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March 16, 1984

Mr. Harold R. Denton, Director Serial Ko. 614A

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation NO/JHL:acws

Attn: Mr. James R. Miller, Chief Docket Nog. 50-338
Operating Reactors Brarch No. 3 £0-339
Division of Licensing wicense Nos. NPF-4

U. §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission NPF=7

Washington, D. C. 20555
Gentlemen:
VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY

NORTH ANNA POWER STATION UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2
REACTOR COOLANLT SYSTEM VENTS

In our letter dated June 9, 1983 (Serial No. 333A), Vepco submitted proposed
Technical Specification changes, for North Anna ‘nit Nos. | and 2, which were
related to the Reactor Vessel Head Venis (RVHV). In that letter, we stated
that che RVHV's were installed and considered operational but they remain
isolated by having the manual isolation valves closed. Further, fina!
implementation of these proposed Technical Specifications were to be
coordinated with the implementation of the revised emergency operating
procaedures prior to issuance of the amendment.

In our letter dated October 28, 1983 (Serial No. 614), Vepco reque-ted an
exemption from 10 CFR 50.44(c)(3)(ii1) for North Anna Unit Nos. 1 and 2,
because of a misinterpretation of the rule. Specifically the requirements for
procedures and the training of personnel to operate the RVHV's in accordance
with tlk» schedule provided in the rule was misunderstood. Vepco did not
intend on testing and providing formal procedures for the RVHV's until the
revised emergency operating procedures are implemented which 1is currently
scheduled for April 15, 1984, The RVHV's were functiunally tested but were
electrically discounected. We stated that in the event of an emergency, the
RVHV's coulu be energized and used with the guidance of generic procedures.

Our two previous letters do not provide a consistent status of the RVHV's at
North Anna Unit Noz, | and 2. The October 28, 1983 letter states that the
RVHV's were 1installed, operational, and functionally tested but were
electrically disconnected. That letter implied operability. Our eariier
letter of June 9, 1983 stated that the RVHV's were installed and operational,
but they remained isolated by having the manual isolation valves closed.
Having the manual isolaticn valves closed precludes cperation of the system
remotely.
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