for continued operation (JCO) required in the near tern, and the schedule
for accomplishing your proposed corrective actions in accordance with the Equipment
Qualification rule (10 CFR 50.49(g) issued on January 21, 1983, Federal Register
Volune 48, No. 15 PP 2729-2734).

As indicated in the conclusion section of the Safety Evaluation, we request
that you reaffirm the justification for continued operation and within thirty
(30) days of receipt of this letter subnit infornation for itens in NRC
Categories I.B. II.A and IV (presented in the enclosed Technical Evaluation
Report) for which justification for continued operation was not previously
submitte<1 to the NRC. In addition, for itens in NRC Category II.8, justifica- I
tion for centinued operation, if not previously provided, is to be provided
within ten (10) days of receipt of this letter. Should issues or conflicts

a exist which nrohibit a response in a tinely nanner, a 10 CFR Part 50.54(f)
letter will be issued. Guidelines set forth in para 9raph (1) of 10 CFR 50.49

90 should be considered in your justification for continued operation for your
8m0

facility,

O( Upon completion of the plant specific review for all plants, a cross-reference

og of non-qualtfled equipnent existing in any plant will be conducted by the NRC
@g staff to determine if the sane type of equipnent exists on other plants and
-"E has been declared qualified. 'Should the cross-reference indicate that such

h itens do exist in your plant, the staff will contact you to reconfirn the

m a.a. qualification of these items for your plant.
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Mr. W. C. Counsil -2-

Appendix D of the TER provides a technical review of your statenents regarding
the justification for continued operation (JCO) that were submitted in the 90-day
response to an earlier staff safety evaluation (published in mid-1981). Appendix
0 is not necessarily applicable to the deficiencies identified in the TER. You
should review all JCOs provided to date to ensure that a JC0 exists for all
equipment which may not be qualified.

As a separate action to your response to this letter, the Connission has pro-
nulgated an Equipment Qualification rule which in Paragraph (g) of the rule
requires that by Nay 20, 1983, licensees identify electrical equipment inportant
to safety within the scope of the rule that is already qualified and subnit a
schedule for the qualification or replacenent of the remaining electrical equip-
nent within the scope of the rule in accordance with the qualification deadline -
specified in paranraph (9). The submittal required by the rule should specifi-
cally indicate whether your previous submittals comply with paragraphs (a) and
(b) of 10 CFR 50.49. In addition, you are requested to discuss the nethods used
to identify the equipment covered by paragraph 10 CFR 50.49(b)(2) and to establish
any qualification prograns not previously described for such equipment. This
rule is now the focus the staff intends to rely upon in resolving the EQ progran.

The Technical Evdluation Report contains certain identified infonaation which

you have previously clained to be proprietary. We request that you infom us
as indicated in the proprietary review section of the Safety Evaluation whether
any portions of the identified pages still require proprietary protection. It

should be noted that the NRC's policy on proprietary infomation, as specified
in SECY 81-119, is that sunnary data on equipment qualification testing will.

not be treated as proprietary by the NRC. This infornation shall be submitted
within thirty (30) days of receipt of this letter. A general guideline is
enclosed.

Questions regarding the enclosed SE and attached TER, especially the findings
and actions required, should be directed through the NRC Project Manager for
this facility. *

Sincerely.

Original cir.ned by'
Robert A. Clark

Robert A. Clark, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. Safety Evaluation with

attached FRC TER
2. Proprietary Review Guidelines

|

| cc w/o Proprietary FRC
TER: See next page
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i Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
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cc:
i

William H. Cuddy, Esquire Mr. John Shediosky
Day, Berry & Howard Resident Inspector / Millstone
Counselors at Law c/o U.S.N.R.C.
One Constitution Plaza P. O. Drawer KK
Hartford, Connecticut 06103 Niantic, CT 06357

Mr. Charles Brinkman Regional Administrator
Manager - Washington Nuclear Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region I

Operations Office of Executive Director for. Operatior<

C-E Power Systems 631 Park Avenue
Combustion Engineering, Inc. King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406
7910 Woodmont Avenue
Bethesda, MD 20314 John F. Opeka

System Superintendent
Mr. Lawrence Bettencourt, First Selectman Northeast Utilities Service Company
Town of Waterford P. O. Box 270
Hall of Records - 200 Boston Post Road Hartford, Connecticut 06101
Waterford, Connecticut 06385

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
ATTN: Superintendent

Millstone Plant Office of Policy & Management
Post Office Box 128 ATTN: Under Secretary Energy
Waterford, Connecticut 06385 Division

80 Washington Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06115

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region I Office
ATTN: Regional Radiation,

Representative
John F. Kennedy Federal Building
Boston, Massachusetts 02203

Northeast Utilities Service Company
ATTN: Mr. Richard T. Laudenat, Manager

Generation Facilities Licensing
P. O. Box 270
Hartford, Connecticut 06101
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