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EVALUATION OF LICENSEE'S RESP 0NSES TO IE ?ULLETINS
l

79-05A .aND 79-05A REVISION 1
|

AND NUREG-0737 ITEM II .K.1

JOSEPH M FARLE7 NUCLEAR PLANT, UNIT NO. 1
i

DOCKET NO. 50-348 -

.

INTRODUCTION-

Ey letters dated April 12 and April 18, 1979, we transmitted our Office of
Inspection and Enforcement (IE) Bulletins No. 79-05A and 79-05A (Revision 1),
respectively, to the Alabama Power Company (the licensee). These bulletins
specified actions to be taken by the licensee to avoid accurrence of an event
similar to that.wh'ch oucurred on March 23, 1979, at Three Mile Island, Unit

~

'

No. 2 (TMI-2). By letter dated April 24, 1979, the licensee provided its
'

response to the aforementioned bulletins 'cr Joseph M. Farley duclear plant,
Nc 1. By letter dated ''. y 22, 1979 we provided to all licensee's our prelim-

,

inary review of the licensee respenses. In that letter we scheduled and held
a' meeting en May 30, 1979 with owners having Westinghcuse desigr.ed nuclear
supply systems. Subsequently, the if censee su;plerented its respchse by letters
dated June 22 and August 28, 1979, prcviding clarification and elaboration of
certain of the Eulletin Action Items in respense to our expressed ccncerns.
?y letter dated January 11, .981 the licensee in-luded the response to NUREG-
0737, Item II.K.1, which is the identical item of concern. Our evaluation of
the licensee's respenses, as supplemer. ed, is provided below.'

EVALUATION ,.

!n this evaluation, the paragraph numbers correspend ti"the bulletin action
items and to the licensee's response to each action ' tem.

1. In Bulletin Action Item No. 1, licensees were requested to review the
description of circumstances described in Enclosure 1 of IE Eulletin
79-C5 (issued to all licensees with Babcock & Wilccx (5&W)-designed
pic nts for action, and to'all other licensees for information) and the
preliminary chronclogy of the T"I-2 accident included in Enclosure i to
IE Sulletin 79-05A (same distribution as IE Euiletin 79-05).

s

(a) This review should be directed tchard understanding: (i) the extreme
sericusness and consequences of the simultane:us blocking of both
auxiliary feedwater trains at the Three Mile Island Unit 2 plant and
other acticns taken during the early phases of the accident; (2) the
apparent operational errors which led to the eventual core damage;
(3) that the potential exists, under certain accident or transient
ccnditions, to have a water level in the pressurizer simultaneously
with the reactor vessel not full of water; and (4) the necessity to
sy'stematically analyze plant conditions and parameters and take'

appecpriate corrective ac* ion.
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. b) Operational personnel should be. instructed to: -(1) not override .

(-

!' automatic:actien'of engineered safety features unless continued .

opsraticn of engineered safety features will resuit'..n unsafe plant
conditions ^ (see Section 7a.); and (2) not make operational decisions'

based _ solely on a single plant parameter indication when one or more,
,

>

confirmatory. indications are available.
1 ~

:(c) All-' licensed operators and plant management and supervisors with
operational respensibilities were to participate in this review and
such participation was to be documented in plant records.

On.Jors 7,1979, an NRC briefing team provided a detailed review of. the- '
>

L
circumstances described in Enclosure 1 of IE Bulletin 79-05 and the prelim-
inary chronology- of-the- TMI-2 accident; included in Enclosure 1 of .IE -
Eu11stin 79-05A to a najerity of the licensed operatcrs.and plant manage -

.The- briefing team consisted of an'IE Section' Leider,; Nuclear Reactorment'

Regulation Operator Licansing Branch representative, and the facility .pejncipal
'

IE Inspector. = Attendance was documented with'any missing personnel being |,

required to review a video tape of the ~ initial presentation at a later time. |
!The NRC briefing also provided'a detailed review of Items 1.a and 1.b of

IE: Sull etin| 79-06A. In additicn, 'a follow-up IE Inspection Report 179-25
dated July 25,-1979 documented the.inspectcr's review of'the licensee
administered training program relating to the TMI incident. No items of
noncompliance were disclosed in this inspection. We censider the NRC briefings
to be an acceptable response to Culletin Action Item No.1.

i i d2. ; Action Item 2 of the Bulletin requested licensees to review act ons requ re
by operating procedures for coping with transiants pd accidents, with

_ articular attention to (a) recognition of the possibility far forming voidsp

large enough to compromise core ecoling capability,+(b) action required to
prevent the formation of such voids, and (c) action required to enhance core

-

*

| cooling in the' event such voids are formed. Emphasis in (a) was placed en
natural circulation capability. By letter dated April 24, 1979 the licensee,

advised that Emergency Operating crocedure (EOP) 1 - Loss of Reactor Ccalant
would be revised with guidance specified' for the operator for these accidents
prior to return to po;.er operation frc the first refueling outage (restarted
about November 6,1979).

'

!,

In response to f he requirrants of Item 2.1.3.b of NUREG-0573, the licensee,
while shutdown. during ". arch to November 1979, installed saturation meters
which calculates the m'argin to saturation using redundant safety' grade pressdre
and temperature inputs. Our letter of April 3,1930 provided the, evaluation

-of Category "A" TMI-2 Lessons Learned itens including use of these meters.

Procedures have been developed by the licensee to (1) alert the operator of

lead to voiding, and (2)g and address actions for terminating conditions whichthe cotential for voidin enchance core cooling should voiding take place in
the reactor coolant system, taking into account both forced and natural .

circulation cooiing.
.
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In addition, tiie licensee peticipated, as a member of the Westinghouse
Osners Group, in the effort to develop: generic guidelines for emergency 1

procedures. In-cur November 5 cnd December 6,1979 letters to the gwners
Group, we approved the Westinghouse generic guidelines regarding smallc

. break LOCAs for -implementatien by licensees with Westinghouse-designed
reactors. The Owners Group, in~ conjunction with Westinghou:e, has also

' developed generic guidelines for emergency procedures egarding natural
circulation. These. generic guidelines were submitted on December 23,

-1979,1 as part of the Owners Group response to the requirements of. Item
2.1.9 of itVREG-0578 regarding ' inadequate core cooling. In order to.
satisfy NUREG-0578 requirements,'the licensee incorporated appropriate

'

guidelines .into the Farley Unit . o. -1 procedures. procedures based on.'

these ger.eric guidelines represent an acceptable method of conplying
.with Bulletin Action Item No. 2.
We-findthatthe'licenseehasprovidedanacceptable.responsetohulletin

! Action ItemLNo. 2.

3. Eul:letin Acticn Item No. 3 req'uested that licensees with facilities thac'

used pressurizer water level coincident with pressurizer pressure for
automatic initiation of safety. injection into the reactor ccolant system
: trip the low pressurizer level setpoint bistables such that, when the
pressurizer pressure reached the low setpoint, safety injection would be
initiated regardless 'of the pressurizar level. The pressurizer level1

tistables could be returned to their normal operating positions during
the pressurizer pressure channel functional surveillance tests.

In its April 24,1979 respense, the .l'icensee stated..that the prassurizer'

level bistables which input;to safety . injection initiation had been placed
in the trip' mede. Trip' status lights on the centro'l* board confirm that
the action has been completed. On June 11, 1979, we issued Amendment

' No.12 to the Farley Unit No.1 operating. license. This license amendment
approved the design. change to the safety injection initiation logic- which
the licensee had propcsed on May 11,-1979. This design change consisted of,

modifying the safety injection initiation system logic so that safety
.

injection will be initiated on a two-out-of-three low pressuri:er pressure
' condition regardless of the pressuri:er level . By letter of June c2,1979
the licensee advised that operating procedures were revised on May 13, 1979
to ree,uire cperators to nanually initiate a reactor trip or safety injection
if their setpoints and autcratic actuation does not occur. IE Inspection
Report 79-25 dated July 25,1979 verified that Frocedure AP-16 requires '

such:operater action.

'We consider the licensee's action taken and the response to Bulletin Action
Item No. 3 acceptable.

J
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c. Eulletin Action Item No. A requested that licensees review the containment
isolation initiation design and procedures., and imple,ent all changes
necessary to permit containment isciation, whether manual er autcratic,
of all lines whose isolation tould not degrade needed safety features ce
cooling capability, upcn aut:tatic initiation of se fety injection.

Initiation of safety injection at Farley Unit No. I by automatic or manual
actuation signal actuates phase A isolation of centainment, phate A isolates

all non-essential process lines, but does not affect safety inject!cn,
containment spray, compcnent cociing, service water, cr stear and feedwater
systems. Therefore, Phase A isciation does not degrade needed safety 'eatures
or ccoling capability, including the operation of reacter coolant ; umps. e

phase 3 isolation of containment is actuated by a high-high contti ment pressure
signal. Phase 5 isolation isolates all remaining prccess lines exe:ft safety
injection, containment spray, and auxiliary feedwater. Although cperation of
the reactor coclant punps cannot continue fcr very long when Phase 3 isolation
stops component cooling water to the ; ump seals and meter bearings, the high
centainment pressure cr need for centaincent spray would indicate a large
rapid blowdown of the primary system. In that event, the reacter ccclant pumps
would not be of any use until after lcr.ger tern reflecding had taken place.
We, therefore, find this response acceptable.

We find that the licensee's response has adequately addressed the concerns
expressed in Bulletin Action Item No. 4.

5. In Bulletin Action Item No. 5, licensees with facilities at which the auxiliary
feedwater system is not autcratically initiated were requested to ;re;are and
implerent irmediately procedures which recuired the,.,stati:ninc cf an indivi-
dual (wi,th no other assigned concurre t duties and in direct and continucus
communication with the control rocm) to promptly initiate adecuate auxiliary
feedwater to the steam generator (s) for these transients or accidents, the
consequences of which cculd be limited by such acticn.

The auxiliary feedwater system at Farley Unit No.1 is autcmatically initiated,
with no operator action required in crder to ensure adequate ficw. Therefore,
Bulletin Action Item No. 5 does not apply to this plant.

6, Bulletin Action Item No. 6 requested that licensees prepare and implement
immediately procedures which:

(a) Identified those plant indications (such as valve discharge piping
temperature, valve position indication, or valve dischar;e relief tank
temperature or pressure indication) which plant cperators could utilize
to determine that the pressurizer power-operated relief valve (s) are
open, and

.

4

m - ,w -- - , y-



.

5--

(b) Directed the plant c;eraters to :naally close the power-c;erated
relief block valve (s) if the reacter coolant system pressure had been
reduced to belcw the set point for nor al automatic closure of the
pcwer-cperated relief valve (s) and the valve (s) romained stuck in
the cpen position.

.

0:erating Procedure E0?-1 Less of ?;eactor Coolant was revised on May 13,
1979 to list epecific plant parameters wnich are indications of a leaking .
cr .open reii f valve. IE Inspecticn Esport #79-26 dated July 25, 1979

rified the' action. The operator is to close the relief valve and its
b'ock valve if the PO?N appears stuck open.

Eased en our review, we find that the licensee's response to Bulletin
Acticn Item No. 6 is acceptable.

7. In Eu'istin Action Item ':c. 7, licensees were requested to review the
actic.. directed by the ;eratir.g prc:edures and training instructions to
ensurs that:

(a) 0;erators do not override aut:r.atic actions of engineered safety
features, unless continued cperation of engineered safety features
would result in unsafe plant : nditions. Fce example, if continued
c;eraticn of engineered safety features wculd threaten reactor vessel
irtsgrity, then the Hi;F Pressure Safety :njection System (HPSI) should
be secured (as noted in b(2) below).

(b) Operatin; procedures currer*.ly, or are revised to, specify that, if
the HPSI system had been autcmatically actuatej, because of a icw
pressure ccnditicn, it must ramain in operation until either:

. , . .

'

(1) 30th low pres:ure injecticn pumps are in operation and flowing
for 20 minutes or lenger at a rate which wculd assure stable plant
behavior, or

(2) The HPSI system has been in c;eration for'20 minutes, and all bot
and cold leg temperatures are at least 50 degrees Fahrenheit below
the saturation temperature for the existing reactor coolant system

' pressure. If 50 degrees subccoling cannot be maintained after RFSI
cutoff, the M?SI shall be reactivated. The degree of subcooling
beycnd 50 degrees and the length of time HPSI has :ssn in c;eration
shall be l'mited by the pressure / tempera ure consideratiens 'or
the vessil inte rit.v.3

(c) C;erating procedures currently, cr are revised to, specify that, in the
event of HPSI init.acion .vith reactor coolant pumps (FC?s) operating,
at least two EC?s shall remain operating for a three lcop plant such as
Farley Unit "o,1, as long as the pumps are providing forced ficw.

- . .. . .- . - -- . . . . .-
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(d) Operators are provided addit';nal infernation and ins: uctions to
not rely upon pressuri:er level indication al ne, but :o also examir.e
pressurizer pressure and other piant parameter indications in evaluat-

- ing plart cceditions, e.'g , water inventory in the rea: tor primary
,

system.

In rasp nse to Sulletin Action Item "3. 7.a, the licensee revieaed the
applicabic Farley Unit "o,1 cperati;; procedures to en.sure that overriding
engineered safety features is prohibited, except in ecses of spuricus actu-
atien, or the initiating cause is allev'sted, or unless continued operaticn
of engineered safety features wo:.1d re: ult in unsafe conditions. This
constitutes an acceptable response to Bulletin Action Item No. 7.a.

!

In response to Bulletin Action Item "o. 7.b, the licensee participated in
the~effert by the Westinghouse Owners Group, in conjunction '..ith Westinghcuse,
to develop generic guidelines.for emergency procedures. In cur Ncverber 5
and Oe:smber 5,1973 letters to :he 0..ners Group, we ap;rried generic guide-
lines f:e energency' prcced;res regarding srall breat LOCAs fcr implementa.icn
by licensees with Westinghou e-dasigned 0;erating plants. These a:preved
guidelines-include the folicwing criteria (taten frc the encitsure to cur
letter of .Ce: ember 27, 1979) for terrinati:n of safety inf ecticn:

(1) The reactor coclant syste pressure is greater than ".00 p:unds per-
. square in:h. gauge and increasing, and

(2) The pressurizer water level is greater than the pr:grammed n:-icac
water level, and

'

(3) The reactor ccolant indicated subeccling is gnsatar than (insert
pla t-specific value., which is tre sum of the errers for the tempera-
ture nessurement systam used.araj the pressure"beasurement system
translated into temperature using the saturation tables), and

(4) The water level in at least ene steam ger.erator is stable and increas-"

ing, as verified by auxiliary feedwater flow to that unit. Auxiliary
feedwater flow to the unaffected steam generator should is greater
than (a value in gallons :er minute sufficient to remove decay heat
after 20 minutes folicreing reactor tris) until the incicated level
is returnec to within tne narrow range level instrument.

Details of cc evaluaticn of this issue are included in the re;;rt (T.:E2-
0511) of our generic review of Westin; house-designed operating plants.

';e. find that' the licensee's acticos at:h regard to this bulletin action,

item are acceptable when the approved Westinghouse generic guidelines have
been properly inccrporated in the Farley Unit 1 p' ant procedures.

.

f

i
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Another issue en ,hich tPe Westinghouse Gwners Group worked, in ccnjunction
with '. estinchouse, to achieve resolutien with the staff was the ratter of
reacter ccciant pump cperatien f:llowing a scall break LOCA (Bulletin
Actirn Item No. 7.c). On July 25, 1979, IE Bulletin 79-CEC sucerseded
Action Item No. 7.c of Bulletin 79-C5A. Bulletin 79-C5C required that,
as a short-ten action, licensees were to trip all reactor c::iant pumps
af ter an initiation of safety injecticn caused by low reac cr coolant
system pressure. In its ' August EB,1979 response to Bulletin 79-C3C the1

licensee stated its confermance with this requirement. This action was
to remain in effect until the results of analyses specified in Bulletin
79-06C had .been used to develop new guidelines for operator action.

We have c:rp".et3d cur resiev of the reactcr coolant, pump trip issue with
the Owners Grcup, The generic Guidelines for emergency procedures regarding
scall break LOCAs, ahich wa approved in cur November 5 and December 5,1979
letters to the Owners Grcup, contain the approved F.CP trip criteria for
'|estinghcus e-designed cparating plants , We will ccmplete. cur review of the-

concern as part of T".I Task Ac-icn Plan Item II.K.3.5.

In resp nse dated April 2A,1979 to Eulletin Acticn Item'No. 7.d, the licensee
a 6, i c .= 4 * M *. i '. m.. u l d. r e. ". '. u. .m....,-=_.~r", . r- c. r. $ '. '. ry' r o r. =. ' u r e s ". . .S i c o d. e. a l. .

- y .
h

.

- :. . >. e. j r. c. ,1.v .'.'s", c . e. ~d i r. '! a. r. a'e. '. . i 'i . r, .'^ '"$* ^ i . b. r. . ". r r o. d. ..'.t".. O r c. .- s. d " r. ^. c.**
. ..2 i .

a .s . . . . . m .

will identify certain specific plan: para eters to be used in assessing water
inventcry and plant ccnditicns. Cperat0rs . sere cauticned in the necessity
co r. n1.,.r li .k 1.e 'i . l y r e-- 1 y, o c. r. . e. .> r, c - c . =. r. . i. :.d r:..:.c..ei.. ea r.n.

- - ct . 2 .~ -
.e e.. .u . c ~.

in dete:ticn cf accident.

We find these acticns to be an acceptable res;cnse"to Eulletin Acticn Item
No. 7.d. '"-

f

I
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8. Bulletin Action " ten No. 3 required that licensees review alignrent require-
ments and controls for all safety-related valves necessary for proper
cperation of engineered safety features. In respense dated April 24, 1979,~

th's= licensee noted the folicwing relating to its review cf valve pcsition
(alignment),requirenents:

(a) Cperating-?rocedurcs.have valve check lists. establishing initial valve
positichs by sign-off for start.cf system c;eration.

(b)- Surveillance Test Procedures require sigr-off of valve alignments fcr
required flow-caths.

't

(c)~ Fcsitive centrols (locks on valves, .etc.) are by sign-cff steps in
procedures.

Following majcr cutages, significant Taintenance er when returnir.g syste s(d )' to service fecm main:snance er off-ncrmal cperaticn, valve cFeck lists
or ficw path verificaciens have been plant policy. This policy '.as ;c be.

incorporated .into administrative prc edures.

(e) Shif t relief includes a walk-dcwn of main control reem boards to check
proper alignment of 'emetely-ocerated ecuipment.

Subsequently, by letter of Jur.e 22,,1979 the licensee re;crted 1 s review
cf asscciated procedures had been ccmpleted pricr to exceeding ."cde 5
operation.

Eased cn our revie :, e find the licensee's response to Eulletin Acticn. .

-Item No. 5 acceptable, ,

9. In Eulletin Action Item No. 9, licensees were reques:ed to review their
procedures to assure that radioactivity will not ce inadvertently released
frca containment. Particular emchasis was placed en the resetting of
Engineered Safety Features (ESFs) and the effects of this acticn cn valves
controlling the release of radioactivity.

In its April 24, 1979 respense, the licensee listed all systems which are
Thedesigned to transfer potentially radicacti'.'e fluids from containment.

licensee indicated that these systems have either hf;h radiaticn interlocks
or that the systems cannot be cperat?d until containment isolsticn is reset
arid valves are manually actuated. Cne excep.i: s c'e :st 2:ciden: Venting4

System '. Mere the containment isolation valves are lece.ec ci: sed.
~

I

We find that the licensee has adaquately addressed the concerns expressed
in Bulletin Action Item No. 9.

The staff's implerentaticn of Item 2.1.4 of NUREG-0573 prevides further
assurance that the inadvertent release of radioactivity frem containment
upon resetting of ESFs will be precluded. C;r review of NUREG-C573 Item ,

2.1.4 implerentation is reperted in cur letter cf April , 1920.

. _ _ _ ._ ._ ._ _ -. __ . __ , _. - , _ . , _ _ __. _ . . . , - _ . _ .
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10. Action Item "o.10 of Bulletin 79-CEA required that licensees review and
modify, as necessary, maintenance and test procedures for safety-related
systems to ensure that they require that: (a) recundant systems are
c;erable before a system is taken cut of service, (c) systems are operable j

'

when returned to service, and (c) operators are made aware of the status
of these systems.

The Farley 1 Technical Specificaticos specify the surveillance require-"

nents that ~ust be ccTpleted to confirr the operability of safety-related
systems. A s,bsysten or equipment is remcVed frcm. service for preventi.e
er ccrrective raintenance according te maintenance operating procedures.
!| hen a subsystem fails or is removed from service, this event must be
p.pproved on an appropriate form or procedure. ! hen .Taintenance has been
ecmpleted, the centrolling peccedure (AP-2) ensures that testing of the
subsystcm equipment is performed to determine operability.

TP4 '.fcensee in its April 24, 1950 letter noted specific acticns to be
included in AP-32, Ecuionent 5:atus Control and Maintenance Authorization
' Sich t.:uld require '.erificaticn, ty test er inspection, that the recundant
subsystem / train is c;erable before removal of a pcrticn of the cther
s ubsys tam / tr ai n.

3 ' . 'u . - " . = . x 'v .= +. " z c f e a #. e- *u ,"- r e. '~= '. c. ". s ," c. *. a. ~ s s. '.
,. =. ' r .' n s #, =. r ^. f '. n. ' v r",. . * 4~ a-

u.
-

aa
. . . .

. o . >. a. i.: n. . 2. 7 a. :. e . g 5 . = . ..
r :

m . . . - n, =. y a. n. ~,u. a. . c. c.c .r > f e h a. s.1, , n. 7 d :, 7,,->, . 'c u ;. :, . c . . . o v.
m ..o.

2.2.1.c of NUEEG-05 8. In additi:n, the licensee -:dified procedure AF-15,
#- un,, 's c. l a r i #. ," + ' . . = . . ' .h. a. r. e r .' '. . r -C .' n. d. ". v '. o #. C - a. r n t. 'm- . . s n a. r = ' '. n. . - .2 . . . ,s

at .ne-Contr:Is log :te re cval anc return to service of all safety related
'.o r a. ,v i i . c.x, - l i c 't .

s .v e. ' c- ~ . : r - e- +. i- c. .~:? :7. /.~r'.c.d. .' '. v ". '/ .4. :. c1sv^ . .m. m" 4. #. '. c. d
-c-

e r
. v . s

nctificaticn of the c;erator bj the Shif: Foreman whan a safe *.y-related systen
is rem:ved frcm service or fcund incperable and retgrned to service.

Eased cn our review, v.e find that the licensee's respcnse to Eulletin
Acticn Item ' c.10 is acceptable.

' i . : . e. e- =. s '. . =<". i e w . L. o. i r e . - +- +. r c- - ^ r '. '. n o.m ,12. 4.o c. 4. , t '. s. . . "o .. l 'i r e. , ". =. c '.a. d.- .;t. . e riu . .. . .
.

precedures fcr NRC notifica icn to assure that the NRC is notified within one
hcur of the time the reactor is not in a controlled or expected ccr.dition of
o;eratien. Further, at that time, an c;en, continuous ccmmunication channel
shall be established and mhintaintd with the NRC.

7u.m. .r.= r k.y" U. n i. . *: s . 1 7",o r e: c r~.v .' . '. . - " . . . = . . a.. s '. .o. r =. c. l .a r '. #. i s. d *. o
.

. . . .

e. r . . ' '. ,v _ "m = '. . " = "e'.C '. s. - . '. i f ', a. d. 'm 4 " '. . . - ".. ".~~r . ' ' , . . s. ' . ' . ~ = . '. s..c= ' r 'is.s . . o i. .

c r. r = '. '. .~ n .P r ,". i .c ' . r. s = . a
v . ". . . n i '. a d. r a. x ^ 9 e. ' =. d . ~" i '. ' e n v- #. c . . .

r... #.r 3 -. e. r

includec for establishing and .aintaining a continuous open channel of communi-
cation with the "RC. IE Inspection Pe;crt -79-25 dated July 25, 1979 identi-
fied the specific prc:edures revised.

_ _ . , _ _ _ - _ _ . _ _ _, __ . . . _ . _ ,
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The actions specified in Action Item N:.11' of IE Eulletin 79-05A have
subsequently been in::rp; rated in the requirements of Section 50.72 of
10'CFR Fart.53, ir ediately effective up:n issuance February 29, 1930.

'|e #ind the' licensee's acticn in resp ,se to Evilecin Acticn Item No. il-

a cc e p ta bl e .

12..In Action Item No. 12, licenstes werIa requested to review cperatir; rodes
and procedures to deal with significan; amounts of hydrogen gas that may
be generated during 'a transient or other accident that would either
remain inside .the primaiy system, or be released to the containment.

In resp:nse 'n' this bulletin action item, the licensee reviewed the existing
Farley Unit "o.1.ereccdures reaardire encval of hydrogen gas frem thea

centainment. The licensee listed several metheds "cr hydrogen removal in
the primary system 2nd committed to incer; crate thase matheds int: existing
procedures. The licensee described t'-e existing hydrogen recombiner system.

. . . = . .m. . a. . . r v - =. , h e d"
mc sWm. . i . . a. n 'c , 4. r.d i c ' '. c ".a .#. c r r . . .". 4 '' '. %i , *a =. n. #, r c. .. *. m .- a

.

fcr hydrogen rencval thecugh use of I cent cll:d /ent thrcu;h :har: cal filters,
and stated that 'cperating acdes and Tr:cedures v.;ce reviewed.

In addition, the 1#censee participated in the Uestinghouse C..ners Group effort
-r ^~ i , rc.e*....c=.

+o da".a.l e a. .n c. . i. r. u'" i d e. l i . =. e.. .r e..r-a.nc.:" -=.r='ior=.', e...=. a.e. . .'^
. . - , . - a-

, ve . ~

te the requirements of Item 2.1.9 of "UREG-CE72. Cn Cacember 28, 1979, the
~0wners Group submitted generic guidelf es regarding natural circulatten and
post-LOCA long-term coold wn f or itaf f review. Treatren: cf r:n :ndensible
gas in the reactor coolant 3" stem was considered in the devel-:pmsnt cf these
guidelines. Our reviev of N"RE3.:572 implerentatica will be reported in a

*

separate document.
,..

Based on our review, we find that the licensee has prcvided an adequate resp:nse
to Bulletin Action Item No.12.

13. This bulletin action item requested licensees to propose chan;es, as re:uf red,
to those plant Technical Specificatiens whi:h had to be acdified as a resuit
of implementing Bulletin Acticn Item N:s.1 chrough 12, and to identify design
changes necessary in order to effect 1cng-term resolution of these items.

In its April 24, 1979 le::ar, the licensee advised that prop sed changes to
the Joseph .''. Farley ?la-: -3: ':2 -:e:i'4ca icns repuired by this bulle:in~

would be sutmitted by v.ay 12, ' i73. :- ay 11,1979 the licensee ;rc csed a'"

change in the centrol logic dele:ing the icw pressuricer' level frca tne
safety injection actuation logic (discussed ab:ve in A::icn Item No. 3).
Other Technical Specification changes have not been required.

We find the licensee's response to Euiletin Action Item No.12 acceptable.

.

. , - w. e.g., e e e o--,- *- ,.,r-.-,e-.vsv=v4, t - - . = . e- -t-.-- , ,+v-7, =
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35:ed on our review cf the infermation provided by the licensee, we conclude
that the licensee has corre:tly interpreted IE Eulletins 79-C6A ar.d 79-C6A,
?.evisien 1. Also, Action : tem I:.P.1 of | UEEG-0737 is considered comolete
with this action. The acticns taken de cnstrate the licensee's understandina~
of the concerns arising frcm the-Three .''ile Island, Unit ||o. 2 accident in
relation to their inplications en its cwn c;erations, and provide added
assurance fcr the protection of the public health and sa fety during p' ant
operation,

DATE: May , 1981
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