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APR 8 1983

Docket No. 50-293

Mr. J. M. P11 ant, Director
Licensing 3 Quality Assurance
Nebraska Public Power District
P. O. Box 499
Columbus. Nebraska 68601

Dear Mr. Pilant:

SU3dECT: CLARIFICATION CF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALIFICATION SAFETY EVALUATION

Re: Cnoper Nuclear Station

On December 20, 1982 the NRC staff issued a Safety Evaluation (SE) for
Cooper Nuclear Station on the environnental qualification of safety-related
electrical equipnent. The SE was based on a Technical Evaluation Report
(TER) prepared by our contractor, Franklin Research Center (Franklin).

Appendix 0 of the above TER provides a technical review of the licensee's state-
nents regarding the justification for continued operation (JCO) that was sub-
nitted in the 90-day response to an earlier staf f safety evaluation (published
in nid-1981). Appendix 0 is not necessarily applicable to the deficiencies
identified in the enclosed TER. You should review all JCOs submitted to date
to ensure that a JC0 exists for all equipnent which may not be qualified.

The thirty (30) day response required by the current SE should address equipment
itens in NRC Categories I,b, II.a and IV (note that Category IV was not nentioned
in the previous SE) for which justification for continued operation was not pre-
viously subnitted to the NRC or Franklin. Guidelines for justification for
continued operation are provided in paraqraph (1) of 10 CFR 50.49. These guide-
lines should be utilized in developing your justification for continued operation.

If your thirty (30) day response has already been submitted to NRC, you
are requested to review your response in accordance with this clarification
and notify the NRC of any changes. The due date of these responses as stated
in the above referenced SE are revised and are now due within thirty (30) days!

of receipt of this letter.

The staff has developed a special procedure to address equipment presented
in the TER which is classified as Category II.h (Equipnent Not Qualified).
These itens nust be resolved as soon as possible. For the Category II.b
itens, justification for continued operation nust be provided or the technical
issue, which has placed the equipnent in Category II.b nust be resolved within
ten (10) days of receipt of this letter. Should your plant have equipnent in
Category II.b, telephone contacts regarding this special procedure should be
expected frai the NRC Project Manager. Should issues or conflicts exist, which
prohibit a response in a tinely manner, a 10 CFP. 50.54(f) letter will be issued.
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Upon completion of the plant specific review for all plants, a cross-reference
of non-qualified equipment existing in any plant will be conducted by the NRC
staff to detemine if the sane equipnent 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 reconfim the qualification of these
iteas for your plant.

The ninety (90) day response required by the above referenced SE transmittal
letter regarding the schedule for accomplishing proposed corrective actions has
been superseded by the requirenents 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 the rule, that is already qualified, and submit
a schedule for the qualification or replacenent of the remaining electrical
equipnent within the scope of the rule in accordance with the qualification
deadline specified in paragraph (g). The subnittal required by the rule should
specifically indicate whether your previous subnittals conply with paragraphs
(a) and (b) of 10 CFR 50.49. In addition, you are requested to describe in
your submittal the nethods used to identify the equipnent covered by paragraph
10 CFR 50.49(b)(2) and to establish any qualification programs not previously
described for such equipnent.

The Technical Evaluation Report contains certain identified infomation which
you have previously claimed 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 sunmary data on equipnent qualification testing will not
be treated as proprietary by the NRC. This information shall be submitted within
thirt y (30) days of receipt of this letter. A general guideline is enclosed.

The reporting and/or recordkeeping requirements contained in this letter
! affect fewer than ten respondents; therefore, Of!B clearance is not required

under P.L. 96-511.

Sincerely,

| EUGD?S SICUD M
|

Donenic B. Vassallo, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #2
Division of Licensing

Enclosure:
Proprietary Review Infomation

cc wo/ Enclosure
See next page
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Mr. J. M. Pilant
N: bra xa Public Power District

cc: '

,

Mr. G. D. Watson, General Counsel -

-Nebraska Public Power District
R o$1Admnstrator,RegionIV

P. O. Box 499 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissi'onColumbus, Nebraska 68601 611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000 .

^" "9 "' ****Mr. Arthur C.. Gehr, Attorney
Stell & Wilmer
3100 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

Cooper / Nuclear Station
ATTN: Mr. L. Lessor

Station Superintendent
P. O. Box 98
Brownville, Nebraska SS321

.

Director
Nebraska Dept. of Environmental Control
P. O. Box 94577, State House Station
Lincoln, Nebraska 6E509

Mr. William Siebert, Com.issioner
Nemaha County Board of Commissioners
Nemaha County Courthouse
Auburn, Nebraska 6E305

Mr. Dennis Dubois
USNRC
Resident Inspector

,

P. O. Box 218
Brownville, NE 68321 .

U:. S. Environmental Protection Acency
~Region VII Office "

Regional Radiation Representative
324 East lith Street *

Kansas City, MO. 64105

.
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PR3pRIETARY REVIEW GUIDELINES

It is the pMicy of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission that the records cf,
the agency are available for inspection and copying in the NRC Public
Document Room, except for matters that~ are exempt from public. disclosure
pursuant to the nine exemptions of the Freedom of Information- Act.
(See 10 C.F.R. 2.790)

,

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

These reports evaluate and comment upc>n the references cited by the
licensee as evidence of qualification in accordance with the documentation
reference instructions established tiy IE Bulletin 79-01B.

In. a . typical evaluation, FRC generates a report of approximately 750 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 wi,th the legend " Proprietary Infomation". FRC has used this marking
in a liberal manner and has not fully investigated the licensee's claim to
detemine,whether portio'ns of pro,prietary reports that they reproduced or _. ..
m'entioned were in fa'ct " proprietary". A report t.ypically contains 15 to
25 pages that are marked " Proprietary Infonnation", Usually, no more than
.4 licensee proprietary references are so discussed. In order td make any
of the reports available to the public, FRC has produced two versions of
each: those containing proprietary infomation and those having the pro-
prietary'.informatich removed. Th_e NRC now seeks the assistance of licensees
in reviewing the proprietary versions of the FRC reports to determine
whether still more infomation can be made available to the public.

For this reason, each licensee has been sent the Staff Equipment Q'ualification
SER.and a copy of the proprietary version of the FRC Technical Evaluation
Repoi-t. It is believed that the licensee can review the few pages containing
proprietary information in a relatively short period of t-ime. The licensee
is to send the third party owner of the reference report, which has been
claimed to be proprietary, a copy cf those pages from the FRC report that
relates to its test report. The third party owner can quickly revi.ew
these pages and determine whether the infomation claimed to be proprietary
must still be so categorized. All reviewers should be aware of the NRC's
policy, as specified in SECY-81-119, that sunnary data on Equipment
Qualif.ication testin5 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
rew ent poo n. If. Wever, the licensee 1dentifies to the NBC portions
that are still ci, aired 10 re:;; ire proprietary prctection, then compliance
.. n ;;c ::.a a wi tt tr.E rig.,i re.:.tr.ts for wi thhol cin g unde'r 10 C. F.R. 2.790.
This can be accomplished in two ways: (1) If the reference proprietary

.

rpport has previously been submitted 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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tr.:se same p'ortions can be. protected again simply by notifying the NRC
that this rater f t1 it covered in the NRC's acceptance letter of a given-date.
If the reference' proprietary report has not previously bee.1 submitted to the
NRC parsdant 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 Opon its licensees and any third party owners. However, it is the-
policy of the NRC ta make.all nea-pr.oprietary information public, and the
only way to protect the owner of proprietary infocmation is to insure
that the Franklin reports have been ' appropriately scrutinized.

.The NRC will grant extensions of time for' these reviews if necessary, on
a case-by-case basis. If you have any fu'rther questions regarding this
review, please contact either Edward Shomaker, OELD, at 492-8553 or,
Neal Abrams, Patent Counsel, at 492-8662.- - -
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