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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION

NIAGARA ~ MOHAWK

GOO 2:RIK 6OULEVARO WEST

SYRACUSE, N.Y. I3202

November 3, 1976

Director of'uclear Reactor Regulation
Attn: Mr. George Lear,

Chief'peratingReactors Branch ¹3
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Re: Nine Mile Point Unit 1
Docket No. 50-220

DPR-63
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Dear Mr. Lear:

During meetings with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
staff on July 7, 1976 and August 19, 1976, the Mark I

Owners'roup

presented its proposal for the Mark I Containment Long
Term Program. The first task in this program was t'e develop-
ment of the "Program Action Plan." This has .been prepared by
General Electric and submitted to the Commission by a letter
from Mr. L. J. Sobon (General Electric). to Mr. V. Stello
(Commission) dated October 29, 1976. We have reviewed this
Action Plan and conclude that it will generate the information
necessary to complete the evaluation for Nine Mile Point Unit

or emphas'f'he overall program such
rsus 8 1 ificati ons.
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This Program Action Plan has been prepared as an inte-
grated source of information in terms of specific tasks, objectives,
and acti vi ty scheduling that will lead to the generation of a MarkI Load Definition Report (LDR). This Action Plan contains
descriptions of the tasks outlined for the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission staff at the July and August meetings. Also,
considerati on is being given to a full-scale two-dimensional
steam test in response to Mr. K. R. Goller's (Commission)
September 19,.1976 letter to Mr. D. Galle (Chairman, Mark I
Owners'roup). This consideration includes an assessment of
the ability to obtain representative data from other sources,
including reduced scale testing. The Program Action Plan report
is structured so that it can be periodically updated to reflect
the precise direction
as load mitigation ve
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As a member of the /Sark 2'ynerp<'roup, ye have
dzrected General E1ectigc to pzoceed yzt5 t pctivztzes as
defined Xn the PrograJtt Action Plqn hand to perform the test
Saczl~ty d~ggn andfor t~ p24~ny for tasks wEU',ch have
tentative completzon date@ gndgcated, The Loqd g)efinztzon
Report CLDRE that wz22 be genezated gr'om thzs pzogram wz22 be
utzlzzed to complete the evaluation og one gfa',2e Point Vnzt 2,
Ye ~222 be actzvely znvolved during the program so that our
plant uru.que evaluatzon can be completed and structural
modhficationsl zf required, can be implemented at the earliest
practzcal opportunity. Ve expect to be able to document the
fina1 evaluation report wzthzn three months after the Hark

2'oadDefinition Report zs zssued by tEte Mark Z Owners'roup.

Vezy truly yours,
NZRGAM MOEQYK POHER CORPOKlTZON

., g, gchneidez
Vice President - Electric Production
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