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Docket MNo. 50-261

L LICEMSEE' -CARQLIPA pnura !ICHT roupApv',l
‘fFACILITY H. B. ROBI%SG%, wrr 2"

: SUBJFCT ~uSUWV§RY QF ﬁEETI%G HELD ON FEBRUﬁRY 8 1978 TO ﬂISCUSS THE
DESIGN OF OVERPRESSURIZATION HT’ICATIOW SYSTEM FOR H. B.
ROBINSON, UMIT NO. 2 AHD. THE PECENT OVERPRESSURIZATIGM
. "EVENT AT THE FACILITY S

The meet1nq was heid at the Carolxna Power Light Ccmpany s (CPaL s)
‘engineering offices in the. Centra] Plaza Bu11d1nq, Ra?eigh ‘Nerth
" Carolina. A 11st of attendees s attached o ,

CP&L representat1ves first descr1bed the overall des1qn and funct1on1ng -
. of the Overpressurization Mitigation System (OMS). As a result of ithis
presentation the staff expressed concerns relating to (1) the ambiguity
. - presented by having a single annunciator indicate several system
S ,cand5t1ons.(sys+em ARM alert, system TRIP, and power-operated relief
- valve (PORVYOPEN), and (2) the possibility that: failure of the s:ng]e
'annunciator 1nput c1rcu1trv coqu dlsab1e both oMs channe1s. :

" j After further d1scuss1on the staff conc?uded that it would be acceptabTe ,‘
for CP&L to.install the OMS, as present?y designed, at Robinson 2 .
subaect to the f0110w1nq cond1tions o _

1. CPaL would nrov1de a ref1ash caoabi]ity for +he annunc1ator {which_
- would siqnxficantIy reduce the present ambiguity of 1nd1cat1on)
as soon as the necessary hardware coqu be obta1ned and p]ant
_operat1cns would perm1t o

u2.f.CP&L would review the common annunc1atcr c1rcu1try to detarmmne
if any failure could d1sab1e both- channe?s of the oMSs and :

If the result of the rev1ew defined in (2) above, is aff1rmat1ve,
CPaL will provide a separate annunciator with reflash capab111ty
- for each cbanne1 of the OHS ; : .
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: The-CP&LVrebrégéﬁiatheéfagreeégté:the’ébovélcénditjoﬁsxand'agreed; ,
. -to keep the staff advised as to the results-of the review andrthe-x,

' status of implementation of modifications.

~ The staff emphasized that installation of the OMS should not relieve

© the need for continued careful review of procedures to assure that

- overpressurization events did not occur. The CPSL representatives.
acknowledged their understanding of this position. LoEel

. The CP&L representatives next presented their explanation of the cause
. of the overpressurization event which occurred on January 29,-1978. In
.. -summary,. they believe the eyent was caused by additional heat input
_--provided by operation of two reactor coolant pumps during this period
- and by the: Tonger than normal duration of the test-occasioned. by their
~ concern about potential overpressurization. The possibility of reduced .
Jetdown flow as a contributing® factor, however, could not ‘be. unequivocally. -

-excluded,:-. .

3

.. As a result of the discussion, the staff stated that tests of ‘the
- Safety Injection System (SIS) normally should not be performed while.
the reactor coolant system.(RCS) was "water solid" (no. steam bubble in .
~ “the pressurizer). . A CP&L representative stated that the test conditions
- ~'prevailing during the recent overpressruzation event might be susceptible
. to modification to reduce the probability of a recurrence. Such possible
- - changes. -included prohibition of operation of the reactor coolant pumps
- {probably acceptable), ‘initiation of test at a lower pressure, or . .
- dnitiation of the test with the RCS depressurized but not vented. . :
- Review of the bases for the present test conditions was necessary, . -
however, to determine if these latter two changes were acceptable.
With respect to testing the SIS with the reactor vessel head removed,
as ‘suggested by the-staff, the CP&L representatives stated that this
- would require -considerable ‘additional review to determine its acceptabi-
© - 1ty. The staff requested that they be kept advised of progress in
©.: this.area, and the CP&L representatives agreed to do so.. -

Because operating records could not establish whether reduction of

. -letdown . flow occurred during the -transient, or whether pressure was

~.reduced by opening of a relief valve in the Residual Heat Removal (RMR)

© system, the staff suggested that CPAL -perform a special test to develop -
a clear understanding of what actually occurred. This test, which 'woyld

- be performed prior to startup from refueling, would duplicate the
conditions existing during the overpressurizatioen event except that
decay heat power would be much lower, the reactor coolant pumps would,
not be operating, letdown flow and relief valve operation would be

- ‘closely monitored and the pressure rise would be terminated prior to
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‘ 'exceeding‘thé technicaTiénecificétﬁoh Timits.
- agreed ‘to consider performing such a test and agreed to advise the
- staff: of their conc?usinns in the near future. :

The staFf asked how craL- wou1d non1tor temperatures to comply with the ‘
proposed technical specification defining the allowable temperature

E difference between the water in the reactor coolant system and the
When the CPAL rnpresentat1vas responded |

. water in the steam ‘generators.
~that the steam generator water temperature would be measured at the
~.’vessel wall four feet above the tube sheet,.the staff noted that the
itemperature at that Tow elevation would not be the hottest temperature
in the steam generator and, therefore might not he conservative with
respect to the Westinghouse analysis of thehbsat input transient.

CP&L was further advised that they should amend their proposed technica?-

. spec1f1cat1ons to clearly define where: the control1?nq temperatures.

"~ would bhe measured and- should. 3rov1de justificat1on that the temperatures j .

: to be used were conservat1ve ;

Gerald B. 7wetziq, PrOJect Manager
, Operat1ng Reactors Branch #4 -
- -Division qf Qperat1ng‘Reactors ‘

The CPaL. representatives,’
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';fMEMORANDﬂM FGR A Schwencer, Chief Operatlng Reactors Branch #1 DOR o

- ROt T D: edghbors,, Project “a“agef' OPG'at‘"Q Rea°t°rs
SRR f Branch #1, DOR "~

susascrzj%.9iﬁ‘i FORTHCOMING ‘MEETING WITH CAROLINA POHER & LIGHT
U CORPIY ON PHYSICAL SECURITY .
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Location: - -~ . - . LU S.YNRC Regxon I Headquarters

) L e T 230 Peachtree Street, N M .
" Suite 1217. !
At]anta Gearg1a )

Cpurpose: 0 St Y0 T U To.discuss the (10 CFR 73, 55)
R R - TR ’g review of the H. B. Rob1nson and
Brunswick Security Plans L

Participants: o ',?;;.-NPC L v :
Co e e e R w. ﬁcPeek J M111er, n Neignbors

| LASL o
Boh! D Foster

:" oL MR A
3""Ea1ker, . Gibson, H. Banks "5

N

SRR Cfa//.ig-y
‘\

- Don Neighbors, Proaect Manager
- 7 . Operating Reactces Branch #1 ;
SN D?vasion of eperating Reactcrs ;
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Meeting Notice for
_Carolina Power & Light Company

 Docket
“NRC PDR
LOCAL PDR
ORB#1 Reading
~ NRR Reading
. G. Case
Stello
Eisenhut
R. Goller
Schwencer
Davis
Lear
Reid
Shao
Butler
Grimes
Baer
PrOJect Manager
Attorney, OELD
OI&E (3) :
0sD (3)
. B. Fau]kenberry, 1&E
E. L. Jordaon, I&E
Licensing Assistant
‘Receptionist, Bethesda
_Principal Staff Participants
R.. F. Fraley, ACRS (16)
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‘ UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

FEBRUARY 1§ 1974

Docket Nos. 50-261/324/325

MEMORANDUM FOR: A. Schwencer, Chief, Operating Reactors Branch #1, DOR

FROM: D. Neighbors, Project Manager, Operating Reactors
' Branch #1, DOR

SUBJECT: FORTHCOMING MEETING WITH CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT
COMPANY ON PHYSICAL SECURITY

Date & Time: Thursday, March 2, 1978
10:00 A.M.
- . Location: U.S. NRC Region II Headquarters
: 230 Peachtree Street, N. W.
Suite 1217

Atlanta, Georgia

Purpose: v To discuss the (10 CFR 73.55)
- review of the H. B. Robinson and
Brunswick Security Plans
Participants: ' NRC
. E. W. McPeek, J. Miller, D. Neighbors
LASL
D. Bohl, D. Foster

L
J. Walker, C. Gibson, H. Banks

&;c,\( . /':L«.;J//b[ iy

Don Neighbdrs, Project Manager
Operating Reactors Branch #1
Division of Operating Reactors
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