August &, 1975

Mr, D. L, Ziemann, Chief

Operating Reactors Branch # 2 't

Division of Reaztor Licensing v ‘.
U, 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission : -:”
Washington, DC 20555 A - ///

Dear Mr, Ziemann:

MONTICELLO NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT
Docket No, 50-263 License No., DPR-22

License Amendment Request Dated August &, 1975

This letter is to supplement our July 9, 1975 response to your letters concerning
ECCS analyses. On December 27, 1974, you sent to us an Order for Modification of
License for the Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant, which requested reanalyses of
the Monticello ECCS performance and submittal of appropriate proposed Technical
Specification changes by July 9, 1975, using revised criteria. On April 24, 1975,
you expanded th2 above analyses to include certain comsiderations for manually
controlled, electrically operated valves, Your June 18, 1975 letter identified
additional required information for ECCS analyses.

Our July 9, 1975 letter provided the ECCS analyses as received from our reactor
vendor without our review, We have now had the opportunity to review the analyses,
evaluate conformance to the above documents and prepare the appropriate Technical
Specification change reque.t. The ECCS analyses which are the bases for the Tech-
nical Specification chanpe are attached as BExhibit C of this submittal., It is
essentially the same 45 that submitted on July 9, 1975, with the exception of minor
corrections throcughout the report and insertion of non-proprietary versions of the
proprietary figures, We believe that we have compliedwith your April 24, 1975
letter in full. We Liave reviewed the ECCS analyses submitted July 9, 1975, and
have commui..cated with General Electric, who performed the analyses, to determine
the extent ro which that evaluation complies with the 'required information" identi-
fied by your June 18, 1975 letter. Five areas warranting further discussion are
18 follows (Item numbers correspond to those iu the June 18, 1975 letter):

ltem II1 The analyses only investigate & loss of coolant

accident initiated during operation with both recirculation

pumps; single loop flow is no. specifically analyzed. We

are presently discuseing with General Electric their capabi-

lities and scheduling for providing this aspect of the

analyses, It should be noted that partial loop operation is

provided primarily for times of forced maintenance, The

1ikelihood of the LOCA event simultaneous with partial loop o=l 8
operation is very remote.
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Mr. D. L. Ziemann 3 August &, 1978

parte of our License Ameninent Request (Dated August 20, 1974) which are still
applicable., At the present time we are restricted by the legal operating limits
identified in your December 27, 1974 Order which do rot appear in the Monticello
Technical Specification, We believe it is imprudent to operate for an extended
period of time under this arrangement, We request that a single set of MAPLHGR
curves be issued for Technical Specifications and that other peripheral require-
ments be eliminated as soon as possible, We stand ready to be of assistance to
you in thie effort,

Yours very truly,

i 0
L. O, Maver, PE
Manager, Nuclear Support Services

LOM/MHV /deb

¢c: J. G, Keppler

G. Charnoff

MPCA

Attn: J. W. Feruan

MECCA

Attn: H. . vogpel
City of St, Paul
Attn: D, L. Ficker
§. J. Cadler
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