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ftrch 24,1992
Docket No. 50-341-

Mr. William S. Orser
Senior Vice President - Nuclear

Operations
Detroit Edison Company
6400 North Dixie Highway
Newport, Michigan 48166

Dear Mr. Orser:

S'JBJECT: CERMI-2 - REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION UPRATED POWER
OPERATION LICENSE AMENDMENT REQUEST (TAC NO. M82102)

IIn reviewing your September 24, 1991 license amendment request, the NRC
staff has determined that additional information is required to complete our
review. Please provide your response to the questions contained in the
enclosure within 30 days receipt of this letter in order for us to maintain
our review schedule. For your convenience a copy of this letter and its
enclosure has been telecopied to Mr. Glen Ohlemn her of your staff. If you
have any questions please contact me at (301) 504-1341.

The reporting and/or recordkeeping requirements contained in this letter
affect fewer than ten respondents; therefore, OMB clearance is not required
under P.L. 96-511.

Sincerely,
Original signed by

Timothy G. Colburn, Sr. Project Manager
Project Directorate 111-1
Division of Reactor Projects lil/IV/V
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Request for Additional Information
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. Mr. William Orser-
Detroit' Edison Company Fermi-2 Facility

.:

cc
John ~Flynn, Esq. i
Senior Attorney

-Detroit Edison Company
.2000 Second Avenue-*

Detroit, Michigan 48226
.

Nuclear' Facilities and Environmental
Monitoring Section Office

Division of Radiological Health
3423 N. Logan Street
P. 0.- Box 30195
Lansing, Michigan 48909

Mr. Stan Stasek-
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Resident Inspector's Office
6450 W.-Dixie. Highway
Newport, Michigan 48166

Monroe Cour,ty Office of Civil<

Preparedness
963 South Raisinville
Monroe, Michigan 48161

Regional Administrator, Region III
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
799' Roosevelt Road
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

.

Ms. Lynne Goodman
.

Director - Nuclear Licensing
Detroit Edison Company
Fermi Unit 2
6400 North Dixie Highway

- Newport, Michigan -48166
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RE0 VEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

IIRMI POWER UPRATE 4

^

1. The dome operating pressure for power uprate varies between 1030
- psig to-1045 psig in the transients, heat balance and
overpresssure analyses. Should not these values be consistent?

-2. Please describe the:effect of sower uprate on HPCI and RCIC
reliability?~ Please certify 11at the RCIC_and HPCI systems will
meet their design-requirements at an-increased reactor pressure?
Will there be any HPCI design modifications in addition to the
RCIC modification discussed in your submittal?

3. If single loop operation (SLO) yields a higher peak cladding
temperature (PCT) than two loop operation, why is the upper bound
peak cladding temperature (UBPCT) based on two loop operation
applicable for SLO 7 Does the limiting single failure and break
size remain the same for SLO as for two loop operation? Discuss
the applicability of SAFER /GESTR for SLO in view of the fact SLO
results in a higher. PCT.

4. On page 3-3 of your submittal you list the reactor vessel
internals to be evaluated as a consequence of increased pressure
differentials. Should not the feedwater sparger also be evaluated
for these same effects?

.5. Describe the effects of uprated conditions such as increased flow I

rates with respect to aging phenomena.on the piping discussed in
Section 3.11 on-page 3-87

6. In: order for the staff to assess the reduction in margin due to
_power uprate on the ATWS, discuss the plant response at the i

uprated power level versus the original 100% power level using
consistent assumptions.

7. Please provide information describing the heat flux and neutron,

flux for the reactivity insertion transients. Also please discuss
whether part power-transients are also_less limiting with.the

~

resultant changes due to power uprate. -In Table.9-2,
page 9-6, define what' the value is for MCPR, for the Slowo

'

Recirculation Increase transients,

p 8. Please provide additional supporting information concerning safety
| margin reductions. Describe whether plant changes to initial

operating conditions for_an analyzed event (as a direct or
indirect result of power uprate) will affect assumptions or
procedure enacted for those events. If so, what is the effect on

,

safety margins. For example, a change of water level by
approximately two feet may impact operator action time for a loss

! of Feedwater Event which is complicated by additional failures.
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