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R. C. Enop, Chief, Reactor Projects Sectiom Yo. 1,
Reactor Operations smd Nuclear Support Bramch, NRC:III

THRD: J. H. Sniezek, Chiaef, Light Water Reactor
Programe Branch, IE:HQ

DAVIS-BESSE UNIT Su. 1 - PRESSURIZER SAPFTY VALVES
50-39¢
In response to your memo to 3, 7. Grier, dated October 13, 1976,

relating to the Davis-Sesae Unit No. 1 pressurizer safaty valves,
the following information is provided:

Questiom 1:

What specific steps should we follow in applving Techmical Specifica-
tions 3.4.2, 3.4.3 and 3.7.1.1 to Davis-Besse mnit No. 1 in light of
the information we have on tewperature devendence of safety valve
settings?

Response:

The licensee camnot be peruitted to knowingly violate the requirements
of the Technical Specificatlions. Te should take immediate steps to
have sny changes msde that are requirsd. If tha {asvector knowa of a
condition which violates the Techmical Specificatioms, the licensce
should be cited for 2a item of noncompliance.

tie have sant a memo to Licemsing that {dentifies the »>roblam with the
apparent temperature depreadency of the pressurizer safaty valves, and
have asked for their »roapt attamtioa to this problem. (Salezek to
Goller dtd 12/9/76, copy enclosed.)

Question 2:

What gemeriec implications, if any, exist with regard to the oeed to
revise existing sud Stamdardized Techanical Specificatiocas?

Response :

We have akkad Lirensing to review the Standardized Tecimical Specifica-
tions with regard to the temperature Jependency problem. (Smiazek to
Goller mewo dtd 12/9/76.)
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R. C. Kaop -2 -

stion 3:

Should additional {nformation be required to be imcluded in the FSAR
to document the "agresement’ between the licensee and NRR on conducting
the safety valve tasts infarved by PTC 23,2-12667

Rasponsa:

¥o. PTC 25.2 establishes the requirsments for a wide spectrum of
possible tests, and Section 3 meraly requires agreement om which tests
are intended to be performad, and how.

The "agreemant” is between MRR and the licensee, and consists of iafor-
aation now provided in the FSAR, supplemented bv thae TS requirements for
set point, ete. IZ'as responsibility {3 %o datermine whether the testing
13 being performed in accordance with Lhe "agreement.”

Io addition, as is the casa for our antire inspection program, {f in
examining testing procedures or results, tha inspector identifies a
prot lem which requires resclutiom bevond Regicmal Office carabilitias,
the matter should be referred to IT Veadquariars.
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