- Enclosure 2
Jur 06 1333

vucket Mos.: 50-329, 33U .
NENORAIIDUN FOR: Thomas I1. Novak, Assistant Director
for Licensinc

Division of Licensinc

FROI:: Daniel R. llller, Assistant Director
for Radiation Protectior
Division of Systens Integratior

SUBJECT: I"IDLAND UKITS 1 & 2 STEAS GENERATOR TUSE RUPTURE
ANALYSIS (SGTR)

The current liidlani Safety Evaluation Report councludes that the
rediological consequences following a2 SGTh arc within the acceptince
criteria of Stancard Review Plan (SRP) Sectior 15.6.3. liowever, in FSAR
Arenanent 47 (December 1982) the applicant presented an accident
scenario which included steaning the afiected steam generator until the
unit was able to switch tc the decay heot removal svstem. This is the
first plant of any reactor type t0 present an accident scenaric wnich
incluoes steaming of the affected steam generator as & means of
nitigating the SGTR accident. OBetause tne assumed plant respeonse is @
significant departurc from the previous applicant assunmptions of
isolating the affected stesn generator as rapidly as possible, we
conclude that we need wore intormztion ebcut the svsier response in
vreer to evaluate the potontial offsite radiclogical conseguences.
Therefore, please fom:ard the reouest Tor additiona) information
contained in the enclosure to the epplicant,

In @ memo dated June 29,1983 from R. W. louston to T, Ii, Movik, PSB also
requested edditional informatiorn about the Ilidland SGTR. In this memo,
RSC alsu requested that the applicant proviee a duse analysis of the
SGTR with a loss of offsite power and anv additional single failure. It
should be noted that the single active failure assumption was not
rigurously enforced on past zpplication reviews due to the lack of a
detailed systems review coincident with the radiological review. Mhile
the single failure assumpticn ir conjunction with the use of the 10 CiR
Part 100 dose guideline vezlues is an cxtension of the current SRP review
prucecdures, it is entirely consistent with current and past staff review
practices for all events cetegorized es postulated desion basis
accidents. As part of the evaluation of such cvents, it will be
nccessary for AT to evaluate the offsite radiological consequances.
Therefere, the enclosure 21se inclucdes a request for additional
informetion concerning inportant radiciogical perameters.
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ENCLOSURE

REQUEST FCR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONCERNING THE RADIOLOGICAL
CONSEQUENCES FOLLOWING A POSTULATED STEAM GENERATOR TUBE RUPTURE
ACCIDENT AT MIDLAND UNITS 1 & 2

1. Feor a pestulated design basis steam generator tube rupture accident
(SGTR) as prescirbed in Standard Review Plan Section 15.6.3, provide the
following information until such time as releases from the affected

steam generator terminate:

a. A description of the sequence of events which includes an
jdentification of all operator actions and when these actions are
expected to occur. Also include descriptions of the automatic

initiations and actuations as they occur chronologically.

b. The following parareters as 2 function of time:

1) the primary system pressure;

2) the tube rupture flow rate and integrated tube rupture flow;

3) the secondary liquid water mass and level in both steam
generators;

4) the primary sjstem liquid mass;

§) the secondary system pressure in both steam generators;

6) the integrated mass released out of the atmospheric relief
valves or safety valves for both the affected and unaffected

steam generators;



