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( On February 25, 1997, the NRC issued for comment, a proposed generic letter " Laboratory
Testing of Nuclear-Grade Activated Charcoal," which would alert licensees that the NRC has

'

determined that testing nuclear-grade activated charcoal to standards other than American
Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) D3803-1989, " Standard Test Method for Nuclear- |
Grade Activated Carbon," does not provide assurance for complying with their current licensing
basis as it relates to dose limits.

North Atlantic Energy Service Corporation (North Atlantic), the operator of Seabrook Station, |
has reviewed the material within the proposed generic letter. North Atlantic would fall into |

category 2 of this generic letter as a plant in compliance with Technical Specifications that tests
in accordance with a standard other than ASTM D3803-1989. North Atlantic has contacted our
current test laboratory / supplier (NUCON) to discuss testing in service charcoal samples to
ASTM D3803-1989. NUCON has indicated that they may not be able to meet the sixty day
demand for testing services and supply new charcoal should existing charcoal fail to meet the
requirements of ASTM D3803-1989, if this generic letter is issued as written to all licensees.
North Atlantic has discussed this issue with representatives of the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI)
and has learned this is a common concern among the two major test laboratory / suppliers. The
60-day ' implementation schedule requested by the proposed generic letter does not permit ,

sufficient time for licensees to test and submit results to the NRC.
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j. North Atlantic requests the NRC consider the impact and the feasibility for the industry to ~{

. implement the requirements of this generic letter. An alternate approach may.be to seek a 1

phased in approach or expand the response period beyond 60 days. Either approach should be
coordinated as a joint NRC-industry initiative to allow for a comprehensive discussion of NRC

| and industry concerns as they relate to charcoal test methodologies.

North Atlantic has reviewed the comments proposed by NEl and endorses those comments. I

If you have questions regarding our comments, please contact Mr. Anthony M. Callendrello,
Licensing Manager at (603) 773-7751.

Very truly yours,

|

NORTIl ATLANTIC ENERGY SERVICE CORP.

Why JT-
Ted C. Feigenbaum #
Executive Vice President and
Chief Nuclear Officer

I
cc: Mr. Kurt Cozens

Nuclear Energy Institute
;

17761 Street, NW I
iSuite 400

Washington, DC .20006-3708 )
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