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Docket No.: 50-458

Mr. William J. Cahill, Jr.

Senior Vice President
River Bend Nuclear Group
Gulf States Utilities Company
Post Office Box 2951
Beaumont, Texas 77704
ATTN: Mr. J. E. Booker

Dear Mr. Cahill:

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION -

As a part of the NRC staff's review of your application for an operating
license for River Bend Station, the staff has-detennined the need for
additional information in the area of diesel generator loading. The
request for information is included int the enclosure. The questions
raised in the enclosure result from a review of FSAR Amendment No.16.

Please inform NRC Project Manager Stephen Stern of your schedule for
response and for clarification or further discussion on this topic.

A. Schwencer, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 2
Division of Licensing
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Docket No.: 50-458

Mr. William J. Cahill, Jr.
Senior Vice President
River Bend Nuclear Group
Gulf States Utilities Company
Post Office Box 2951
Beaumont, Texas 77704
ATTN: Mr. J. E. Booker

Dear Mr. Cahill:

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION -

As a part of the NRC staff's review of your application for an operating
license for River Bend Station, the staft has determined the need for
additional information in the area of diesel generator loading. The
request for information is included int the en-losure. The questions
raised in the enclosure result from a review of FSAR Amendment No. 16.

Please inform NRC Project Manager Stephen Sters of your schedule for
response and for clarification or further discussion on this topic.

.

.[ g/tDO W
A. Schwencer, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 2
Division of Licensing
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River Bend Station

Mr. William J. Cahill, Jr.
Senior Vice President
River Bend Nuclear Group
Gulf States Utilities Company
Post Office Box 29S1
Beaumont, Texas 77704
ATTN: Mr. J. E. Booker

cc: Troy B. Conner, Jr. , Esq. Ms. Linda B. Watkins/Mr. Steven Irving
Conner and Wetterhahn Attorney at Law
1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 355 Napoleon Street
Washington, D.C. 20006 Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802

Mr. William J. Reed, Jr. -

Director - Nuclear Licensing
Gulf States Utilities Company
Post Office. Box 2951
Beaumont, Texas 77704 Mr. David Zaloudek

Nuclear Energy Division
H. Anne Plettinger Louisiana Department of
3456 Villa Rose Dr. Environmental Quality
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70806 Post Office Box 14690

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898
Richard M. Troy, Jr., Esq.
Assistant Attorney General in Charge
State of Louisiana Department of Justice
234 Loyola Avenue
New Orleans, Louisiana, 70112

Mr. J. David McNeill, !!!.

Dwight D. Chamberlain William G. Davis, Esq.
Resident Inspector Department of Justice
Post Office Box 1051 Attorney General's Office
St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775 7434 Perkins Road

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70808
Gretchen R. Rothschild
Louisianians for Safe Energy, Inc.
1659 Glenmore Avenue
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70775

James W. Pierce, Jr., Esq.
P. O. Box 23571
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70893
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Section 9.2.7 discusses the standby service water (SSW) system and its inter-
connection to other safety-related systems. Normally,' the SSW system is
isolated from the safety-related systems and the normal serv-ice water (NSW)
system by closed isolation valves. Two of these isolated safety-related
systems are the reactor plant component cooling water (RPCCW) system and the
containment unit coolers. The applicant stated in Amendment 16 that these
isolation valves will only be tested during refueling, approximately every'

18 months. Maintenance can, and probably will, be performed on these valves
during power operation. If this is true then this' testing frequency is not
acceptable. These valves should be tested in accordance with the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code Section XI.

,

Amendment 16 eliminated one mean's of identifying primary boundary leakage by
deleting the discussion of the sump fillup rate and pump out time signals from
paragraphs 9.3.3.5.1 and 9.3.3.5.5. These signals, prior to Amendment 16, were
processed by the plant computer and alarmed in the main control room when the
leakage rate exceeded a setpoint. These two paragraphs are concerned with the
drywell and containment equipment drains and the reactor building floor drains,
respectively. This feature was reviewed as part of the primary boundary
leakage detection system and as part of the " defense-in-depth" concept and
therefore was relied upon as part of our basis for finding the primary boundary
leakage detection system acceptable. It is our position that further
justification for elimination of these features be presented or that they
should be reinstalled.

.

The February 6th submittal indicates (Insert A to page 9.2-43) that River Bend
does not have redundant SSW loops tut instead has four one-third capacity SSW
pumps. Therefore the loss of the Division I diesel generator will result in
two SSW pumps becoming inoperative and leaving only 66% of the required SSWS

* *** ' ' ' ' " * *capacity. This is not acceptable.

FSAR Section 9.2.5 discusses the temperature rise of the water in the
ultimate heat sink based on using the cooling tower fans. The February 6th
submittal identifies manual initiation of the fans two hours after the
initiation of the des,ign basis accident / event. The applicant should provide
the results of an analysis of the ultimate heat sink water temperature
assuming the maximum Tech. Spec. allowable basin water temperature, the most
severe atmospheric conditions of 110*F and 100% RH (FSAR Section 2.3.2.2.1)
and short circuiting of the cooling water with the fans not started for two
hours and for not being started for three hours. As an alternative, the
applicant may detennine the maximum delay time for starting the fans which
will not result in exceeding the maximum acceptable water temperature. This
maximum delay time should include a sensitivity analysis of the time assumed
for operator initiation of the fans.

.
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. SER, Section 3.6.1, , , identified three items which needed
supplemental information from the applicant. The applicant has not yet
provided information which verifies that the MSIVs will close within 5.5
seconds after a main steam pipe crack in the pipe break exclusion area.
Furthermore, the applicant has not considered the effects of jet impingement
from the pipe crack upon safety-related equipment and components. This was
verified by the applicant in a telecon on March 28, 1985. Acceptable
information on these two items should be received prior to initial criticality.
The applicant has not provided the results of an analysis of the ef.fects of a
main feedwater line break anywhere within the steam tunnel, or along the seismic*

Category I portion of the main steam line, in terms of pipe whip, jet impinge-
ment and flooding or wetting of safety-related components. An acceptable alter-
native is for the main feedwater piping to be analyzed to and supported in
accordance with seismic Category I criteria within the steam tunnel and anywhere
the effects of the pipe break could affect the main steam line.

Applicant has requested a scheilular exenption for completing the modifications
~

'to isolate the control room in the event of a fire. Furthermore, in a telecon
on March 20, 1985, the applicant indicated 1) that no dustification for the
request would be forthcoming and 2) they thought that this request had already
been denied. Therefore, until the applicant provides 1) adequate justifica-
tion. 21 a list of modifications that will r.ot be completed by fuel load,
3) satisfactory compensatory measures for each iten listed, 4) a schedule for
completion of the modifications, and 5) verification of compliance with the
concerns identified in IE Infonnation Notice No, 85-09, we cannot make any
findings concerning schedular deviations.

The SSWS, after being modified by the applicant, now resembles the servicewater system at Shoreham. Therefore we suggest that the Shoreham Technical
Specifications be considered as guidance for River Bend. '
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