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Division of Licensing \ =, g, o g
U. S. Nuclear Regualatory Commission X B ity T
Washington, D. C. 20555
Dear Mr. Tedesco: Y THRI S

SUBJECT:

Grand Gulf Nuclear Station
Units 1 and 2

Docket Nos: 50-416 and 50-417
File: 0260/0277/1.-860.0
Equipment Qualification
AECM-81/365

The purpose of this letter is to document the telephone discussions
of September 21, 1981, between Mr. Di Benecetto and Mr. Kennedy of y.ur
Equipment Qualification Branch and our Mr. T. M. Johnson. It is our
understanding that the Equipment Qualification audit for Grand Gulf will
be held October 19 through October 22, 1981,

If you have any questions, please advise.

Yours truly,

/2///4'4.@_ *,

. F. Dale
Manager of Nuclear Services
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cc: Mr. N. L. Stampley
Mr. R. B. McGehee
Mr. T. B. Conner
Mr. G. B, Taylor

Mr. Victor Stello, Jr., Director
Office of Inspection & Enforcement
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555
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discussed below, it was

tober 19 through October 22

Qualification files should be developed in an improved forr it as was
discussed and presented by General Electric in a Sept. 18, 198! meeting
with the staff. MP&L committed to have the NSSS qualification records in
such a format by audit time for components which are qua'ified at that

: .

time. For components which are not yet qualified, these records will be
similarly improved prior to final qualification.

Equipment walkdowns should be performed as necessary to ensure that the
component insta is the same as the component evaluated. Both BWR's
audited to da . re found to have erroneous equipment lists, and this is

t dlliure.
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prior to the audi /hich is presently quali-
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inspected prior to t! 'y MP&L's qualification

Gl

ted to have a documented and defined walkdown program substan-
t

e modified to reflect nding a ne ion
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yrevious walkdowns, provided details on how

588 submittal) has been

ishing interim operation ification ailure mode and
effects analysis (FMEA) will be required confirm in im operation
MP&L can demonstrat irough LOC: 2sting that the
onent is not expected to fail.

K i fipcari mlaoce
justification iess

Interface Components:
ve interim operation justified by it time, or a plan to
testing is to be performed prior te fuel load to demon-
interim operation justification, then FMEA is not required. If

A testing will be completed after fuel load r if testing does not
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ate operability under a LOCA, then FMAE is required y-ior to fuel

ified 1ife calculations:
Any analysis which demonsirates very limited qualified life (due to
conservative assignment of activation energies) should be supplemented

34 sd At e d4anal analvad 1 IRC et a4 sl ) ind etand ala
with additional analvysis. | NRC staff does not want to find stand alone

calculations which demonstra a qualitied life of 27 days, etc.

The additionsl analysis should comp * the material to another material of
similar characteristics (resiliency, elo itions, etc.) with a known
activatiocn energy, and then a more realistic qualified life should be

assigned.




