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Mr, Harold D. Thornburg, Director
Division of Reactor Construction
Uffice of Inapection and Enforcement
U. 8. Nuclear Ragulatory Comuission
Vashington, D. C. 2055%5%

Per McCuire Nuclear Station
Units 1 and 2
Docket Nos. 50~369, 50-370

Dear Mr. Thorubury:

Your letter of August 1, 1979, requested a response which addressed the
following:

1) Revisions to the FSAR to clearly indicate the considerations maue in the
plant design to preclude entry of the apent fuel shipping cask into the
spent fuel pool and the status of the final design.

<) 'deasures taken to assure the saccuracy and completeness of all informa-
tion provided to the NRC.

With regard to item (1), it is our intention to revise the McGuire T'SAR to
reflect the results of cask drop evaluations for the NFS=4, NLT-1/2 and TN-8
truck casks. The analysis currently in the FSAR for a rail cask will be
deleted.

These changes will more accurately reflect the situation as far as near ternm
spent fuel handling at McCuire is concerned in that the only spent fuel ex-
pected to be shipped to or from McGuire is that generatred at our Oconee Sta-
tion and the above are the only casks which we currently regard as potential
candidates for this shipment. (Note that the storage of Oconee fuel at

McGuire is the subject of a LOCFR Part 70 licensing proceeding and is subject
of ougoing hearings before an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board.) These casks
way also be used for intre-station transfers of spent fuel st McGuire. Duke
does not currently own or have & lease for rail cask. At such time as a par-
ticular rsil cask is identified for use at McGuire, appropriate analyses will bs
performed and handling provisions will be made, as necessary, to assure that no
potentiai adverse cask drop consequances exist, If these snalyees identify a
need to modify any part of the design, appropriate design changes would be made
at that time,
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With regard to item (2), it is coneidered that an adequate program has existed
acd continues to exist to assure that accurate information is provided to NRC.
This program includes the following:

o Safety Analysis Reports and Environmental Reports chapters #fre
aspigned to responsible individuale to be prepared and reviewed
and approved internally by designated individuals.

e Correspondence is made to the NRC through the appropriate Vice-
Preeidents in Design Engineering and Steaw Production.

e licensing groups coordinate and handle questions, bulletinas,
svent reports with responsible individuals.

e Commitment and design deviation lists are used.
¢ Procedures exist for reporting under 10CFR50.55(e).

Rovever, to reiterate the importance of providing both accurate and completc
information, I {essued e policy letter ou January 23, 1979, in reference to
the Decewber 6, 1978 trunswittal from Mr. Harold R. Denton and Mr. John G.
Devis. My letter distributed the NRC letter to senior perscunel and directed
that employees working in the nuclear area be reminded of the requirement for
providing accurate and complete information to the NRC. New employees are to
be well indoctrinated in this policy.

I believe that Duke has done a good job in providing complete and accurate
informetion to the NRC and we will continug to do so in the future.

Very truly yours,

o

W. 5. Leae
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Duke Power Company Dockel Nos. 50-1'n
Attn: W, S, Lee, President 8§77 19
P. 0. Box 32189 ,

Chariotte, North Carolina 28242

Gentlemen:

This refers to an investigation beginning on April 21 and conn) ted on
Deeanber 6, 1578, by the NRC Regfon I1 Offfce of activities avthorized .y @
Construction Permit No:. CPPR-83 and CPPR-E4 fov the FeGuire facility, 1n
investigation results were discussed by James V. O'Reily, Region 11 Liiec.o: .
fn a meeting with Mr. L. C. Dail and others cf your starf on Januar- 5, 1473
This also refers to Duke letter dated Janusry 26, 1973, which discusses
patters involved in this investigation.

This fnvestigation was conducted to detarmine the facte involved 1n the
analysis of the hypothetical cask drop accident and the response to NRD quis-
tions submitted by Duke Power Company fn the McGuire Final Safaety Ancl .
Report (F3AR). The investigation consisted of selective examination o’ pr.r
dures and representative records and interview: with present ang forme
smployess. This fnvestigation and the circumstances acsociated with this cace
have been reviewed by the NRC Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation whic
fncluded reevaluation of your FSAR submit+a).

The investigation confirmed that the Duke response to the NRC in 1978 d'g rot
fnclude one postulated cask drop case that had been analyzed. 1% caleuie-
tions for that case (Case No. 3) indicated that the cas. could tal) 1nte tie
fuel pool given certain conservative assumptions regarding energy absorpitcn,

We recognize that the supervisor involved was acting within the Yimite o 41
authority and that his rejection of the results of using the cunnervative
assumptions of Case No. 3 was an exercise of his engireering judgment. WNe.ar-
theless, we belfeve that completeness and candor would have been detter cer. _g
by including a discussion of the rejected case in the Duke response to Lin(
even though the conciusions may have been unchanned.

The NRC regulator program is based on the premise that Information proyv:ce
by licensces 1s factual, complets, and supported by duta, records, calc g

* tions and judgment of technically qualified fndividuals. The review, evali -
tion and 1nspection processes fn the NRC'sg regulatory program ars based on
sarpling and auditing techniques designed to rely on the validity of th-:
premise. Inaccurate, incomplete, or omitted information could result 1n
decisions which adversely affect the healith and safety of the public., It .
therefore imperative that Ticensees exercise the utmest care in supplving
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information Lo the NRC. The necessity for accuracy and completenass must be
stressed throughout licensee organizations. This was emphasized to all utilfty
executives in a latter from the Acting Director of IE dated December 6, 1978.

In this casa, there 45 no tndication that the omission was a williful or
delfberate attempt to deceive the NRC. However, we believe 1t was not good

Judgment to omit all ‘nformation concerning Case No. 3 1n your response to the
\RC.

Juring the course of our frvestigation documents were found that had been
sltered. e did not establish that the documents had been altered to mislead
NRL.  Also, 1t appeared that the individual who made the alteration actec
alone.

In addition, we are disturbed with the implication contained in Duke's jetter
of January 26, 1979, to the Region 11 Director that the NRC staff should have
bee: aware of Duke's third analysis on the basis of FSAR Figure 9.1.2-1,

Quite apert from our disagreement with such an implication 1s our concern with
Lhe gtatement that Figure 9.1.2-1 1s the “precise drawing" for the third
anelysis. FSAR Figure 9.1.2-1 (Rev. 6) shows a €" overlap between the edge of
the cnss pit and the cask whereas the sketch for the third analysis dated

June 117 1975, on page 8 (Duke File No. AB 1000.08) shows no overlap between
the cask pit and the cask.

.t 1s requasted that you provide a written response to this Tetter within 20
days. Your response should provide revisions to the FSAR to clearly indicste
Lthe considerations made in the plant design to preclude entry of the spent fue)
thipping cask {nto the spent fuel pool and the status of the final design.

1t should also discuss measures YOou have taken to assure the accuracy and
completeness of a)l information provided to the NRC. Future fnspections wiil
determing the effectiveness of your corrective actions and what enfercement
actions, if any, are necessary to ensure future compliance {n this area.

Sigpéra!y.

Harold D. Thornbyrg, Director

Division of Reactor Construction
Inspection

Office of Inspection and Enforcement
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