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4E: Pillae BLEC. CU. Limerick Gen.Sta. Units 1 & 2. Docket No. 50-352,353 ¢

November 12,1985

& BY K.L.ANSEOLY/FOE TO TsE APPEAL BOA.D TO REOPEN THE RECORD OK OUR
MOTIO BY L ANROLY Ok T 8 E10RT OF NEW INFOMUATICK IN PBCO's LETTER OF

10/31/25 to the BOARD, AND MOTIO: FOR A STAY OF OPERATION OF UNJT'1 REACTOML.

A letter to the Board from PECo,dated 10/31/85, encigfe copy of Licensee
Event Heport # 85- 80 which was recordes on 10/2/8%, The new m teB};,gorded
wes that (r.2=2) "s potentiel existed for the occurrena;;bf'an operating condi-

tion not covered by the plan®s opersting or emergenc] pfécéqirrég specifically
the loss of both redundant Control Structure Chilled Water Syaters",

EXTSTING SAPETY HAZARD We wish to inform the Board that tris prtential is
one which trreatens us aad the public because of the possible failure of cocl-
ing for the control structure and resultant loss of essential equipment for

gafe shutdown of the plant. As the LER warns (4-2):

Because the loss of bot' of the cnilled weter systems had uot previcusly been
postulated, plant procedures did not address actions to be taken to assure the

existence of appropriate environmentsl conditions within the Control Structure
following the event.

We co? gr in PECo' admission of the gravity of this situetion by its
letter and forwarding of the LER,but we emphatically disagree with FECo "that
no fur+her consideration of this matter by the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Arpeal Board is necessary ". We assert that the decision of the Licensing
Board in the second PID in favor of the Licensee, (LEP-84-31 ) in so far es it

wes based on findings from the evidence presented on our contentions V-3a and
V-3b, is now disquslified becauce of the new information included in LER =5«£0,
L3's authorize*ion of a license to operate the plent for the ssme reasov is not
now valid since LB found that flooding of the Cortrol Building esnd tne disabling
of the cooling system equipment,essentiesl for safe shutdown,was not a rossi=-
bility. LER 85-£0 now finds this pos-ibility an irmediate one,without any sure
procedure for offsetting its eifects.

Since the Bosrd in its decision,ALEB -81G,effirmed LBF-834-31 on 10/22/85,
i+ must mlso reconsiier its decision and suspend it until trere have been
furtter hearings on contentions Ve3a,3b dased on t-e informestion in LER £%5«30,
Je move tret the 3o+rd suspend alihBe319 and reopen the record ov Vela,2b,rnd
we ~ove,further, thet the Boerd stey the orerstion of Unit 1 until there ic »a
determinstion from this remnewe’ hearing tret flocding #will not prevent safe

gshutdovn of the reactor.

o t B~ . b [ e - -~ (10\
AATTERTIA FOR RZUTENING TE:L RECOAD. We mssert thet our motion to reopen {s time-

1y since it wes not until 1“/31/95 we or the Board knew of this potential threat
which is not covere? by the plert's corerating or emergency procedures. (2.)
The disbling of the chilled water pumps could lesve the control building with

uncertain coolimg fecilities for *re Mein Control hgsm,&uxiliary Equipment Zoom,

: : 852,14, &=
Emergency Switchgesr kooms #»nd Bettery RoODus, rThe 1%8s of these rooms and the
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equipment and personnel involved, because of excessive heat,could prevent gafe
shutdown in an emergency and present the possidility of the reactor opcrating
out of control. There could e no more significant and fundamental safety ise ue
than *his. (2.) A differemt decision would hawe “een reschod on cortentions

™ Za,3h if the hearing h2Ad revealed this new potentiel for the disadlin~ of the
Co=+rol Building cooling *y flooding from breaching of the cooling tower bagin3s
thrvueeh wvollepse o. ¢the tosrrs. LB would have had to consider mitigating action
to prevent this by accepting two of the remedies callea for in our conclusions

lSee Anthony,PoL Findiugs sSubmitted to L3 5/2/84, p.8 )
o . Hemove the hezsrd of th: pipeline exvrlosions by ordering their relocation,.
4. Protect the tyrbine building ané the remsctor builaing from flosding

from coolinz tower pond rupture by a dike across betweenp towers and plant,

FREVIOUS TadTIu0hY 04 BRzaCnllG UF BASINS any FLOJLING OF CONJROL SUILLING .

During the crossexaminetion and testimony before L3 onm 3/22/84 four NRC staff
witnesses, Kyo,Homney,Vescott,=nd Lefave, recorded in the notes of testimony

sisnificant conseguences trat would result from a pipeline explosion (or from
a railroad explosion or tornedo of similer force).(Transcript pp. 9240 to 9394.)

Zoth cooling towers would collapse and the felling sectinns would open breaches
in both tower basins 50 feet wide. Zach besin holds 7 million gallons of water.
"ke tasins woulid lose helf of their contents in £ minutes; some water would drain
east and some west,the rest would flow down to the plant and pool et the turdine
buildinz., The NRC witnesses tes*ified that there would be no adverse effects

on the control bdbuilding because the water could uot enter.

Our c-ntentions V 3#,%b must now We reconsicered because FiCo seys in Lian
85.80 +thet weter car enter snd diseble the ehilled water pumps,especially vie
urit 2 construction openings. The effect of cocnling tower basin breacnes has
+o be evalusted in new hearings. This subjec® 2lso encompes:=es en espect of
sur contentions which concerned the tensions and hezards to gafc operation of
unit 1,in operstion,while unit 2 is not loedes ané partially constructed. It
row hes begn revesled by rzCo thet pethraye »nd entrances exiest wrizsh cen »llow
floodins from unit 2 o unit 1. Tris weznrd to sefe cverrtinn end grfe shutcown

5 urit 1 is ¢ part of ~ur contentiones It must be a part of reorvened heesrin-g .

INADELUATE PECO REMZDIES & D PROCLIOVALS VS FLOUDING AND LOSS OF CCLTROL BL,COOLIKG.

The following analysis demonstrates thet the protection PEZCo has provided
against the flooding of the control duilding,»s set forth in LER 68°«80,as a Tre-
sult of a pipeline explosion,collepse of both conling towers and the bresching
sf the tower basine is not capable of holling b.c¥?§E§Or§}eii§)°f 7 million
fellong in siz minutes. lior ig tre uee of "purre” fan operation 2 reliable elter-

native ‘o protect the sencsitive control equipment from overheating and failure,
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