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MAR 1 01982The Honorable Robert 5. Walker
'

United States House of Representatives asee
Washington, D.C. 20515 0 Y

4
Dear Congressran Malker: 'b p

_

Because of the Co:xaission's adjudicatory role in the Three Mile Island
Unit i restart prcceeding, it would be inappropriate for Chairtan Palladino
:0 cc=,ent directly on the ratters raised by your letter of January 28, 1982.
Therefore, I am responding to your letter enclosing allegations of the
Union of Concernec Scientists regarding the iluclear Regulatory Comission
(!lRC) correspondence with Pennsylvania Governor Richard Thornburgh.

We received a similar request for cox.ents on the *iRC staff's January 5,
1952, letter to Governor Thornburgh from Congressman Morris Udall, Chairc.an
of the House Com.ittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. On February 10,
Mr. Uilliam Dircks, ifRC's Executive Director for Operations, responded to
the issues raised by Congressman Udall.

I believe that !!r. Dircks' response is also responsive to your request
and am enclosing a copy for your information.

Sincerely,
- .

Carlton Kamere , Director
.

Office of Congressional Affairs

Enclosure:
As stated
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The Honorable lbrris K. Udall, Chaiman
Cemittee on Interior and Insular Affairs
United States House of Representatives ''

Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear !!r. Chaiman:

I n providing an NRC staff response to the questions you posed in your
January 20, 1982 letter to Chaiman Palladino because it would.be inappropriate
for the Comission to comment on matters pending before it in the Three lille
IslandUnitOne(TMI-1)restartproceeding.

I agree with you that the letter and menorandum you referred to in your
letter give a confusing picture of the staff review of the water level instru-
mentation proposed by the licensee for TMI-1. I regret this confusion. It
was inadvertent, and I have written to Governor Thornburgh to clarify the
matter (copy enclosed). The confusion resulted from the fact that the memorandum
to the Comission, although signed on December 29, was actually prepared by
the staff after the letter to Governor Thornburgh that wasi signed on January 5.

The staff had attccpted to keep the two documents coordinated by noting in the
letter to Governor. Thornburgh that "some design codifications are expected to
be required before the system is installed." Our meaning apparently was not
conveyed, and we regret the misunderstanding that resulted.

To be clear on where we stand today, the engineering iietails of the~ design
proposed by Metropolitan Edison for the level measurement system at 17.I-l are
unacceptable to the staff in that the' proposed design meets some but not all
of our requirements. We have enclosed a copy of our January 6,1982 letter to
the licensee transmitting this conclusion and its technical basis. That letter
also identifies the design modifications that would satisfy the staff's
requirements.

The second question you raised concerned the basis for the staff's conclusion
.that reasonable progress is being made by thtropolitan Edison towards meeting
the requirement to install a vessel level measurenent system in TMI-1. Your
specific words concerned "the reasonableness of there being a lapse of more
than four years" between our establishing the requirement and the installation '
of such equip 6ent.

The staff recently sent two papers to the Comission concerning PWP, vessel
level measurement systems. They are numbered SECY 81-532 and 582A and copies
are enclosed. (The second one is the December 29 memorandum to which you
referred.) These papers point out the remining difficulties in designing,
testing, and installing level measurement systens. In addition. ACRS members

.- have voiced strong reservations about hasty implementation of these systems. b
They are concerned that ambiguous naasurements could detract frem overall '

safety. A recent ACRS letter to the Comission reflecting this concern is ~

also enclosed. - C
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The Honorable Morris V,. Udall -2-
,

.

On January 8, the Conmission net with the NRC staff, the suppliers of PWR
vessel level measurement systems, and ACRS representatives. The meeting
disclosed that there remain significant uncertainties about the systets that
have been proposed. The Cow.iission has asked for the staff's plan to resolve
the uncertainties. A copy of our response is enclosed.

We believe that existing instrumentation and procedures in PWRs are adequate
to guide operators in the detection of and recovery from possible situations
of inadequate core cooling. However, to guard against unanticipated events
and to provide less ambiguous information to reactor operators, additional
information is desirable. As we have proceeded to explore new instrumentation,
we have found that if it is not chosen and implemented carefully, it would
be possible to create new safety probleas.

Until last fall, Metropolitan Edison had not proposed a specific design for
a level measuring system for TMI-l. Their effort to do so in November was
a good-faith effort to develop and refine a vessel level measurement system.
Our review and their desiga are not complete at this time. However, the
company has cocmitted to installation of a system at its next refueling outage
Tnat schedular commitment is consistent with what we are requiring of other
operating PWRs. It is also consistent with the cautious and deliterate
approach we feel is warranted for this particular instrument system. Expecting
further progress in Metropolitan Edison's respohse to our letter of January 6,
we find their overall progress on this matter to continue to bc ;cceptable.

Sincerely,

/.

Wi{lliam_ . Dircks
''A . _)

Executive Director for Operations

Enclosures: ~ l' ' " ' '

l. February 10, 1982 letter from
Dircks to Thornburgn

2. January 6 letter to licensee
;

3. SECY 81-582 and 582A
4. ACRS letter to Commission
5. Staff response to Jan. 8 meeting

cc: Rep. Manuel Lujan

! =

|
.



__. ._- . _ _ .-

_

12 Mouq#o
' ..

,

UFUTED STATE::- 4 g'
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIONy m g

: E WASHINGTO N, D. C. 20555;'

%,*****j
-

-

,

FEB 101982 - ~ . -,
,

Docket No. 50-289

The Honorable Dick Thornburgh
Governor of Pennsylvania
Harri;; burg, Pennsylvania 17120

Dear Governor Thornburgh:

I am providing you with an update on one of the items discussed in my letter
of January 5,1982. That item was " Inadequate Core Cooling." In the paragraph
with this heading, we discussed the status of our review of Metropolitan
Edison's proposed additional instrumentation to detect loss of water from the
primary system of Three fille Island Unit One. We noted that the instrumentation
was under staff review and that some design modifications were expected to be
required.

You will recall that the licensee's progress on the installation of a level
measurement system was an item of concern that Congressman Udall had earlier
identified to you. On January 20, 1982, Congressman Udall called to our
attention an administrative error involving our January 5,1982 letter to you
and a December 29, 1981 memorandum from me to the Commission that caused some
confusion as to what the NRC staff position on the level measurement system
actually was. I have enclosed his letter, my response, and my December 29
memorandum for your information. I trust these will clear up any confusion
that may have been created.

Sincerely,

/ g&Q
WilrTam J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations.

Enclosures:
1. 1/20/82 letter, Udall to Palladino
2. Dircks response to 1/20/82 Udall ltr
3. 12/29/81 memorandum, Dircks to

Commission
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