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level. The licensee further Iindicated that if ne depressurization of the
reactor primary system were considered, it is possible that the HCTL of the
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lon pool would be exceeded dur Ing a 4-hour SBC event, However,
. HPCI, RCIC, or Safety Relief Valves (SFVs)
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aff Evaluatior Based on its review of the licensee’'s rationale and the
review of other similar design BWRs. the staff finds the licensee’s response
acceptable and, therefore, considers this St 1ssue related to condensate
inventory for decay heat removal during an SBO event resclved

C staff stated that the licensee she d
verity and confirm that with the load shedding proposed for SBO conditions,
the batteries have sufficient ¢ 1ty, plus aging and load growth margins, 1t

pe th and recover from an ¢ f 4 hours The verification of batcery

lequacy sl d nsider loads such as those that are needed for EDG start
illempts and switching requirements (breaker controls) at the beginning and
end of the SBO event

Licensee Response The Ticensee referenced its september 13, 1991, response
nd stated that the SB( battery calculation (JAF-89-013. Revision 2)
nsidered EDG field flashing for EDG start attempts and circuit breaker
nty loads for breaker reclosu ire, during the load shedding, and
reconnection sequences for restoration of ac power, as loads at the onset of
the event Although these loads were not considered as loads during the last
nute of the 4-hour Coping period, the calculation Indicated that for the
miting interval at the end of the duty cycle, the 16 positive ;ia*ef In eact
attery exceeded the minimum numt of required plato: (12 for 725B-2 and 13
for 725B-1) by a significant margin. This calculated margin was considered t¢
e agequate to include field f ashing and breaker reclosure loads uring the
5 ast minute of the 4-hour cc¢

coping period.

. censee s September 13, 1991. re tated that the JAF-89-013.
revision ¢, calculation used the meth ogy of IEEE-485 and applied penaltie
ror initial low electrolyte temperatur #) and battery end-of-1life
condition (25 This calculaticn sh that either the A or B statio
battery i apable of powering the SBO loads for more than b hours
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calculatior The revised calculations are expected to be completed by
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equipment 1s covered under an appropriate QA program
guidance of RG 1.155. The licensee states further that
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l1ability Program (SE Section 2.6)

staff recommended that an EDG reliability
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y program currently exists, the progran
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15 in place or will be implemented should be included in
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Spo The licensee stated that it (the Authority) will implement
corporating the guidance contained ir RG 1.155 by December 21,
hority may revise this program when the NRC’s unresolved safety

ergency Diesel Generator Reliability,” is resolved.

The staff finds the

licensee’s response to be acceptabl

staff has reviewed the licensee’s resporise to the staff's November 13.
safety evaluation (SE) periaining to the Station Blackout Rule (10 CFR
and finds the licensee's responses to be acceptable The licensee

maintain all documentation in support of its SBO submittals in its

possible future NRC audit.







