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Dear Mr. Starostecki:

the problem concerning hydrostatic uplift pressure in the reactor building mat

design (55(e) - 84-04). This problem was reported via telecon to S. Collins
of your staff on January 30, 1984,

Enclosed is an interim 30-day report in accordance with 10CFR50.55(e) for

Very truly yours

i

CC/YWOA :( L
C. V. Mangan
Vice President

Nuclear Enainesring & licensirg

of Inspection and Enforcement
}«5. Nuclear Regqulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555
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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION
NINE MILE POINT UNIT 2
DOCKET NO. 50-410

Interim 30-Day Report for a Problem
Concerning Reactor Buil<ing
Fat Design
(55(e) - 84-04)

Description of the Problem

The reactor building mat design did not consider hydrostataic uplift pressure
because at the time it was believed that this pressure would not exist due to
the mat drainage system. However, during final design verification of the
mat, it was concluded that since the drainage pumps are non-Category I, the
hydrostatic uplift pressure should be included in the mat design. This
probler is still under investigation. A final report will be submitted by May
18, 1984,



