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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING SOARD

In the matter of

HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER ¢
S Docket No. 50-466 C?

(Allens Creek Nuclear Generating
Station, Unit 1)
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Joan 7. Dohersy, Interv.nor in the above 3-,ceedings files
the below coctentions with sur-orting statements., The su»porting
statements are to justify filing of tae contentiots under 10 R
2.714 (a).

Contention 43

Iatervenor coat2ands A:plicart'’s stainlsss steel components
including safety syctem piping, and nuclear steaa sudnly system
oiping will be coated and cl2ane’ with ccapounds that could
contriduteto corrosion, inte:pgranulir :rackiag or stress corrosion

racking. These compounds coantain chloridass, flourides, lead,
zinc, coprer, sulfur, or mersury which are leachadle or could bde

released by breakdown caused by radiation. Further, that .pplicart's

coating anl cleanin~s prosran should conforn to R2sulatory Guide
1.54, because craczking of piping has been obs>rved in several
General Zlectric Units ( i, e., Dusne irnold Ener~y Centar, 1978)
of gimilar construction to ACNGS. and,NUREG-0152, General Zlectric
3tandard Safety Analysis Renort, 7?g. 4=5, indicate the Genar a2l
Electric :osi*ian is to taka excedtisn to the smvisions of Rez-
ulatory Guide 1.54, (Febd. 8, 1977).

Susnortins statenent under 10 CFR 2,714 (a)

This contantion was not filed previously bhe:ause Inter venor
was unaware that stress corrosion cracikiaz ai it de due to factors
such as those mentioned is Reculatory Guide 1.54, or that “urther
analysis was n2eded to deteraine adiitional measures ts reduce
aczident probabilities such as those discussed in the Advisory
Comaittee on Reactor Safeguards report of August 15, 1979, on
2ise Craciting {n light-water reactors. (ACR3 Tezort to the
Commission, August 15, 1979). o other intervenor has raised
the soatings and cleaning compounds issues, althoush TexPIRG
has raised stress corrosion cracking. In view of the unresslred
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situation with regari to General Cllectric in GISS.R-233, and e g-
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e of value for the recor4.

ulatory Guide 1.54, the contentisa will
The issue does not appeir to de
Study Group current orogran.
as it is losically related t> TexI
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Contention 44

Interveaor contands the .CNGS desizn is unsafe against pive-
break accidents at pine craciks initiated by water hamner. Parther,
analysis of such an event is required to indicate what must be
done to cope with accidents caused b7y large dee» cracks in the
recirculation nipes such 2s tnose discovared at the Duane .rnold
Znerzy Center, in 1973. .iccording tc the 1973 WSC _innual Rw=or%
100 incidents involviaz water haam2r 2ave occured iz Hota WRs
and B'Rs. A recen% idvior= Comauittee on Reactor 3afesuards (ACRS)
renort to the Commission (luzust 16, 1979, indicates there is
nesd {or zore adecuate iaservice inmscectisn of »iniag including
feedwater and st2ax suorly »i-izg, resilual Leat rezaval svstea,
ECC3, containment s»ray systam, and servise water systens in
Buclear olants such as .ClG3.

Intervenor snnteais:

(a) Applizant should e reguired to anal7ze an datermine what
additional neasures may be taken to amisizass tha consequences
of water hanmer on system piping listed above, mad, . .

(b) Apolicant should be requirsd to analyze and detsrmine what
additional measuresmay be takan to mitigate the consegueacas
of water hamaer on system piping listed above which has suffemed
the various tyres of crackins observed in NURIG- 0531, and
NURZG-75/067, and. . .

(e) Applicant should be reguired to analyze and determine what
adiitional msasurss can reduce the arobability of an ewnt
where water hammer causes a cracked pipe to break.

Suonorting Stacement under "new evidence" and 10 CFR 2.714 (=)

Intervenor  iles tais coatention 01 the basis of naw evidence
coatained in the .\CRS renort to the Commission of August *5, '979,
Praviously, various sroups such as the Pi-e Crack Study Group,as
reported in NUREG-0531, appeared to have l:yed the problez of
pice crack to rest with various zetalurgical technigues. Housver,
the ACRS report is the first to link pine crack and water haomer
together, and Intervenor ccatends tzis justifies a late filing,

Howsver, to be certain, Intervenor submits reasons as recuired
under 10 CFR 2.714(a) why the content’sn is elizible for comsideration.
Intervenor subnits that TexPIRG Conteation #10 is %00 narrow to
include this matter and heuce without adnission here, it would go
uncontested. Pipge crack is a major concera of the IRZ, but 2sre
significant is ater Haamer vhich is in 3roun A of NRC unresolved
safety issues., It aope.rs ACRS revievw is w2inly centared on the
PUR with regard to water ha-ner, which means 3UR water hemmer should
have some forum, even if under the narrower question »ronosed here.
Consideration of an unresslved saZety issue is litaly to broaden the
nroce2dinss in a reassnable man 2r and that assst in developing a
sound record.

Resnectfully subaitted,
Enc.: "John P. Doherty’'s \mended Con-
tentions 4, 1% 20, :35,, John F. Doherty
with service list.
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