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-were present to cdiscuss incicences where loss of level

A meeting to discuss the loss of presiurizer level indication
2t D3-1 was convened Februzary 14, 1979 a2t the BE&W offices
in lynchburg. 7Thoese in attendaace were:

J. Z. Kohler NRC Region II1 -
J. £. Foszer NRC Region III, »
D. Anderson NRC/OIZ/LCVIP
Sushil Jain Toledo Edison
J. F. Kilbish Metropelitan Edisen
R. A. Diezrich SMUD
M. D. Wnire Arkansas
* Js 1. EnCS Arkznsas
E. R. Kane BEW
R. €. LlLuken "
S. H. Klein "
F. R. Faist 5
B. M. Dunn - -
L. R. Carzin i
R. ¥. Winks -
J. T. Willse "

This meeting was r2quested by the Region III inspectors. The
purpose ¢ this meeting was thought to be to discuss the loss
of pressurizer level indication on 211 BEW plants. The utili
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occurred at their plants.

M- Foster of the NRC opened the ﬁeezinf by. stating that the purpese
¢ this meeting was to investigate an 2llegation by an NRC inspectior
thas 2&Y had not responded in 2 timely manner to resclve the loss

¢ pressurizer level iIncdicaticn concern at DR-1. Fe apolopized to
the utilities for his method cf requesting informsticn Irom them;
nes realizing that the utilitics would feel compelled to send
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sepreseniatives 10 This mesling. Mz. Foster next zsked the utilities

te responé to the guestions he had submitted (lezter attached).

The cuesticns weTe!

(1) W¥ha: previous experience ef loss ¢f pressurizer level have
occurred?

(2) The facility where the event(s) were experienced.

(3) The dates of occurTence.

(4) Whether the NRC wes informed of the event.

(5) What evazluatioz ol the event was periormed?

Duke Pewer and Florida Power did not send a representative to

«he mee<ing because they have not experienced a loss of pressurizer

level indication. .

M=, Hilbish stated that TMI #1 had not experienced any loss of
ressurizer level indication., TMI #2 had two such events
4/23/78 & 11/71/78) both of which were reporteéd to the NRC in

LER's. Both of these events weTre thoroughly evaluated.

tr. Enos stated that ANO-1 bad experienced 2 transients during
which pressurizer level indication bad been lost. Neitler event
had been officially reported to the NRC zlthough thelr inspectors
were aware of both events, 3otk events were evzluzted Dy BENW

2ané the ANO sz2fety comzittes. As a Tesull ¢f theose evaluations
ANO belisves that loss of pressurizer level indication is only

as operational inconvenience and that RC pressurizer is sulficiext
to cezermine if the pressurizer has gene "aryl.

Mr. Dieterich 2
during which lo
o

trensients.

c ed that SMUD has haé zpproximately 38 trips
ss c3 vel incdicazion occurred on 5 to 10 of those
se evenzs were not officially reported to the XNRC
2lthough their inspectiors were awale of the loss ci pressurizer
Jevel indication. SMUD alse had experienced two rapid cooldown
transients curing wnich pressurizer level indication was loset,
these transients were evaluated and teported to the NRC.

Mr. Jzin described the one transieat where loss of level indicatien
hzé occurred at Tolede. This transient wzs evzluated and reported
<o the NRC in an LER. He Zfurther described the discussions that
had occurred between Tecledo, the NRC, and BEW. The renzinder of
~he morning was spent @iscussing the consequences of loss cf level
indication, the differences besween DB-1 and the other BE&W plants,
znd the duzl level set point for the steam generator at Teoledo.

Mr. Foster closed the morning meeiing by thanking the utilities
£or their cooperztion. He stated that 2s far as he wazs concerned
loss of pressurizer level indication was merely 2n operational °
%néngx;n.encc zand that the loss of pressurizer level w2s not 3
safety concern. FHe W

He agreed to senc COP

attencance.

s recommending that this issue be closed,
es ¢f his report to 2ll utilities in
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Messcs. Fcster anéd Kohler spent nc
the Tcledo cerresscncence file peria
sient. .AS 2. 283813 62 2523 Teview
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t ¢Z the a2fternoon reviewing
ining to the ov rcocl:ng TTEn-
and the morning discussions

Messts. Foster and Kohler were convinced that BEW had responded in
2 manner consistent with the magnitude of the prodlenm.

‘v, Fester summarized the cais m

B&W haé been exonerated cf =
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e caargc that .hey

thzt he believed
d not responded

ing by siaz

e

in 2 timely manner, that the loss of pressuri:er -level indication
was only an cperational inconvenience, and that .he loss of
ressurizer level wzs not & szfety concern. The only item that

remazined open was a review of the D5-1 operating :ns. uctions o
insure that Toledo wazs cperating the plant in.the manner prescridbed
by EBE&W.
Copies of Arkansas, SMUD and Met, Ed. written responses to the NRC
questions are attached.
JTH, §w
" Attachnent
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