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MEMORANOUM FOR: Thomas M, Novak, Assistant Director for Licensing, Division
of Licensing
FROM L. S. Rubenstein, Assistant Director for Core and Plant
Systems, Division of Systems Integratio
SUBJECT ODIABLO CANYON UNIT 2 SUPPLEMENTAL SAFETY EVALUATION REPQRT
INPUT
As requested by ﬂe*cran:uﬁ from Darrel) Eisenhut to Robert M, Bernerc Cd}ei ,
vanuary 11, 1985, enclosed s our supplemental safety evaluation report (SSER
input for Diablo Canyon Unit 2 regarding the verification in nonsefsmic desiqr
areas. This SSER input fs based on licensee letters dated November 11, 198
and December 7, 1984, We conclude that the licensees Unit 2 program for
assuring compliance w1'h 1icensing criteria in nonseismic design areas is
acceptable. We have also included input concerning the applicability of the
ultimate heat sink technical specification Unit 2 resulting from the rereview
of the component cooling water system,
Qrininal el25ed by
C “waln
L. 8. Rubenstein, Agaistant Director
for Core and Plant Systems
Division of Systems [ntegration
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SUPPLEMENTAL SAFETY EVALUATION REPORT INPU
DIABLO CANYON UNIT 2
AUXTLTARY SYSTEMS BRANCH

4.0 Systems

4.1 Nonseismic Decign

The staff has reviewed the licensees Internal Review Program (IRP) in those
ar2as regarding nonsefsmic design verification for Diablo Canyon Unit 2 as
described by the licensee in letters dated November 11, 1984 ond Decerber 7,
1984, These submittals include those findings fdentified from the Unit 1

™ + TR A 4
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P in tabular form and a description of the application and resolution
of those ftems for the Unit 2 design. The licensee's program implements Unit 2
design modificitions necessary fn a similar manner to those resulting from the

Unit 1 1
. . .

” .

OVP/ITP and as documented in staff SSERs Nos. 18, 19 and 20, The staff
hes compared 1ts findings from those SSERs and confirms that the concerns have
veen satisfactorily resolved for Unft 2, Based on that review, the staff con-
cludes that the IRP adequately provides for those Unit 2 changes required to
assure compliance with licensing criteria in ronsefsmic design areas, and
properly incorporates the findings of the Unit 1 design verification program,

~

4.2 Component Cooling Water System

As a result of the rereview of the component cooling water system (CCWS) docu-
mented fn SSER No, 16, the staff imposed & technical specification on the
operation of the (CWS based on tne temperature of the ultimate heat sink
(Pacific Ocean). The technical specification was incorporated for Diablo
Canyon Unft 1, and 1s also applicable for operation of Unit 2.
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Docket No. 50-323

MEMORANOUM FOR: Frank J. Miraglia, Acting Director
Division of Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

FROM: James G. Partlow, Acting Director
Division of Quality Assurance, Safeguards,
and Inspection Programs
Office of Inspection and Enforcement

SUBJECT: DIABLO CANYON UNIT 2 REVIEW

Your memorandum dated January 11, 1985, on the above subject requested lE's
SSER input on the QA program applicable to the design of Unit 2 (identifying
any difference from Unit 1). This memorandum is in response to that reguest,
and our SSER input {s enclosed. It reflects an acceptable OA program

description since before the construction permit for Unit 2 was issued in late
1970.

Any questions on the above or on the enclosure should be addressed to the QA
Branch reviewer, Jack Spraul, on x-24530.

ORIGINAL Si15NPD BY
MMIS L # y

James G. Partlow, Acting Director
W Nivision of Quality Assurance, Safeguards,
°5°Q’3' 4//.) id Inspection Programs
e ce of Inspection and Enforcement

L. J. Chandler, NRR
C. 1. Crimes, NRR

H. Schierling, NRR
G. W. Knighton, NRR
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Distribution:

J. M. Taylor, 1€

R. H. Vollme~, IE
J. G. Partlow, IE
B. K. Crimes, IE

G. T. Ankrum, IE

J. L. Milhoan, 1€

J. G. Spraul, 1€
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QA BRANCH SSER INPUT
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DIABLO CANYON UNIT 2 DESIGN VERIFICATION

MA AN
NAIK

The QA Manual for Diablo Canyon Unit 2 was issued in January 1970;
10CFRS0, Appendix B, "Quality Assurance Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants"
was issued in June 1970; and the provisional construction permit was
approved for Unft 2 in December 1970. The manua) was to be used for

Unit 1 only "to the extent possible...," but was to be fully applied to
safety-related activities and items for Unit 2.

Thus while the QA Manual was identified for Units 1 and 2, the commitment
to apply the program at Unit 2 was stronger than the commitment to apply
it to Unit 1. As noted in the report to the ACRS concerning design and
construction of Diablo Canyon Unit 2 (September 23, 1969), the
~organizational arrangement satisfies our (i.e., Division of Reactor
Licensing, AEC) requirements.., Many aspects of the applicant's QAP wil)
require further definition: however, his commitments and the extent of
his planned approach in each of the critical areas are satisfactory for
the construction permit stage...."

with the institution of the Diablo Canyon Project (DCP) in the 1981 time
frame, the staff reviewed the QA program description to be applied to the

P verification effort by PGAE. The program was based on the QA programs
f Bechtel and PGAE. The staff fourd that the QA program described
equirements, procedures, and controls that, when properly implemented,
omply with the reguirements of Appendix B to 10CFR Part 50. Thus, from
963 until today, PGAE has been committed to a QA program which meets NRC
requirements,

+ O O

- n

In SSER 18 concerning the cperation of Diablo Canyon, the staff concluded
that “shortcomings found in and as a result of earlier QA programs
(implementation) for certain design activities are being compensated by
verification of the design under the IOVP, that construction was done
unger acceptable QA controls, and that current corrective astions ard the
[OVP work itself are being performed in accordance with acceptable QA

programs.” These conclusions are applicable to both Units 1 and 2.
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4 Docket No. 50-323

MEMORANDUM FOR: Frank J. Miraglia, Acting Director
Oivisfon of Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

FROM: James G. Partlow;, Acting Director
Civision of Quality Assurance, Safeguards,
and Inspection Programs
Office of Inspection and Enforcement

SUBJECT: DIABLO CANYON UNIT 2 REVIEW

Your memorandum dated January 11, 1985, on the above subject requested If's
SSER input on the QA program applicable to the design of Unit 2 (identifying
any difference from Unft 1). This memcrandum is in response to that request,
and our SSER input is enclosed. It reflects an acceptable QA program

description since before the construction permit for Unit 2 was fssued in late
1970,

Any questicns on the above or on the enclosure should be addressed to the QA
Branch reviewer, Jack Spraul, on x=24530.

ORIS™NAL $1GNEN By,
MMES G §2 g u

James G. Partlow, Acting Director

Division of Quality Assurance, Safeguards,
and Inspection Programs

Office of Inspection and Enforcement

Enclosure:
SSER lnmput
¢c: L. J. Chandler, NRR
C. 1. Grimes, NRR

H. E. Schieriing, NRR
G. W. Knighten, NRR
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