Commonweaith Edison

One First National Plaza. Chicago. lllinois

Address Reply ‘o Post Office Box 767
Chicago. lllinc s 60690

March 18, 1983 |

Director of Nuclear Reactor Reguiation
Attention: Mr. A. Schwencer, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 2

Division of Licensing

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washingcon, DC 20555

Subject: LaSalle County Station Unit 2
Potential License Conditions
NRC Docket No. 50-374

Reference: LaSalle County Station Unit 1, License
NPF-11, as amended through Amendment 12.

Dear Sir:

The purpose of this letter is to review the status of Unit 1
license ccnditions, as potentially applied to Unit 2 at LaSalle County
Station. The attachrant guotes each Unit 1 license condition and then
provides the status of implementation or Commonwealth Edison Company's
position on each condition as potentially applied to Unit 2.

In cases wnere an implementation date is stated this is the
current best estimate of completion date. For those items that are
classified as installed, documentation, corrections of deficiencies (if
any) and completion of testing is expected to be completed prior to Unit
2 license issue. This letter will be updated as the fuel load date
approaches.

Please note that the attachment contains the following official
requests by Commonwealth Edison Company regarding the Unit 2 license:

2.C.(1) - Maximum Power Level - Request for full power license issue
2.C.(25) - Fire Protection - Request for exemptions

2.C.(27) - Industrial Security - Request for exemptions

2.C.(34) Single Loop Recirculation - Reguest for permission

2,0, Cricicality Monitor - Request for exemption

Startup Testing Inerting - Requaest for exemption
License Expiration - Request for 40-year license.

——

To the best of my knowledge and belief the statements contained
herein and in the attachment are true and correct. In some respects
these statements are not based on my personal khowledge but upon informa-
tion furnisned by other Commonwealth Edison and contractor employees.
Such information has been reviewed in accordance with Company practice

and I pelieve it to be reliable.
Yoo '
S
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Director of NRR March 18, 1983

If there are any questions in this matter, please contact this
office.

Enclosed for your use are one (1) signed original and forty (40)
copies of this letter and the attachmen

Very truly yours,

OA}AMS,"lSB
C. W. Schroeder

Nuclear Licensing Administrator
1m

Attachment

cc: J. G. Keppler - RIII
NRC Resident Inspector - LSCS
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UNIT 1 - ! ICENSE CONDITIONS

2.C.(1) Maximum Power Level

The licensee is authorized to operate the facility at reactor
coolant core power levels not in excess of full power (3323
megawatts thermal).

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

Commonwealth Edison Company officially requests that the initial
Unit 2 license be issued for full power operation.




UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITIONS

2.C.(2) The Teckaical “pecifications contained in Appendix A, as revised
through Amendment No. 12, and the Environmental Protection Plan
contained in Apopendix B, are hereby incorporated in Lhe license.
The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the
Technical Specifications.

UNIT ? - STATUS/CECo POSITION

This is a standard license condition and should be included as
stated above, with the exception of the phrase "as revised through
Amendment No. 12."
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UNIT 1 -

LICENSE CONDITIONS

2.C.(3)

UNIT 2 -

Conduct of Work Activities During Fuel 'oad and Initial Startup

The licensee shall review by committee all Unit 1 Preoperational
Testing and System Demonstration activities performec¢ concurrently
with Unit 1 initial fuel loading or with the Unit 1 Startup Test
Program to assure that the activity will not affect the safe
performance of the Unit 1 fuel loading or the portion of the Unit
L Startup Program being performed. The review shall address, as

a minimum, systen interaction, span of crntrol, staffing, security
and health physics, with respect to performance of the activity
concurrently with the Unit 1 fueli loading or the portion of the
Unit 1 Startup Program being performed. The committee for the
review shall be composed of at least three members, knowledgeable
in the above areas, and who meet the qualifications for
professional-technical personnel specified by section 4.4 of ANSI
N18.7-1971. At least one of these three shall be a senior member
of the Assistant Superintendent of Operation's staff.

STATUS/CECo POSITION

1" above

6085N

A similar license condition is appropriate for Unit 2. All "Unit
should be changed to "Unit 2".



UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITIONS

2.C.(4) Resolution of Rebar Damage and Adequacy of Off-Gas Building Roof

The licensee shall complete its assessment of the rebar damaged
due to drilling and coring in concrote and the structural
adequacy of the nff-gas building roof. The results shall be
reported to the NRC staff for review and approval, prior to power
operation following initial criticality and zero power physics
testing.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

References (a): United States of America, Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, H. R. Denton,
Director, Director's Decision under 10 CFR 2.206,
DD-83-1, dated fFebruary 8, 1983.

(b): United States of America, Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, H. R. Denton,
Director, Director's Decision under 10 CFR 2.206,
DD-82-9, dated July 19, 1982.

(e): U.S. NRC Inspection Report Nos. 50-373/82-43 and
50-374/82-11 dated January 7, 1983,

The above References (a), (b), and (c) state the NRC's basis for
total closure of this issue for Unit 2. Trerefore, this condition should
not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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(a) Prior to criticality. the licensee shall submit for NRC
approval, a revised .ist of safety-related snubbers to be
contained in Table 3 7.9-1 of the Technical Specifications
to include such snuboers on lines 3 inches in diameter or

(b) Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the
licensee shall provide, as necessary, a revision to the
Technical Specifications to remove snubters that are
determined to be unnecessary and replace them with rigid

This list is currently in preparation for Unit 2 and Commonwealth
Edison expects to submit this list to the NRC prior to license
issue. Therefore, this condition should not appear in the Unit 2

UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITIONS
2.C.(5) Snubbers
less.
strut and rod assemolies.
UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION
(a)
license.
(b)
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The initial snubber reduction program is expected to be completed
prior to Unit 2 license issue. The overall program is not
expected to be completed until prior to startup after the first
reIueling outage. Therefore, the same license is appropriate for
Unit 2.



UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITIONS

2.C.(6)

UNIT 2 -

Deferred Preoperational Deficiencies

The licensee shall satisfactorily resolve those deficiencies
which were deferred from the preoperational testing program on a
schedule that shall assure that the capability of a system
required to be cperable by Technical Specificetion is not
degraded.

STATUS/CECo POSITION

6085N

The same license condition is appropriate for Unit 2.




UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(7) Surveillance of Tendons

(Section 3.8.1*%, SSER #3)

Prior to full pPower, the licensee shall supply the predicted

lift-off forces requi-e

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

These tables have been
provided to the NRC prior to lic
should not appear in the Unit 2

d to complete Tables 4.6.1.5-1
cal Specifications.

pPrepared for Unit 2 and are ex

and

pected to be

ense issue, Therefore, this condition

license.
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UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(8) Masonry Wall (Section 3.8.3, SER, SSER #2)

Based on the findings of our preliminary review of the licensee's
submittals and its commitments related to masonry wall evaluation,
the followinr actions are required by the licensee:

(a) The present fixes for modifications implemented shall not
preclude the option of implemeting additional modifications
ifidir?cted by our future review of the licensee's design
criteria

(b) Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the
licensee shall resolve the differences between our interim

criteria and the criteria used by the licensee to the
satisfaction of the staff and shall implement the required

wall fixes or mrdifications that might resuit from such a
resolution.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

References (a): D. L. Peoples letter to D. G. Eisenhut, dated July 8,
1980 in response to Information Request on Category I
Masonry Walls Employed by Plants under C” and OL review,
dated April 21, 1980.

(b): L. O. DelGeorge letter to B. J. youngblood dated February
4, 1981, in response to the Request for Additional
Information on Category I Masonry Wall Design, dated
January 19, 108l.

(c): L. O. DelGeorge letter to A. Schwencer, dated April 24,
1981 providing response to R. L. Tedesco letter to J. S.
Abel, dated March 2, 1981, requesting additional
information in the design of concrete ma-conry walls fo-
LaSalle County Station, Units 1 ard 2.

(d) C. W. Schroeder letter to R. D. Walker dated February 24,
1982, providing "Final Report in Response to NRC IE
Bulletin 80-11, Masonry wWall Design for LaSalle County
Station."

(e) C. W. Schroeder letter to A. Schwencer dated December 9,
1982 providing "LaSalle County Station Units 1 and 2
Reevaluation of Safety-Related Concrete Masonry Walls."

References (a), (b), (c), (d), and (e) have providec Commonwealth
Edison Company's input on this topic. The NRC has not provided any input
to Commonwealth Edison Company for LaSalle County Station since the
submittal of Reference (d) one year ago. As stated in Reference (e), which
was submitted three months ago:




"Commonwealth Edison Company urges the NRC to conclude their
review of this matter no later than June, 1983. Delay of resolution of
this issue beyond that time may preclude completion of Commonwealth Edison
review, design, procurement, and installation of any required fixes or
modifications by the startup following the first refueling outage, which
is currently scheduled for Fall, 1984." This same philosophy applies to
Unit 2. Commonwealth Edison Company believes that the NRC should concur
that the actions already taken are sufficient and no further action is

required.

Commonwealth Edison Company continues to object to the concept of
the imposition of license conditions for which resolution is not within
the direct control of Commonwealth Edison. The startup of a unit
following the first refueling outage should not be constrained because the
NRC may not have completed their review on a schedule to permit licensee
action. Therefore, this congition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(9)

UNIT 2 -

Inservice Testing of Pumps and Valves (Section 3.9.6, SER)

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a, the relief that the licensee has
requested from the pump and valve testing requirements of 10 CFR
Part 50, Section 55.55 (g)(2) and (g)(a)?i) is granted for that
portion of the initial 120-month period during which we complete

our review.

STATUS/CECo POSITION

Commonwealth Edison Company expects to submit the Unit 2 IST

program prior to Unit 2 license issue. The same license condition is
appropriate for Unit 2.
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UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(10) Dynamic Qualification (3.10, SER, SSER #1, SSER #2)

(a) Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the
licensee shall complete any modifications or replacement of
equipment as a result of the fatigue evaluation. 1In the
interim, the licensee shall document the occurrence of every
safutx relief valve actuation into the suppression pool, the
associated cumulative damage factors calculated for typical
representative equipment and kept up-to-date, and report to
NRC any malfunction of equipment that occurs due to any
safety relief discharge.

(b) Prior to startup after the first refueling outaye, the
licensee shall replace or modify the NSSS equipment
(intermediate range monitor, C51-K-601A/H and two-inch
air-operated globe valve, Cl1-F0ll) if the results of the
requalification tests indicate either change is required.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

References (a): C. E. Sargent letter to A. Schwencer dated December 15,
1981, LaSalle County Station Units 1 and 2, SQRT Status
Keport and NRC Requested Information.

(b): C. E. Sargent lettsr to A. Schwencer, dated February 9,
1982, "LSalle County Station Units 1 and 2, SQRT Status
Report, Volume 12.

a) Reference (a) provided the following:

1. ASME - TGDA draft document dated 10-09-73, a fatigue evaluation
for seismic loading.

2. A topical report by Sargent & Lundy "Fatigue CTonsiderations in
Equipment Qualification." Ths report was providec to the NRC-SQRT
audit members during the SQRT audit of LaSalle in 1980.

3. Fatigue Analysis Reports on LPCS pump consisting af:

a) LPCS Dynamic Analyis Report (from which the
loads are taken)
b) The fatigue evaluation report.

This evaluation package required no modifications or replacement of
equipment. Commonwealth Edison Company has received no input from the NRC
on this topic during the past 14 months. The requirementc of this
condition were met prior to Unit 1 license issue. Therefore, this
condition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.




b) Reference (b) provided the acceptable qualification results for the
IRM (Intermediate Range Monitor) two months prior to the Un‘t 1
license issue date. Therefore, this oart of the condition should not
have appeared in the Unit 1 license and should not appear in the Unit
2 license. The two inch air operated globe valves EEE-FUII and

- 2 hava been eliminated on Unit 2 and have been replaced by four
other qualified valves as »art of the Scram Discharge Volume madifica-

tion. Those four valves have been installed. Therefore, this
condition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(11) Environmental Qualifications (Section 3.11, SER, SSER #1, 35SER
022

(a)

(b)

No later than March 31, 1985, the lic2nsee shall be in
compliance with the provisions of NUREG-0588, "Interim Staff
Position on Environmental Qualification of Safety-Related
Electrical Equipment", for safety-related electrical
equipment exposed to a harsh eavironment.

Complete and auditable records must be avaliable and main-
tained at a central location which describe the environmen*al
qualification methods used for all safety-related electrical
equipment in sufficient detail to document the degree of
compliance with NUREG-0588. Such records shall be updated
and maintained current as equipment is replaced, further
tested, or otherwise further qualified to document complete
compliance no later than March 31, 1985.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

The environmental qualification program for LaSalie County

Station is common to both units. Commonwealth Edison Company is currently
working on a schedule to meet the March 31, 1985, date. Unforeseen
equipment qualification failures could result in the need for a case-by-
case consideration as the due date approaches.

6085N



UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(12) Seismic and Lass-of-Coolant Accident Loads (Section 4.2.3.4,

2 2 #2)

(a) By July 30, 1982, the licensee shall submit to NRC a
complete description of the analytical methods along with
all analytical results necessary to show that LaSalle fully
meets the criteria of Appendix A to the Standard Review
Plan, Section 4.2 (NUREG-0800) with regard to fuel assembly
liftoff.

(b) Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the
review of the fuel assembly liftoff issue must be
satisfactorily resolved to the satisfaction of the staff.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo FOSITION

a)

License condition C.2.(12) treats the fuel assembly response to
combined LOCA and seismic loads. The SER acknowledged GE's topical
report NEDE-21175P on fuel lift-off but took exception to the fact
that the conclusion of adequacy was based on an early conservative
analysis. NRC's consultant on this generic issue had been working
directly with GE on a more refined model on which the Commission was
awaiting a generic response. Because the g-loading at LaSalle was
significantly less than that needed to exceed allowable stresses or
exceed the lift-off gap, the first conclusion in the SER was that
future calculations would confirm the initial conclusion of adequacy
for LaSalle, therefore the issue was resolved for LaSalle.

Subsequently in SSER #1, the staff reviewer quoted the results of a
consultant's appraisal (Idaho National Engineering Laboratory Report,
EGG-EA-5151, "GE Fuel Assembly Lift-Off", May 1980) as suggesting that
significant l1ift-off was unlikely. Acknowledgment was also made of
GE's June 8, 1981 LaSalle evaluation that the amount of lift-off was
not sufficient to disengate the fuel from the lower tie-plate. A
reiteration was made that this issue was considered resolved for
LaSalle.

However, as a result of a preliminary analysis by a staff reviewer on
GE's generic submit:al, the staff held the generic issue open into
late 1980 with the expectation that GE's refined model would be
reported in a topcial generic licensing report. When this report was
delayed by higher priority work, the staff reviewer requested
confirmation of the LaSalle lift-off conclusion based on the newer GE
model. This was provided on June 8, 1981 by CECo. In SSER #2 the NRC
concluded that, because the model was not describec on the LaSalle
docket and because the generic issue could not be resolved until GE
provided the generic repo:st with the actual computer model, this issue
would become a condition of license for LaSalle. GE's topical report
was scheduled for submittal in July 82, much too late for the initial
license for fuel load of LaSalle Unit 1. CECo then arranged for a

confirmatory engineering submittal for the Unit 1 license.




b)

On February 24, 1982 CECo provided confirmatory engineering results
for fuel lift-off for LaSalle calculated wiith the improved GE model.
Also, technical model details were provided sufficient to descibe the
inputs, constraints, modeling considerations, etc., which pertained Lo
the improved GE model. The conclusions remainecd the sare and the
methodology was adequately described to permit a critical analysis of
its validity and ac.uracy. .he Commission reviewer did not find this
adeyuate or inadequate but iterated the obvious concluszion that
LaSalle was serving as leverage to obtain the revised model in a
generic report from GE; the condition of license had been met but was
to he retained until the topical report was received by the NRC
generic reviewer.

NEDE-21175-3P (GE Prcprietary), tne revised BWR fuel assembly report
for BWR 4/5/6 was transmitted to NRC on July 30, 1982 for the LaSalle
docket. By letter of July 27, 1982 the same report was submitted by
GE to J. F. Quirk, the generic reviewer. This report provided the
analytical results for the various BWR's and tabulated the wide
margins of safety against lift-off. It also inclucded the analytical
methodology for which LaSalle license condition 2.C.(12) had been
retained. This response met the scheduled deadline; however, to date,
no acknowledgement of the fulfillment of this condition has been
received by Edison.

Based upon the fact that (1) the calculated stresses and the margin
fer assembly lift-off at LaSalle have never been part of the issue and
based upon the fact that (2) several LaSalle submittals established
insignificance of fuel lift-off and (3) that the details of the model
have been provided on the LaSalle docket as well as via the generic
submittal, it is concluded that license condition 2.C.12(a) in NPF-11
has been completely fulfilled. 1It, therefore, should not appear in
the Unit 2 license.

No LaSalle specific contact has been made by the NRC on this tooic
during the seven months that have elapsed since Condition 2.C.(12).(a)

was met for the Lasalle Unit 1. Commonwealth Edison Company continues
to object to the concept of imposition of license conditions for which
resolution is not within the direct control of Commonwealth Edison.
The startup of a unit following the first refueling outage should not
be constrained because the NRC may not have completed their review on
a schedule to permit licensee action. Therefore, this condition
should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(13) Surveillance of Control Blade (Section 4.2.3.14, SER)

I.E. Bulletin No. 79-26, Revision 1, "Boron Loss from BWR
Control Blades," describes certain actions to be taken by

licensees to determine boron loss from BWR control blades. The
licensee shall comply with items 1, 2 and 3 of this bulletin and

submit a written response on item 3 within 30 days after plant
startup following the first refueling outage.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

Commonwealth Edison Company is participating in the GE BWR
generic program on Control Rod Blade Surveillance and believes this is the
appropriate forum for resolution of the topic with the NRC. The redundant
information gathering exercise required by this condition is an
inappropriate topic for a license condition. Therefore, this condition
should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 LICENSE - CONDITION

2.C.(l4) Scram Discharge Volume (Sections 4.6.2, SER and 6.3.2.3, SSER #2

(a) Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the
licensee shall incorporate the following additional
modifications into the scram discharge volume systum:

(i) Redundant vent and drain valves, and

(ii) Diverse and redundant scram instrumentation for each
instrumented volume, including both delta pressure
sensors and float sensors.

(b) Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the
licensee shall complete system or procedural modifications,
if required, 2s a result of the staff's completion of its
review of the licensee's response to NUREG-0803.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

(a) Commonwealth Edison Company currently expects that these
medifications will be completed prior to Unit 2 license issue.

(b) Commonwealth Edison Company is awaiting the completion of the review
by the NRC on this topic. Commonwealth Ediscn Company continues to
object to the concept of imposition of license conditions for which
resolution is not within the direct control of Commonwealth Edison.
The startup of a unit following the first refueliny outage should
not be constrained because the NRC may not have completed their
reviewed on a schedule to permit license action. Therefore, this
condition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(15) Low Pressure in Pump Discharge of the Control Rod Drive (Section
4.6.2, SSER #2)

Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the
iicensee shall install instrumentation for an automatic
scram that would shut down the reactor in the event of low
control rod drive pump discharge pressure to be activated
during startup and refueling modes only.

UNIY 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

The same license condition is appropriate for Unit 2.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(16) Containment Long Term Program Load Specifications (6.2.1.1. SSER
L)

Prior to October 1, 1982, the licensee shall submit its
confirmatory assessment of the containment design adequacy
for pool dynamic loads (chugging, vent lateral and diaphragm
reverse pressure) ceveloped in conjunction with the Long
Term Program and reported in NUREG-0808.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

Reference (a): C. W. Schroeder letter to A. Schwencer dated September
24, 1982, LaSalle County Station Units 1 and 2, Design
Assessment Report, Revision 10.

License Condition 2.C.(16) was fulfilled by Reference (a).
Therefore, this condition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(17)

2.C.(17)

DELETED

Pressure Interlocxs on V lves Interfacing at Low and High

Pressure (Section 6.3.4, SSER #2)

Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the licensee
shall implement isolation protection in conformance to the
requirements of Section 6.3 of the Standard Review Plan against
overpressurization of the low pressure emergency core cooling
systems (RHR/LPCI and LPCS) at the high and low pressure
interface containing a check valve and a closed motor-operated
vaive,

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

Commonwealth Edison Company currently expects that this

modification will be completed on Unit 2 prior to Unit 2 license issue.
Therefore, this condition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(18) Compliance with Reqgulatory Guidje 1.97 (Sections 7.5.2, SER)

By July 1, 1982, the licensee shall provide a plan for
implementing mooifications necessary to comply with Revision
2 of Regulatory Guide 1.97, "Instrumentation for Light Wwater
Cooled Nuclear Power Plants to Assess Plant Conditions
During and Following an Accident," dated December 1980.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

Reference (a): C. W. Schroeder letter to A. Schwencer dated June 29,
1982, LaSalle County Station Units 1 and 2, Compliance
with Regulatory Guide 1.97.

Reference (a) fulfilled the requirements of License Condition
2.C.(18) for Units 1 and 2. Therefore, this condition should not appear
in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(19)

Additional Instrumentation and Control Concerns (Section
i T dels

The licensee shall resolve the following concerns to the NRC
staff's satisfaction prior to startup after the first refueling
outage:

(a) whether common electrical power sources or sensor
malfunctions may cause multiple control systems failures, and

(b) whether high energy line breaks will result in unacceptable
consequential control system failures.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

LaSalle responses tn these questions were previously submitted

to the NRC as follows:

1.

By letter of September 30, 1981 Edison provided an "Assessment
to Justify Interim Operation" of LaSalle (Rev. 0) pending
completion of the requalification of safety-related equipment in
potentially harsh environments. Subseguent discussion with
"Component Application Statements" (see below) based on failure
mode analyses of the safety equipment and its supporting
equipment.

The "Ninety Day Report" was submitted on July 28, 1982 in
response to Appendix C of SSER #2. This composite report
responded to Appendix C requests for information; included an
updated version of the "Assessment to Justify Interim Operations"”
with its Appendix F (as Volume II) that presented the component
application statements for the mitigating equipment which could
potentially experience a harsh environment. The methodology
used in these extensive reports included considerations of a)
failure effects on other safety systems; b) failure effects on
other non-safety systems; c) failure effects of power supplies
and other supporting equipment (pneumatic, structural
structural, etc.); d) failure effects from external events,
accidents, transients, etc.; and e) effects of worst single
failure criterion. The failure effect of misleading the
operator was discussed in the "Component Application Statements™
for each safety-related device potentially exposed to harsh
environments. Alsoc, Section C of the basic report responded to
NRC questions posed from the earlier Rev. 0 submittal identified
in the first paragraph above.



b I FSAR Amendment 60 (March 82) included amplified responses to IE
Notice 79-22 concerning potential effects of HELB-caused non-
safety system failures on required safety-related systems. The
LaSalle response is documented in FSAR response to Questions
0*1.28%. Because the related Question 031.289 addres:ced the
same type of potencial failue propagation between non-safety and
safety-related controls and sensors as caused by common power
supply problems/failures, that enumeration was also included as
Part B to the 031.288 writeup. See also the response to
Q031.289.

4, FSAR Amendment 62 (December 82) provided responses to NRC
questions 031.290 through 031.296 which addressed the hypothesis
of multiple control system failures or cummon power/sensor
losses due to HELB (including LOCA's). Upstream propagation of
power equipment failures was considered also. Informational
copy of these responses was provided by CECo letter of October
6, 1982 to Mr. A. Schwencer.

5. FSAR Appendix C addressed the location and extent of HELB events
outside primary containment ana possible mechanical effects
resultinn therefrom. Design of physical constraints, layout of
piping and equipment exclusion zones resulted from this design
consideration. Physical separation of redundant systems is a
design feature of the cubicilized LaS«¢1lle plant.

The above references substantiate the conclusion that the results
of multiple failures of non-safety related control systems-whether caused
by HELB events, power/sensor failures or postulated safety system failures
do not lead to results beyond those bouncing events in Chapter 15 of the
FSAR. All of the above referenced hypotheses are included within the
context of the Nuclear Safety Operation Analysis (NSOA) of FSAR Appendix D
which was used originally to identify the boundiing BWR accident cases.
Nothing new has been added except detailed interpretations on that funda-
mental safety analyses.

Inasmuch as four separate LaSalle analyses have addressed the
issue of multiple failures at plant level (layout, separation), at system
level, at component level, and at FEMA level (circuitry) and because no
consequence has been found that exceeds that bounding accident cases of
Chapter 15 of the LaSalle FSAR, it can be concluded that License Condition
2.C.(19) on NPF-11 has been fulfilled for Units 1 and 2. Therefore, this
condition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(20) Low and/or Degraded Grid Voltage (Section 8.2.2.2, SER)

The licensee shall install a seconc¢ level of undervoltage
protection prior to startup after the first refueling outage.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

Commonwealth Edison Company is attempting to complete this item
prior to Unit 2 license issue. There are, however, potential hardware and
delivery problems. 1If this item is not completed prior to Unit 2 license
issue, the same license condition is appropriate for Unit 2.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.L.(21) Reliability of Diesel-Generators (Sections 8.3.1.1, SER and
9.6.3.4, §ER)

Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, the licensee

shall implement the follouin? design modifications with respect
to diesel-generator reliability:

(a) A heavy duty turbocharger gear drive assembly be installed
on the diesel-generators.

(b) A prelube pump, powered from a reliable direct current power
supply, be installed in the system to operate in parallel

dry-starting of the diesel-engine.

(c) Controls and monitoring instrumentation be removed from the
engine and engine skid, except Instruments Qualified for
this location. The non-gqualified control and monitoring
instruments shall be installed on a free standing floor
mounted panel and located on a vibration free floor area.
If the floor is not vibration free, the panel shall be
equipped with vibration mounts.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

(a) Commonwealth Edison Company does not eéxpect to complete this item on
Unit 2 prior to license issuye. The same license coendition is
appropriate for uUnit 2.

(b) This item has been the subject of several submittals and telecons
between CECo and the NRC. Commonwealth Edison Company, in conjunction
with the supplier and manufacturer, continue to believe that the

(c) Commonwealth Edison Company does not expect to complete this item on
Unit 2 prior to license issue. The same license condition is
appropriate for uUnit 2.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(22)

Direct Current Power Systems (Section 8.3.1.2, SER)

Prior to startup after the first refueling outage for the 125
and 250-volt direct current systems for Divisions : and 2 and
the i125-voit Division 3 direct current svstem, the following
additional instrumentation shall be provided in the control
room: (1) Battery current (ammeter-charge/ discharge), (2)
Battery charger output voltage (voltmeter), (3) Battery charger
output current (ammeter), (4) Battery high discharge rate alarm,
and (5) Battery charger trcuble ala*m. 1In the interim, the
licensee shall implement approved procedures to monitor battery
current, battery charger output voltage, and batter charger
output current at the local panels at least once per eight hour
shift.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

Commonwealth Edison Company is attempting to complete this item

prior to Unit 2 license issue. There are, however, potential hardware and
delivery problems. If this item is not completed prior to Unit 2 license
issue, the same license condition is appropriate for Unit 2.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(23)

Reactor Containment Electrical Penetrations (Section 8.4.1, SER)

Prior to startup after the first refueling outage, a redundant
fault current device (circuit breakers or fuses) shall be
provided on ez:h penetrating circuit that would limit a fault
current surge to be less than the surge for which the
penetration is qualified except for low energy (milliamps)
instrument systems.

UNIT 2 - STATUS/CECo POSITION

This change has been installed on Unit 2. Therefore, this

condition should not appear in the Unit 2 license.
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UNIT 1 - LICENSE CONDITION

2.C.(24) Sepsration of Class 1E and Non-Class lE Cable Trays (Section
8.4.6.1, SER, SSER #1, SSER #2)

Prior to st<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>