MEMO TO FILE
=
Re; C%E%Ell Statement that GDC 13 Criteria were not met with

r d to water level instrumentation

After consultation with Tom Cox and Joe Scinto, it appears that
this is not quite accurate. GDC 13 is written with the same
standard as many GDC criterion: The instrumentation required to
meet this grade ("safety grade") is only that as appropriate to
assure adequate safety. (GDC 13). Since the water level
instrumentation was not deemed necessary to bring a plant to
shutdown, it was not safety graded and therefore need not

meet GDC 13.

The point seems to be that the reactor could be shut down without
water leve: instrumentation. ECCS etc. was all automatic.

A seond point is that even if this water level instrumentation

had been deemed saftey grade, if it « xisted only in the Pressurizer
it wouldn't have made any difference in the TMI-2 accident, as

the Pressurizer indication read properly. It was the & unanticiapted
void in the rea?ﬂ?or which caused the prdzplems.

THE ISSUE all of this raises for me is the uselessness of the GDC.
If all (as it seems) are written with such loopholes (that may

be too strong) of what value is it? [ gquess this goes to be

the central point about the GDCs: they as® are not dictates of
design but provide only guidance.

Joe Scinto recommended that we see the response to Creswell's

memo on this subject. He also pointed out that the accident at
Oyster Creek (a BWR) in no way was minimized by the proper
functioning of-@m water level instrumentation, although he

agreed such instrumentation is necessary to assess the consequences
of an accident.
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It should be noted that the introduction 3SC paragraph)
recognizes that fulfillment of some of th t 2lvays be
appropriate, This introduction also stat s from the
Criteria cust be identified znd justified ef GDC 13

in the Davis Sesse FSAR lists the water 1¢ on, but
.does not mention the possibility of loss lication
during transients, This apparent omissioc alysis

ill be subjected to further review. e
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POOR ORIGINA!

CHECK WITH TOM COX WHETHER THIS SAME DEFICIENCY EXISTS IN TMI FSAR.
THE POINT HERE, IN MY OPINION, IS THAT THE REGULATORY SYSTEM

ALLOWED THIS D-B FAILURE TO SLIP BY. HAD IT BEEN PROPERLY EVALUATED
WOULD WE HAVE SEEN THE INSTRUMENT FAILURE DURING TRANSIENT PROBLEM IN

ADVANCE, ALLOWING FOR SHUTDOWN ORDER?
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