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ATTACHMENT
DUKE POWER COMPANY
MCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

NRC QUESTION 1

The TS amendment request of June 7, 1990 indicated that the approval was required
in order to avoid a possible mid=cycle shutdown to reload ice. Given the current
condition for operability on the ice condenser U-Bolts to Ilimit ice basket
weighing and maintenance, is this amendment still required on the same schedule
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The amendment request is still required. The latest projections indicate that
the worst case sub~group average ice weight for unit 1 will be below the current
acceptable 1imits by mid=June, 1991, thus requiring a unit shutdown.

In short, the Condition for Operability on the ice condenser U=Bolts is that if
the basket is shaken free, for what ever reason, the U-Bolts integrity needs to
be verified by testing. If the unit is shutdown as required by the Technical
Specification Action Statement, and if the baskets are shaken free, then the test
would be performed to verify the integrity of the U-Bolts.

NRC QUESTION 2

Given the similar designs between Catawba and McGuire, why is ice sublimation an
apparently bigger problem on McGuire than Catawba such that McGuire requires an
ice weight reduction? Are the sublimation rates different?
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The sublimation rates at McGuire are greater than those at Catawba. This is
based on measured data from both plants. The reasons for the differences is not
known at this time. This issue is being investigated as part ¢f our plan to
improve the overall reifability of McGuire's Ice Condenser.



NRC QUESTION 3




NRC QUESTION 4

Is ice bed ice weight the only parameter changed between the attachment ZA and
2B anaiysis? I(f) not, please identify those parameters that were changed.
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The only input parameter tnat is different between the two analyses is the ice
bed ice weicht. As such, the resuits fiom the analyses are slightly different,
but in both cases the results met all acceptance criteria.



