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-Gentlemen:

This letter provides an update of the GGNS effort for the review of the UFSAR. The
information is provided in the following format 1) Background, 2) Review Scope, 3)
'Review status/Results, 4) Additional Review Plan, and 5) Conclusion.

1) Background:
The fidelity of the UFSAR is a vital aspect of our responsibility to ensure the safe
operation of GGNS and regulatory compliance. In the past years, there have been
various assessments of the UFSAR. These assessments have included Safety
System Functional Inspections (SSFls), Safety System Functional Assessments
(SSFAs), NRC Inspections, and Self Assessments. Also, there have been a
number of activities to improve the fidelity of the UFSAR. The focus has been on
maintenance and revision of the UFSAR to refiect changes and to correct
discrepancies.

Prompted by the renewed focus on the design and licensing bases, FSAR
assessments were conducted at each Entergy Operations facility in mid-1996. We
shared the results of these assessments with you in meetings at NRR (November
14, 1996) and Region IV (December 17, 1996). The assessment concluded that a
complete overhaul of the GGNS UFSAR was not necessary. GGNS 50.54(f)
response reflected the findings of the corporate assessment. These past reviews
and inspections associated with the UFSAR provide a high degree of confidence
that the discrepancies found do not matenally affect the ability of safety systems to

perform their design functions.
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2)

3)

Review Scope:

As part of the GGNS response to the NRC 10CFR50.54 (f) letter, GGNS made a
commitment to review selected systems/sections of the UFSAR for consistency
with the supporting engineering documents. Also, commitment was made to
review selected operations and maintenance procedures to ensure that the
procedures are consistent with design basis information. Sixteen representative
systems were selected for consistency review. The review consisted of review of
all applicable sections of the UFSAR and the associated operations and
maintenance procedures as well as other licensing documents related to each of
the selected 16 systems. Eight additional systems were reviewed for consistency
with the supporting engineering documents.

In addition to the System Reviews, line by line statement of fact reviews were
performed for UFSAR section 7.3 (ESF systems) and 7.4 (Systems required for
safe shutdown). Reviews of UFSAR compliance with six Regulatory Guides were
also performed.

Although not part of the 50.54 (f) review effort, extensive reviews of other sections
of the UFSAR have been conducted since 1984.

— Sections 4.2 through 4.4 (Fuel, Nuclear, Thermal/Hydraulic Design)

— Section 5.3 (Reactor Vessel)

Also, line by line review of the following chapters/sections have been conducted:
- Section 6.3 Emergency Core Cooling Status
— Chapter 11, Radioactive Waste Management
-~ Chapter 3, Conduct of Operations
- Chapter 15, Accident Analysis.

Review Status/Results:

As we had committed in 1997, a review of all applicable sections of the UFSAR
and associated operations and maintenance procedures as well as other licensing
documents related to each of the selected 16 systems have been completed. Line
by line statement of fact reviews for UFSAR Section 7.3 (ESF Systems) and 7.4
(Systems required for Safe Shutdown) and review of UFSAR compliance with 6
Regulatory Guides have also been completed. The results of the reviews have not
revealed any recurring failures to meet the requirements of 50.71 (e) that would
indicate current programmatic failures. Even though reviews identified about 660
discrepancies related to the UFSAR, only five of these discrepancies were
determined to meet the criteria for Condition Reports. Many of the discrepancies
or ambiguities identified were early problems associated with original writing or
revision of the UFSAR. We shared the results of these reviews with you in a
meeting at Region IV on October 18, 1999.
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4)

5)

Additional Review Plan:

During our reviews, we have identified more discrepancies than we expected.
Although the discrepancies are minor/insignificant, they do not meet our
expectations for overall UFSAR fidelity. As a result of this, GGNS has decided to
perform reviews of additional sections of Chapter 3, 7, 8 and 8. Review of UFSAR
compliance with six additional Regulatory Guides have also been planned. GGNS
further plans to improve UFSAR ownership across site departments by
development of a fidelity document which incorporates guidance from NEI 98-03
and assigns UFSAR information owners. Also, GGNS intends to simplify portions
of the UFSAR by applying NEI 98-03 criteria.

Conclusion:

The fidelity of the UFSAR is vital for the continued safe operation of GGNS,
regulatory compliance, and the economic viability of GGNS. Various
assessments/inspections over the past years have confirmed the overall integrity
of the UFSAR. GGNS UFSAR history provides a high degree of confidence that
the UFSAR adequately refiects GGNS configuration. Even though a recently
conducted NRC inspection (SSEI) identified various discrepancies related to
UFSAR fidelity, the report concluded that none of the discrepancies represented
an operability concem. Reviews of additional sections of Chapter 3, 7, 8, 9, and
review of six additiona! Regulatory Guides will be completed by December 31,
2000.

Yours truly,

RKD/CWUWAE jgb
cc:

Ms. J. L. Dixon-Herrity, GGNS Senior Resident (w/a)
Mr. D. E. Levanway (Wise Carter)

Mr. L. J. Smith (Wise Carter) (w/a)

Mr. N. S. Reynolds (w/a)

Mr. H. L. Thomas (w/o)

Mr. J. W. Yelverton (w/a)

Mr. Ellis W. Merschoff (w/a)

Regional Administrator

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region IV

611 Ryan Plaza Drive Suite 400
Arlington, TX 76011

Mr. S. P. Sekerak, NRR/DLPM/PD IV-| (W/2)
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

One White Flint North, Mail Stop 04-D3
11555 Rockville Pike

Rockville, MD 20852-2378
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bee: Ms. C. W. Gunn (w/3)
Required Reading Coordinator (w/a)
SRC Secretary (w/a)
TRG Secretary (w/a)
PSRC (w/a)
File (LCTS) (w/a)
File (RPTS) (w/a)
File (NSA) (w/a)
File (Central) (w/a) (11)

INPO Records Center (w/a)
700 Galleria Parkway
Atlanta, Georgia 30339-5957

Mr. J. Sipek (w/a)

llinois Power Company

Clinton Power Station Mail Stop V-920
P.O. Box 678

Clinton, lllinois 61727

ccmail:

* Mr. W. B. Abraham
Mr. G. R. Ashley (ANO - LIC)
Mr. J. G. Booth

* Mr. C. A. Bottemiller
Mr. P. W. Brewer
Mr. C. E. Brooks
Mr. O. P. Bulich (RB - OE)
Mr. W. C. Cade
Mr. R. W. Carroll
Mr. W. F. Clark
Mr. D. G. Cupstid
Mr. J. P. Czaika

* Mr. L. F. Daughtery
Mr. G. G. Davie (W3 - LIC)
Ms. L. F. Davis
Mr. D. R. Denton (ANO)

Mr. M. A. Dietrich (RB - QP)

* Mr. C. M. Dugger (W3 - VP)

* Mr. W. A. Eaton
Mr. R. D. Edington (RBS - VP)
Mr. C. W. Ellsaesser
Mr. J. L. Ensley (ESI)

* Mr. E. C. Ewing (W3- LIC)
Mr. T. J. Gaudet (W3 - LIC)
Ms. C. W. Gunn
Mr. E. D. Harris
Mr. C. D. Holifield
Mr. M. G. Hurley

Mr. C. R. Hutchinson (ANO - VP)
IEA (ANO - OE)

* Mr. D. E. James (ANO - LIC)
* Mr. R. S. Johnson
* Mr. M. L. Jones

* 2 * » @

Mr. R. J. King (RB - LIC)

Mr. M. A. Krupa (ECH - LIC)
Mr. C. W. Lambert

Mr. M. J. Larson

Ms. J. M. Manzella W3 -QP)
Mr. J. R. McGaha (ECH)

Mr. T. O. Mcintyre

Mr. R. V. Moomaw

Ms. L. A. Patterson

Mr. S. D. Reeves

Mr. J. C. Roberts

Mr. J. L. Robertson

Mr. W. M. Shelly

Mr. G. W. Smith

Mr. C. D. Stafford

Mr. G. D. Swords

Mr. R. L. Thomas (ECH)

Mr. T. H. Thurmon

Mr. J. D. Vandergrift (ANO - LIC)
Mr. J. E. Venable

Mr. A. D. Wells (RB)

Mr. R. A. Wilson



