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OISCLAIMER

Nuclear Regulatory Conmission held on  pec in the
Cormission's ¢ffices at 1717 H Street, N. W., Easﬁ1ngton, %. C. The
meeting was open to public attsndance and observation. This transcript

This is an unofficial transcript of a meeting of the United States

'has not beer reviewed, correctad, or edited, and it may contain inaccuracies.

The transcript is intended solely for general informaticnal pursoses.

. As provided by 10 CFR 8.103, it is not part of the formal or informal
‘record of decision of the matters discussed. Zxpressions of opinien in
.this transcript do not necessarily reflect final determinztions or

beliefs. Ho pleading or other paper may be filed with the Commission in
any proceeding as the result of or addressed to any statament or argument

~contained herein, except as the Commission may authorize.



CCEERDINGS

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: The meestinc will please
come to> oriasr.

de are meeting today with the staff to
discussion about a recent Board notification for
Three N¥ile Island Unit I restart proczedinz.

The subject of this notificaticen is the
seismic capability of the facility's emergency feedwater
system. The notification contains the results of a
Lavrence Livermure Laborztory evaluation which corncludes
that the system is not likely to withstandi the safe
shutdown earthguake. The staff states, however, that
its testimony in the THI-1 hearing re-ord is not changed
by this information.

We have asked
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CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: If not, I will tura the
meeting over to ¥r. Denton.

MR. DENTON: This particular issue of seismic
qualifications of auxiliary feedwater systems has been
one betwezn the staff and all PWR owners for several
years. We came to the conclusion several years back
that auxiliary fesdwater systems needed to be upgraded
both with regard to reliability and with regard to
seismic design.

de met with the ACRS several times and sent
out a letter to all PWPs reguiring that they upgrade
their systems. We got ansvers back in. We have hired
Livermore t> 10 2 raview and this has been going on at
TMI and at the other operating PWRs since that tine.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Did we specify how wve
wanted that system upgraded, or was this just a geaneral
exhertation to improve the Aauxiliary feedwater systems?

¥R. DENTON: Darrell can get the letter, hut
basically we askedi them how close do you zome to having
safety grade eguipment that can fulfill the safety
function, and everyone wrote back in describing how
close they were t> meeting the reguirements for today's
OL plant. %Ye have very specific regquirements for new
OLs in this area, and yosu remamber ths Commission voted

to treat this rlant as ar OR plant. So in this area it
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has been treated the same way as the cther operatirg
reactors.

COMMISSIONER AKEARNE: Is there an outstanding
regjuirement for operating reactors' aux feed systems?

¥R. EISENHUT: T wouldn't sazy that they be
seismically qualified. The outstanding action is one of
out generic multi-plant actions and it is that they do
an evaluation to see how close their plant compares to a
full safety grade aux feed. That is an outstanding
action on 46 plants.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: That is d2finite to do
an analysis, but there is no regulation that says the
system must De seismically qualified?

¥R. EISEFHUT: That is corre:t. It is a
little bit more fuzzy because the latter asked for then
to identify any propose ' upgrades. %hen I say ué6 plants
are outstandincg, I think w2 have complated the raviewv on
scomething like 22 or 24. Poughly half of those have
determined that they are seismically qualified. Of the
others, some have identified upgrades and some have
not. But there is no requirement that they upgrade. It
#as going to be at the end of this program and the
ccapletion of the evaluatiorns.

COMYISSIONEZR GILINSKY: So you have really

done no more than draw their attention te the importance
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of this system and asked them for analysis and
information.

¥R. DENTON: 1In 22 of the u0-odd cases under
review, about half of the cases that have been under
review, the licensee has propcsed changes that ve
consider fully satisfy the need to show that this systen
is seismically cu2lified.

COKMISSIONER AHEARNE: Wait. VNow when you say
the "need to show" =---

¥R. DENTON: That have committed to make the
changes necessacy to comply.

COMHISSIOMER AHEAENE: To comply with what?

YR. DENTON: To show that his system can
adequately function during a safe shut.ow) earthguake.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: In other words, that it
is seismically gualified.

¥R. DENTON: That it is seismically gualified
for the pa:zts that need to work for safety purposes.
Now with ragard t> TMI specifically, after Qe received
this latest versicn of the Livermore report, we se:t
that t5 GFU asking them toc respond to the concerns that
Livermore had identified in reviewing their subtmittal
and asked them to respeond by December 2Cth.

COMMISSIONER GI

l—d

INSKY: Let's see, respond to

what now?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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MR. DENTON: We sent them the Livermore
letter =---

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: How d2id Livermore get
there? .

¥P. DENTON: They did the review. de had a
consultant review the ansvers from all the PWRs.

. COMMISSTONER GILINSKY: And one of them was

from TNI?

¥R. DENTON: One of them was from TN¥I. The
consultant then began to work through the answers and
questions as a normal contractor in tecnnical assistance
to see whether the plants had actually demonstrated that
they had a1 plant that could function during a safe
shutdown earthquake and this kind of thing

Yow with regard to TMI, we sent our
consultant's repoct t> th: GPU, as we have t2 all other
plants when we get an individual reviev done, and we
asked GPU to respand by the 20th of December on whether
or not they agreed with the analysis.

COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: O0Of this year?

¥R. DENTON: Yes, of this year, and, if not,
what vere they 20ing to do %o upgrade their systenm.

COMMISSIOKER GILINSKY: You say you sent the
report. Is it this technical evaluation rapert? Is

that what we are talking about?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE., S W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
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MP. DENTON: Yes, that is the one. There have
been a lot of gquestions and ansvers, and let me get to
the bottom line. I unders:and the company's reply that
comes in on the 20th says that they intend to upgrade
the system to demonstrate the capability that we
originally ask24 for by the first refueling.

CONXISSIONER AHEARNE: Can I get back to my
Juestion again. You say you asked for.

dk. DENTON: Yes.

COMMISSTONER AHEARNE: My understand from what
Darrell said, and correct me if I am wrong, is that they
vere asked to do an aralysis and that we have no
requirement.

MR. EISENHUT: I want to amplify that answver
and that is what I have been trying to interject. 1If
you look at the Fabruary letter of 1981, it is a little
bit of a1 gray zone. It asks for two things =-- well
really three things.

It says the NRC is requesting they conduct a
walkdown cf nonseismically gualified portions to
identify any ccrra2ctable daficienc.ies.

Secondly, that letter said that for plants
with AFW systems that are not seismically qualifi-¢
either in <hole oc in part, our plan invelves increasing

the seismic resisteznce.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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Finally, on the next page, the operable part,

is that for plants with aux fe2ed systems that are not
seismically qualified we consider th;t'action should be
taken soon to ensure a1 r2asonable leval of earthguake
resistance.

COMMISSICNER AHEARNE: But you never defined
what reasonable lavel is.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Basically you were
exhorting them to improve their systen.

¥R. EISENHUT:; But it is more than just an
evaluation.

¥R. DENTON: We were jawboning them and the
Jawboning is working in the great majority. With regard
to TMI, our letter on November 16th to them said =--=-

COMMISSICNER GILINSXY: Novamber 16th of?

MR. DERTON: Of *'82. It said the TFR
indicates there are identified defiencies for which you
have not committed to perform appropriate
modiifications. While our February 10th, 1981 letter 2id
not explicitly reguest AFY system nmodifications, it did
explicitly express our intent to increase the seismic
resistance whers n2cessary to ultimately provide
reasonable assurance that the system will function after

the occurranc2 of 2arthguakes up to and including the

SSE.
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COMMISSIONER AFEARNE: Is it not correct that
what you are almost explicitly saying is that they are
required t> have a seismically qualified aux feed system?

¥R. DENTON: We are certainly pushing them on
that hard, yes.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Well certainly you are
saying that w2 wanted them to.

¥R. DENTON: We have succeeded in a number of
cases. GFU is in the audienca today and can tell you
what they will probably reply to our reguest to then.

COMMISSICNER AHEARNE: The point I was trying
to understand is whether or not we have a regulation
that requires it. I am not disagreeing with the concept
that the system ought to be seismically qualified. I
had Jjust never seen that we had gone through the debate
and reacha2i that conclusion for a regulatisn and I
didn't know that it was a regulation.

¥R. DENTON: Well it really isn't a
regulation. It was a couple of years ago that I think
ve came tO perceive auxiliary feedwater systems as very
important.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: VYes, I recall that as
you went throush and you saw how unreliable many were.

¥R. DENTON: So we went down toth the

reliability upgrading path ané the seismic upgrading

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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path and ve had a numher cof meetings in the 1980 time
frame and smbarcked on this program to upgrade them.

COMMISSICONER AKEARNE: 1Is it correct to say
that this 15 not 3 situation where you have found a
licensee not complying with the regulation?

MR. DENTON: That is correct.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Instead, it is a
situation where the staff has strongly urged something
to be done and originally ycur consultant had reached
the conclusion that it was not being done.

¥R. PEXTCN: ¥. didn't require that these
systems be safety grade befor2 I guess about tne 197%S
tire frame, and the staff came to a different decision
and consciocusly 32ci424 we would require something
better in the future but we wouldn't automatically
impose it o5n all the ones in the past, and then we
learned mors2 aftaer TMI.

Roger.

“R. MATTSON: It was really sort of an
indirect lesson from TNI. In 1976 when the Standard
Review Plan first came out the staff's requirement for
the emergency feedwater system to be an engineering
safety feature was first written down and, as Harold
said, it was a forvari fit type of decision because that

is what was done with the Standard Seview Flan.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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Rfter TMI, ve have 2ind of gotten our hands
around the specific lessons from T¥I, and you will
remember the five-plant seismic shutdewn before THI.
Scratching our heads we kind of put those two things
together and said there may te some emergency feedwater
systems that aren't fully seismically gqualified and are
there such plants and, if so, vhat should we dec adout
them.

The Division of Safety Technology did a study
and finished it in 1980 saying at the time they felt
there were eight 2r nine plants that might be in that
category and asked the Division of Licensing, Darrell's
people, tc becin a program to look at +hose old plants
because a number 2f them fell outside of the ST progranm
whare this i ! is automatically pick

the

tack now

look and
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So that wvas the genesis of the program, to make sure
that there wvasn't a seismic problem with the older
plants, and older plants meaning all P¥Rs in operation.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Now wvhat was GPU's
response to the February °'€1 letter which I presume
Livermore was checking?

¥R. EISENHUT: There were a number of ansvers.

Gus Lainas can speak to that.

¥B. LAINAS: There were a number ¢f responses,
and I count six r2sponses since the Fabruary letter was
sent out providing additional clarifying information.

COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: Was there any
commitment on their part to upgrade the system?

MR. LAINASs Yes, there were commitments at
that time where they had identified some deficiencies
and vere making modifications.

YR. MATISON: I believe they have already made
some moiifications.

MR. LAINAS: BAnd they have made some
meciifications.

CHAIEMAN PALLADINO: When you say "they” who
ar? you talking about?

YR. LAINAS:s The licensee.

CEAIRMAN PALLADINO: R2ll licensees?

dR. LAINAS: PNo, we are only talking about TMI.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE, S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
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COEMISSIONER GILINSKY: Did they commit to
having a safety grade system or something less than
that?' Can you characterize it?

¥R. LALSAS: Well, they felt a good part of
the system vas safety grade at the tine. It was already
seismicnlly qualified and adequate at the time.

COMMISSICNER GILINSKY: Now is Livermore
discovering that that is in fact not correct, or are
they identifying the parts about which there was no
commitment?

¥R. LAINAS: I would try to characterize that
as perhaps a need for additional clarification or an
information type of a situation with Livermcre because
in discussions we have had with the licensee very
recently they now understand vhat some of iLhe concerns
were for Livermore ani have taken appropriate actions.

COMMISSICONER GILINSKY: What does that mean?

¥R. LRINAS: Well, as an 2xaaple, there was
some question, and that was indicated in the forwarding
letter that want to them, as to the alegquacy of the
wvalkdovn. One cof the requirements of the February 10th
letter, or one of the reccmmendations at the time was
for the licensees to do the walkdown of the nonseisamic
portions of the aux feed system and make improvements

that wvere obvinus at the time, an? many licensees have

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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done that.

One of the issues that Livermore had was the
extent of the wilkiown that the licensee had done.

Since last letter that ve sent to Hukill, at *ie time
there was clarification proviied as to what we meant by
the boundary of the auxiliary feedwater syst 1 and the
licensee is doing walkdowns.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Livermore says dased
on submitted information we conclude that presently the
AFd system is not likely to withstand an SSE. Now that
doesn’'t seem to have anything to do with walkdowns.

MR. LAINAS: No, that is true.  Another aspect
of the thing wvas it was noted by Livermore that some
parts of th2 systam were located in a non-seismic
turbine building. Their question was how can vou assure
operatiosn >f the auxiliary feedvater system if at least
componants of it were located in that particular
structure. “e understand that the licensee is
evaluating this and really doesn't consider these parts
2f the system to be necessary for the aux feed system to
function.

COMMISSICNER GILINSKY: LlLet me ask you this.
Is Livermore addressing the part of the problem that the
lizenses aldresse? and are they in effect iisagreeing

with the way that was handled, or are they addressing

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE., S W., WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
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to en Y¥onday, which is ons way of resclving this.
CONMTISS, ONER GILINSKY: Is there anyone here

from Livermore?

¥R. DENTON: No.

COMMISSIONER AHMEARNE: I am a little puzzled

[

from what yon saii as to what information Liverm ‘e was

looking at. You =ent a letter i) February to the

nsee.

The licensee then

respunded with ‘nfarmation.

-
i .

MR. DENTON: Rig

COMMISSIOEER AKEARNE: Is the lLivermore report

“ba

‘2w of that information?

D “e have had

hat

vyou make a rough

ne Jnrorma
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September 29th of 1982,

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: What date?
COMMISSIONEF ABEARNE: September 29th.

MR. ETSENHUT: As Frank pointed out, paragraph
3 of the iR -=~ -

COMMISSIONER AHEZABNE: Now was Livermore
engaged in these back and forth, or was this the st;tf
engaged in back and forth and then Livermore takes that
information?

MR. DENTO¥s As in any technical assistanco
reviev, Livermore sends in their grestiuds and ve
forwvard tham to the staff. Then wve do a review of {(t
and forwvard it to the company.

COENISSIONEP AHEARNE: So is it fair to
conclude that when Livermore says something ablout that
the present level of the saismic capatility of the
initiation control system is less than O®F, that is
their conclusicn based on infcrmation through the end »>f
September?

“R. EISENHUT: VYes. This is in fact their
document through feptember. This is not the staff's
document.

COMMISSIONER AHEAPNE: T understand that.
Sinilarly then it says the licensee presented no

Justification for a couple o0f items and hasn't indicated

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE, S.W , WASHINGTON, O.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345



any plans to re-av2luate and/or modify the systenm. That
again is up to the end of September?

¥l'e EISENHUT: That is right, and then this
vas formally truasmitted on lcvember 3rd with sort of
the gquestion, ¥, Licensee, vwhat are U going to de
about this, and that reply is due next Monday.

Does the Commission want

here from

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Any objacticn from any
member of the Commission?

COMMISSIONEP

COMNM

CHAI:

ve have

MAN DATTARTUA
AMAN ALLADING:
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¥YR. CLAFX: I am Philip Clark, Executive Vice
President of GFU Nuclear, the operator of TNI-1.
We have, as the staff indicatad, reviewed the

s2ismic qualification of our EFW system in accordance

- with the generic letter 81-14 and we have submitted six

or sever latters to the NEC over the last 18 or 20
months with the information.

Jur conclusion from that review is that at
restart the EFW provides reliable decay heat removal for
seisnic conditions, including even the highly unlikely
safa2 shutdown earthguake, plus single failure.

CHAIF¥AN PALLADINO: Plus what?

YR. CLARK: Single failure. So that it is
seismic plus single failure. We believe that under
those conditions the EFW system does provide reliable
decay heat removal capability which i the safety
reguirement.,

In addition, we have planned EFW seismic
upgrades and have committed to make them during the
first refuz2ling which are aimed to reduce the potential
for spills due to seismic events or to facilitate the
ability to resrond to seismic events from an operator
standpcint.

We believe the recent N2C contract to

Livermore TER involves a misunderstaniing of our plant

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE, SW.. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345



specific system and procedures and we therefore don't
agree with their conclusion.

In pacticular in 2 cehe:al sense w
EFY pumps, tvwo electric 2nd one steam driven. We
believe that the reguired a desir2d reliability of EFW
is provided by the two electric feedwater pumps and does
not rely on the third steam driven pump.

The majority of the juestions raised by
Livermore have to do with the steam driven *urbine pump
and some of its zontrols which ars in the nonseismic
turbine building.

Our conclusion is that we did not rely
not relying on seismic qualificaticn of that turbin
driven pump in order to get feedwvater

Nonetheless,

up
intend to make thuse
fizst refueling cutage. COCnce th
know exactl;
them during
de thi

intend and any
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the emergency feedwater system.

Our letter on Monday will confirm what I have
described above.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINCs Phil, you said s~mething
about if feasiple. Could you explain vhat you meant?

¥R. CLARX: Yes. W®hat I said is that ve don't
believe that additional upgrades are needed. We believe
that Lavrence misunderstood our system and onr
procedures. Hecwever, as we pursue resolution of that
with the staff we intend to complete any additional
upgrades during the first refueling.

The "if feasible” came because I don't know
wvhat upgrade might be required. I am unable to commit
in advance that any particular up3yrade in fact cculd be
done durinrg the first outage. That is the only reason
for the hesitation. Our intent is wholehearted to
complete them during the first refueling outage if we
can.

CHAIPMAN PALLADINC: That is wha*t I wondering
about. Did the "if feasible”™ mean if it is feasidle to
49 it in the first refueling outage or did it imply some
cenditicn 2n whether or not you were actually geing to
try to do it any time.

¥R« CLAR¥: When I made this statement I was

thinking timing only. Whether one could rostulate a

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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nead for an upsrade vhich wvould rot ever be feasidle, T

think is highly unlikely, and that is not what ve were

intending and I don't really foresee that.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINC: All risht.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: You spok2 about thp

Livermore remarks on the turbine building. They also

pointed to other uireas, pipiny ani what they call

initiation and control systeams.

MR. CLARK: I think both of those run through

the turbine building. You know, it is very hard to

summairize in a statement withcut drawvings all of the

details.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I didn't want you to

deal with it in detail, but did you disagree with their

conclusions in those categories, too?

MR. CLARK: We disagree with the sccpe ===

CHAIRMAN PALLADINOC: Did those relate tc the

steam turbine =--

CCEMISSICNER AHEARNE: Some of it.

MR. CLARK: The bulk of them relate to the

st2am turbine and I think in general ve disagree with

the scope of system that lLiverrore assumed was required

to

we

reliably remove decay h2at. For the zcope of systen
believe that is required t> accomplish that purpose

have made or committed fcr the upgrades. They have

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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expand2d th2 scop2 that they say ought to be
considered. We believe that that expansion is based on
misunderstanding.

Now ian addition despite that, we have sirce

receiving the TER walked down the nonseismic portions of

the system identified in the Livermoi.e report and have
identified a connection to tha: syster which is not
seismic. Even though we don't believe that system is
required for removal cf decay heat, we are going to
remove that connection before restart.

So we are trying to deal with what Livermore
raised, although we don't beiieve that it is a safety
issue vwith regard to the EFW system's ability tc remove
decay heat.

CEAIRPXAN PALLADINC: Were all the seisric
issues by Livermore lLabdoratory related to the steanm
turbine driven pump?

MR. CLARK: We 2re nct guite finished with the
details. So let me say 90 pefcent of the Livermore
issues wer2 r2lata2d to portions of the EIF¥ system which
are not rejuired in our view to remove decay heat which
is the safa2ty function. Something can be labeled part
of the EFW system, bdut you may net need it to remove
decay heat. That is the distinction I am trying to

portray here.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Do you have 2 view on
the significance of these systems and their need to de
upgraded?

¥R. DENTCNs We have a view that they dc need
to be upgraded. The ACRS has concurred in that view,
but we thought it was one that didn't have to be done
immediately on all operating plants. We thought we
could treat it as an operating action and that is the
vay wve hava treated it to see if we can upgrade them in
4 fev years and that is wvhat has bdeen underwvay.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: If the difference then
betveen the staff and GPU not one of what should the
standarl bs, but rather wvhich systems must meet that
standard?

¥PR. DENTON; T would like to ask the person
doing the raview. Gary Holahan has bteen supervising
this and can accurately characterize over the last year
and half or so what the differences have been.

¥R. HJOLAHAN: I think ycu have characterized
it cerrectly. For the TMI case it appears that the only
substantive issues left are exactly what portions of the
system are really neeied and it appears w2 have
commitments to upgrade those as socn as we have an
agreement on exactly what part of th system is reguired.

COMMISSIONER AMEARNE: RAll right, bdut is it

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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correct that you ire not yet in agreement as to which
parts of the system have to be upgraded?

¥R. HOLAHAN: That is ccrrect. I understand
that their December 20th letter that is due to us will
describe what porticns they believe require it or not.

COMMISSTONER AHEARNE: Right, but, as ¥r.
Clark just described, there certainly is a difference of
opinion between GPU and Livermore.

¥R. HOLAHAN: Yes.

COMMISSTONER AHEARNE: So therefore have you
gotten into> that 1iscussion y=2t?

¥R, EOLAHAN: I don't believe that Livermore
has actively pursued the guestion of whethar the turbine
driven pump was part of the system that needed it or
not. T thinx that is a relatively newv issue and T
consider it open at the moment.

CHAIF¥AY PALLADINC: Are you saying that
perhaps after you evaluate it vhat you may not reguire
that particular system to be seismically qualified?

¥R. HOLAHAN: That .s a possibility. Thera
are other plants that dc only have twoe emercency
feedvater pumgs. However, there are also osther plants
which are required tc have three. Sc¢ exactly which way
ve will go on this one is still under reviasw.

CEAIRMAN PALLADINOs YNow did I understand

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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correctly from GPU that if it is decided that the
steam~-drivan pump would have to be seismically gualified
that you would comnit to do it?

YR. CLARK: Yes. W2 would cormit to make any
ne2ded upgrades as this issue is resolved and we would
intend to do them duriig the first refueling provided
that is feasible. We vould expect they probably would
be, but wve don’'t know what the upgrade is.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: The other two pumps
ars elactrical, by the way?

¥R. CLARK: Yes, tvo electrically driver and
on2 steam driven.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Are these seismically
qualified?

¥R. CLARX: The electrically driven feed pump
system is, yes, anl that is our basis for zcncluding
that ve have reliable decay heat 1emoval.

I think it is cur sense, as the staff person
said just a minute ago, that lLivermore really did not
address how much of what is labeled emergency feedwater
system was rejuir2d for safety purposss. That is our
impression. low we haven't talked to them directly, but
ve don't see any evidence that they did consider it in
that sense 2nd we think that is a likely cause of

misunderstanding.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Llet's see, why would
You not include all the pumps again?

MR. CLARK: The purpose of the review and
deciding wvhat modifications were to be made was to
assure that we hai a reliable way to remove decay heat
under seismic conditions. We believe that that
reliability is provided by the redundant electrical
feedvater pumps and associatel systems and that
therefore ve have adequate reliability.

We alsc have yet ancther turbine driven feead
pump which provides some additional r21iability. Tn our
view, that need not dbe seismic ir order to have an
adequate systenm,

COKMISSTONER GILINSKY: But, let's see, why
would you not include all the smergency fesdwater pumps?

YR. CLARK: We did includ2 2ll of them in our
reviev. W2 conzluded that all of them neei not be
seismic in order tc have the necessary recundance for
decay heat removal.

COXMISSIONER GILIVSXY: Was that in relation
to some standard or instruction or guidance?

MR. MATTSON: Let m2 try that juestion Just a
little bit by making it a more generic picture of what
PWRs have today. Remember you are treatins thiz plant

as an operating reactor.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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THI has a three-pump emergency feedwater
system., It is an emergency feedwater system with a
design that has a fairly high reliability in the sense
of functioning upon 42mani in its a2bility to handle
random failures.

You r2mamber after ™1l we gyt in the Standard
Reviev Plan a reliability criterion for emergency
feedvater systems of ten tc the minus four to ten to the
minus fifth unavailability. So for just a pure
reliability point if view, a three-train system or
three-pump syst2m like TMI has is a pretty ¢good system.

Compared to other operating reactors there are

by my count nine PW8s in the United States with two-pump

aux fesdwater systems, somewhat less reliability than
what you would exgect from the TMI systen.
cOMMISSIONER NSXY With two different
pumps I would guess.
MATTSON: Those nine plants h

three of them, electric and

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC




back in history because there are plants that dca't even
have steam-driven emergency feedvater systems presentl:
in operation.

CO¥MISSICNER GILINSKY: ¥%ell, that
a logical answver.

(Laughter.)

ME. MATTSONRN There is a checkered history of
safety grade requirements for the emergency feedwater
system down through the years. Priocr to 1975 it vas not
treated as a safety grade system in licensing reviewvs.
After '75 it was treated as a safety ¢grade system for
new plants.

Today when a plant gets licensed, it noct only
gets a safaty grale check, tut it gets this
unavailability cr reliability check. We went even
beycnd the safety grade test fcr this sys+em and the
seismic chac)

For new plants do you

an lectric?

ALDERSCN REPORTING COMPANY, INC
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seisnic per se. We believe that having the steam as
well as the electrically 4rivan feedwater pump does
provide a diversity and a reliability for many
situations, many accident conditions and many failure
modes. We think it adds to the ra2liatility of ocur plant.

dith regard solely to the seismic ~uestion, we
believe that th? reiundancy of the electric feedwater
pump system proviies adequate reliability from the
seismic standpoint. We believe that it is proper and ve
have consiisresd those two aspacts separately.

CHAIRNMAN PALLADINO: Dc you have any gquestions?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Not of Mr. Clark, dut I
have a question for the staff.

Do you intend in this evaluation to talk to
Livermore?

YR. EISENKUT: Oh, certainly. In fact in all
of these Livermore will in fact be doing the follow-up
reviev with us on this.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: ¥r. Clark's point seens
to be that Livermore i1id net understand something about
their plan and their approach and obviously one of the
quick ways tc address that is to ask Livermcre.

MR. EISENHUT: That is corrast, and in fact if
time had permitted ve would of course had +ther here

today.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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CHAIRMAN PALLADI®O: Da:'rell, suppcse they
only had had the two electric drives, would livermore
have come up with z2ay problems on “he seismic?

MR. EISENHUT: I don't know if w2 have
revievaed any of these.

YR. HOLAHAN: That is a 4ifficult guestion to
ansver. There are some other smaller problems that were
identified and #we have coammitments to changs. Whether
we would have found it acceptable as a whole isn't clear
because T think if it wver2 just a twvo-train system wve
would have to look at the rest of the system, how much
redundancy in valves and wvhether the system is single
fallure proof when it is only a twvo-pump system versus a
three.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: But I was asking from the
seismic qualificatiocn standpoint.

¥R. HOLAHAN: It appears that wl.th mincr
modifications the two electric driven pumps are a
seismically gualifiec system.

COMMISSICNER GILINSKY: I thought about 80
percent of the plants had three pumps T gather, or more
than B0 percent.,

CEAIPMAY PALLADINC: I don't mean‘tc
4iscourage the use of the three purps. Doy 's

misunderstand re. I was just trying to address the

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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seismic gualification guestion.
¥R, MATTSON: Aside from the nine plants
without tw> pumps and ths thrsze plants vithout diverse,

there is a generic issue in the operatinc plant werking

its vay to the C35R where my division will recommend

backfit on all of those plants. It is sort of a tidy=-up
item from the Bulletins and Orders Task Force. It was
in their final reports and somehow 2idn't 3ot fellowved
through on. HWe are following through on it now and we
should reach the CRGR next spring.

AHEARNE: And you will

Backfit of the Standard

'R.

CHAIFTYAN P2 ] A there other

situation

Livermore

understandi

an efforet

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC
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and, if I understocd ¥r. Clark correctly, GPU after we
have agreel what needs to be ione is -ommitted to
upgrading the plant tc meet those conditions and would
intend to do that during the first refueling to the
extent it is possible to do that.

MR. DESTON: Yes, sir, that is my
understanding of shat I have hear? to 1ate.

COMMISSIONEE GILINSKY: T have one more
question. For the plants with three auxiliary feedwater
pumps are you now expectin§ them to upgrade the entire
syste~ so that it is seismically gqualified?

HR. DENTON: I think we usei the words
“reasonabla assurance”™ to leave a little bit cf
flexibility 1in case you could get the reliability you
vere looking for and the seismic resistance you were
looking for without necessarily making everything in the
system upgraded. So I think that is how ve selected
those woris "reasonable assurance” that it could
withstand the SSE as opposed to just a blanket
teguirement that everything be seismically gqualified.

¥R. YATISON: When we wrote those words wve
diin't know for sure what the arguments would de one way
or another. The argument that you needn't hava
diversity >f power supply after the earthguake is a

novel argument. It is an interesti~¢ arjument and it

.
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ought to be seriously reviewved, but we haven't faced it
before.

COMMISSTONER GILINSKY:s Well, hew have you
iaterpret2l your juidance up tc now? Have you expected
everyone td> upgrade the entire tnree-pump system?

¥R. FISENHUT: Whatever system they had, they
vere looking at the capability of how it stands up
against the seismic resistance requirement. There vas
no differentiation, as Roger said.

¥R. MATISON: I said reasonable assurance.

COMMISSICNER GILINSKY: Was that made clear to
the affectad licensees or are there cother cases in which
the licansee has decided to upgrade two but not three?

¥R. HOLAHEAFs T think the answver to that is
until TEI-1 it had rot come up. Other people are
treating their systems as a whole. The two-pump plants
are dealiny with the gualification of two pumps and the
three-pump plants are all dealing with the three-pumps.
No one has deciia2d to split it as T¥I suggestad.

YR. EATTSCH: But it wouldn't be unreasonable
to expect that there will be other plants with stean
lines in the turbine building that could be similarly
affect2d. We just may not have seen *them yet, in the
nongualified turbine building.

COMYISSICNER GILINSXY: Vell, let’s see, vwhet

ALDERSCN REPORTING CCOMPANY, INC,
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~do2s that mean, that there may be cases that we haven't

come upon yet?

COFMISSIONER AHEARNE: Gary seems to he
shaking his head no.

NR. HOLAHAN: If that situation existed it
should have come up in our review and I den’t recall it
having come up.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs T would alsc like to
know whethar the Livermors report wvas the first time
that the NRC discovered that TVI was in fact not
upgrading that steam-driven syster.

MR. DENTON: Since we didn't reguiras the
seismic design we knew generally that none of these
plants were fully seismically gqualified if you looked 11t
them, and I think our original testimony in this case
said that.

MR. MATTSON: I am nct sure you are saying
this right. T¥I hasn't said yet that they are not going
to upgrade it.

COEXISSIONER GILINSXY: No, they said they are
going to, but at least they weren't planning to up to
this point, if I understood it correctly.

CHAIEMAN PALLADINO: Ther2 are twec parts to
this packagse. OCne is the first part that started with

the Februacy *0Oth, 1981 l-tter that asked ‘er

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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information and said identify those items that are
reasonably 2asy to correct and make a statement about
vhether they are going to corract therm. I think they
came back identifying wvhat vas not seismically
qualified. They showed a few things they could correct
easily, and I think they committed at that time and went
*head to correct them. There wers scme things that wvere
not cecrrected and, as a result of the Livermore study,
they were further identified ard clarified.

There was a follow-up letter on Novemher 16th
that told GPU and all the other PWP owners that we would
like them very much to fix this up, and, if I understand
correctly, their intended reply is the one that we just
summarized.

YR. MATISONs That is right, a2xc2pt the
November 16th letter was only to GPU.

CHAIZMANY PALLADINO: Only to GPU?

¥R. YATTSON: Yes. There have been other
letters to other ones.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: If I understand
correctly, and please correct me if I am wvrong, all the
other utilities that had three pumps grlan ¢o upgrade the
three-purp systen.

YR. EISEVHUT: The bdest rack-up I think ve

have novw is, as Harold said in the b 3inning, there are

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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46 plants and 24 have been reviewed tc date. 0Of the 24

I think about 12 that, Gary, you and I x'ed off as
saying 12 ve found acceptable as they exist. Of the
remaining 12 somethinz on the order of about six cor
seven have committed to upcorades everywhere deficiencies
have been found. On the remaining plants there are
cases vher2 thay are upgra?ing some things, but they
still vant to discuss other things.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I thought Gary said
there vas no other utility that was separating out the
PUmpS ==~

YR« EOLAHAN: There wvas no other utility that
vas separating out the pumps, but that doesn't mean that
they had already committed to making upgrade.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I see. There are some
that ve just don't know about?

MR. HOLAHAY: That is right.

COMMISSTONER GILINSXYs ©But up to this point
of the ones you have dealt with this is the only one
that has handled the pumps in this way?

¥R+ HOLAHAN: That is ccrrect.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Now we just have known
aloyg the way that that is what they were doing. Fron
the ansver I just got a noment agos I zather the

Livermore report was not *the first time we discovered
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that. Dii ve mor2 or less aczuiesce in this or agree to
it, we being the [iRC?

¥R. HOLAHAN: I am not entirely clear on that
point. Iy recollection is that until recently the point
of not relying on the turbine driven pump was not
brought up and was not part of the Livermore review.

4R. EISENHUT: That is certainly my
unterstanding.

¥E. MATTSOH: We hadn't heard of this until
this week.

ME. EISENEUT: In fact, this whole issue has
been evolving very recently. There was an initial draft
from Livermore where we had the same kind of guestions
that Phil Clark brought up. We are not sure exactly cf
scme of vue details and it evolved intc a Livermore
draft, a Livermore document called "The Technical
Evalvation Report™ which we sant to GPU partly for the
interactive effect and is the lasis of this correct?

W2 hava not heard the argumants presented that
¥r. Clark here mentioned a few minutes age until +his
we2k., In fact, that is becaus2 there is sore continuing
dialogue.

YR. MATTSON: I would help if you understcod
how this review works when you are using a contractor.

It is a little bit cemplicated for ycu looking dewn to

ALCERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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se2 the two of cs.

(Lauchter,?}

¥R. YATISON: Darrell manages a contract
through this staff at Livermore for some of the
multi-plant CR actions. The contractor in the contract
gets guidance on how to raview the lizensee's
submittzals., They reviev the stuff submitted by the
licensee, they ask guestions and those things are
transmitted back to a project manager in the Division of
Licensizg.

Finally they reach a point of a iraft
technical evaluation report, a draft final product from
the laboratory. Darrell’s people send that tc the
utility and say this is what we think we understand
about your plant. If it is right, tell us what you are
Joing to do to fix it and i€ you want to add any
additional information at this time, or if it is wrong
tell us where we have misunderstocod your plant.

That is the stage we were at with GFU on
November 16th. Once we c¢ct that response Darrell's
people seni it back to Livermores 2ni they finish the
TER. They send it back inzo Darrell's pecple and then
he sends it over to my division and ve write a safety
evaluation report bzse” on the input =f ths contract.

The reason my division vrites the safety

ALDERSON REFORTING COMPANY, INC,
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evaluation report is to make sure it is consistent with
vhat ve are doing on nev plants, that they haven't set
nev policy or the differences that have had between Ols
and ORs, for example, are the way the Standard Feview
Plan and the official guidance of the agency has said
those i1iffarences shoulld be.

We write an SER, send it back over to Darrell
and then the Division of Licensing formally issues an
SERe So up to this point wve really haven't been
involved as a technical review staff to give any signals
to GPU on how this review is going. It has been pretty
much between Livermore and GPU to sort out hes the plant
compares t2> what we were trying to regquire of the
operating plants and get the facts down straizht and we
will make the decisions on what is acceptable given the
generic letter that was sent out in early 1981,

4R, EISENHUT: That is the dis:tinction detween
the technizal evaluation report, which is the
terminology we use for a laboratery technizal assistance
product which becomes a safety evaluation by the time
the NRT adopts it as its own document. In a way to save
resources we let this process work itself cut hopefully
resolving itself as much as possible. Then if there are
many major disputes, the management would sit down and

decide on the issue. It just hasn't ocotten there in
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this case.

¥R. DENTCN: I would like toc turn to another
isiue on Board notificaticns if we are complete with
thir .

COMYISSIONER AHEARNE: Let me just see if I
can understand. The Livermore document that wve have
that went out to the Board, that is their final
document; is that correct?

MR. DENTON: 1T wouldn't say it is final. We
keep them involved. We will get another answer in from
GPU.

COMMISSIONER AHEARN": VNo, I am saying their
final document.

YR. EISENHUT: It is their best technical
advice based on the information they have.

COMMISSTONER AHEARNE: Well Frank ¥iraglia's
memoc says final technical evaluation report.

¥Re KATTSON: Cubject to nev information
coming back from the licensee.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes. I was just trying
to get at that I think somebedy described that we get a
draft report 2ni seand it to the licensesa.

ER. EISENHUT: VYo.

MR. MATTSON: I know what I meant by using

drafet.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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EISENHUT: Yes, I know what vyou meant.

MR. MATTSON; I meant draft in the sense that

the licensee says Dear livarmore, you have misunderstood

is really the following. Then ve would
send it back to Livermore to see
them change their revievw.
MR. EISENHUT

3
ve iterate ourselves.

AHEARNE; But this document
the same that Frank has called final, the sare one
called draft?

¥R. UATTSON: The same one I just called
the sens2 I Jjust explained.
COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Then that is what
¥is sent out to the licensee?
MR. FATTSCN: VYes, standard operating
grocedure.
CHAIFMAN PALLADINU: Did you have rore?

Jant to0 menticn
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Then Darrell asked Roger and Dick Vollmer to

do an evaluation 2f it and then that later wvas sent down

to yYou as EBoard Yotification 118A.

COMMISSICHER GILINSKY: Lest's see, when sou

send something to the Boacsds we do not automatically get

a copy?

ME. DENTON: That is what I wanted to get
into. Our practice has been that we send Board
notifications to the apnropriate Bcard. In this case
whan we 40 have a Board notification issue, the issue
comes up within the staff vhere are wve litigating this
issue. Well, we are litigating feedwater issues and
auxiliary feedwzter 2nd ve are providing testimeny and
affidavits and this kind of thing to the Appeal BRoard.

So I asked the staff to go back and look at
the Board notifications in TAI during the past year.
What you find then is in this tadle before you. T
vanted you to focus on this zué perhaps provide some
additional guidance.

Cf thes2 14 notifications in 1982, nine of
them went to the Ateomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
80oard only. VNcw that is because the standard practice
for the past few years hus been that you inform the
Board of Board notifications where you are actuallvy

litigating that ictsue, whether that is the first %cari,

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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the 2,.peal Board or the Commission. 30 if issues are
before the Cornission we notify you as the sitting Board.

So in this case where you have undertaken an
immediately effectiveness review it has gotten somewhat
fuzzier. We 2id notify you of some of the issues you
will notice in this case dut not all. So I raise it as
a jJuestion of how to irav the line, if one should be
irawn, in your immediately effectiveness reviewvs lecause
I don't think we have done anything different in TYI
tian ve have done in other proceedings.

CONMISSICNER GILINSKY: Wculdn't it bde
sizplier just to sen?d a copy to the Coamission and a
copy to the Appeal Board or licensing Poard if that case
is before them >r whethar that spezific issue is before
them or not?

HR. DENTON: That mizht Le the simplest answver
and I do have E& Christenbury here today to maybe
describe this practice, or we could change it if you
like.

COMXISSIONER GILINSKY: 1Is there any
1ifficulty with that?

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: There may te, yes.

YR. CHRISTENBURY: Commissioner, the Eoard
notificat.un process, as you are probably familiar with,

ias evolvel over a period of time. We reassessed it a

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC,
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couple >f yvears ago, the concern being expressed
primarily by the Appeal Board, but others, that they
vere being innundated with more than t: 2y needed to know.

If they had a narrow issue befcre them, or say
°n a sua spont2 review they are simply reviewing two
issues, they indicated they did not want to be innudated

var2 unre2lated to any issues on appeal

Or any issues that they vere looking at.

So absut two years ago a procedure was
develcped with input from the Commissicn which revised

the procedures so that, as Harold indicated, ti card

notifizations sent to the Board that is considerins

the matter on the merits and they relate I can'+ say

exclusively to the issues in the proceeding decause th
that NRRE put out says “hat, for
proceedings they will relate to matters
2levapt to issues
proceeding : ! could raise a new

amendment ) ing ocard notificatien

only
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about it.

MR. CHRISTENBURY: Well,
you indicate. They did asz: for us
the questions rut tc give them the colutions as well.
But 1f ycu recall, in the Korth Anra decision by the
Appeal Board, in fact there they askei us, they said

vhat vas the relevancy of the Board notificatinn we sent

tc the issues they had before them. So that was

somevhat of the genesis of the process.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: And now as I recall,
the direction was that you people had pointed out
correctly that you can't take 2ll the staff time that is

rejuired to do a ietailed analysis of 2a=h of these and

still make the iness requirement.

There is certainly tradeoff.

problen
also

-
garte

CHRISTENE

« SAC

Commission

CHAIFVAN PALL
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something to consider. Really the only time the
Commission would be revieving the matter would re say in
a2 typical operating license proceeiiny where you are
doino your immediate effectiveness review. There is a
30-day window there where the Commission is reviewing
that.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKXY: Well, except everthing
is before us at all times and we can step in at any time.

MR. CHRISTENBURY: That is certainly correct.

COMMISSIONER APERRNE: We read everything that
comes up, 111 of us =---

(Lauchtar.)

CHAIRMAN FALLADINO: Why don't we let Ed
finish.

¥R, CHRISTENBURY: What I was starting to say
vas except for that 30-day window where you are
consideringy on immediate effectiveness, the Commission
Would not consider 2 case unless somnedne pastitions for
review and the Commission determines that it presents a
novel guesticn of law, fact ur policy and you would
accept it for review. Otherwise, the Appeal EBoard's
decision woulc te the ---

COUMISSIONER GILINSKY: That is all very true,
but I think yon ough® to let the Commission decide that.

MR. CHRISTENBUEY: Certainly whatevar the

ALDERSOH REPOPTING COMPANY, INC,
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Commission desires can be accomplished.

CEAIRMAN \ ] ! I wouldn't rush into

because I am not sure that we want to decide on every

issue of whether 2r not we want to zcasider it or do
something about it.

COXMISSICNER GILINSXY: The ciioice
you have the piece of paper.

CHAIRMAN PALLADI¥C: Well I wonder if we are
not getting a little farther afield from the purpose of
this meeting bdecause I think we are
generic problem. I don‘'t mean that
I think it is very important, but I

have & 12 nacessary background to treat

in how car you 1 l from this
the Commission and was not?

That is why I broug

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC
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raised this issue, and it is column ladeled
"BApplicability”™ that shows who it went to. So on the
first item on th2 table it went to the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board pecause at that time the cheating issues
vere still before the lower Board. Sc that is why that
notification was served on just the lower Roard.

Then you move up to the second item on the
list and you notice it was served on all BEW RBoards, if
there were any, plus the Atomic Safety anéd licensing
Appeal Board for T¥I. So where we served it on the
Commission you will find the Commission listed then
under the "Applicability” coluan.

The r2ason for providing this is tu give you' a
full background on what Bcard notificatiocns have
occurred in 1982 and you can see the ones that ycu
received and the ones that you didn't.

CHAIRYAN PALLADINO: Now, let's see, I found
the accident precarsor reporte.

¥E. DENTON: That was served on the ippeal
Board in the case of TY¥I-1 and served on the Comeission
in the cas2 of Susguehanna and Diabloc Canyon. Yecu did
receive somne of these tecause you were sitting on other
cases.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO¢ The next one I see is

semi-scale tes*t and that vas Diabdlo Canyon 2né Summer.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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¥R. DENTON: Once again, that was served on
the Appeal Board since they have this issue under
jurisdiction and then served on the Commission because
you vere looking at several other r lated cases.

CCMMISSIONER AHEARNE: These are only T¥I-1
Board notifications.

¥R. DENTCN: Yes, this is only the TXI-1 Board
notification. I think ln‘total ve have served 118 items
over the last year on all Boards.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Now on the TMI-1 I see
the cne on seismic capability of the auxiliary feedvater
system.

MR. DENTCON: Well, when it first came in wve
served it on tha Appeal Board.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: I understand. I am just
trying to see which ones have you servad on the
Commission relative to TMI-1.

COMMISSICNER AHEARNE: These are all THI-1.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: I am sorry, but I don't
unierstand yet.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: Well, no, this is feor
the Commission 2nd this is for the Commission.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: PRBut it wasn't for the
Commission on T¥I-1.

COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: VYes.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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CHATIRMAN PARLLADINO: That is what I am
asking. I was first told that, for example, on the
accident precursor report, I said now the Commission got
that, and you said no, ve got it only on Susquehaana and
Diadlo Canyon.

¥R. DENTON: That is correct.

MR. “ATTSCN: Somebody yot it on TNI-1 theugh.

CHEAIRMAN PALLADINO: Well, wait 2 minute, but
dii the Coamission get ths accident precursor report for
TEI-1?

¥R. DENTON: We 4idn't send you one labeled
T¥I-1. We sent you reports labeled Susguehanna and
Diablo Canyon.

CHAIRMAN PRLLADINO: The only ones I see here
that relate to TMI-1, and I was trying to find them, is
first the seismic capadbility of auxiliary feedwater
systems, ACRS Etherington on PWR flow blockage =---

COMMISSTIONEER AHEA®BNE: Did ycu miss senmiscale
test?

CHAIFMAN PALLADINO: Semiscile. I 1id not
interpret that we got it for T“I-1.

MR. DENTON: We have become sensitive as you
have gotten tc the last days of this decision that while
the ordinary practice was to serve it on the Pecard, the

things we have talked to you about we thecught ycu would

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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be interest2d in. So we have startad sending you more
cf these just to keep you infermed on ther., That is why
on the secnnd page you havé gotten almost 2ll cf the
items, whareas not on the first.

CHAIREAN PALLADINO: Harold, my guestion is
very simple and I am not saying it is right or wrong,
but which ones of these were we served as relating to
TMI-1? It is not obvious from reaiing this.

¥R. DENTON: Unless it says Comnmission with
nothing in parentheses, or Commission with T¥T in
parenthéses, you were not served that.

COMMISSICNER GILINSKY: There are about four
of them.

MR. DEVTON: So you were served the last five
of these items formally on T¥I.

COMMISSICNER AEEARNE: I understand when you
send it to the EBoard it makes a difference and you put
in parentheses "plant"™ because there are different
Boards and you want to make sure ;?’qets to the right
Board.

MR. TISENHUT: Let me explain th2 ncmenclature
here. IZ is a tracking system to know what is where at
what point in ¢tinme.

CCY¥ISSICNEE AKEAERNE: No, I understand that.

MR, FISENHUT: For axample, when I sent the

ALOCERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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precursor study to the Comaission on Susguehanna and
Diablo Canyon in the heading I knew it was there and it
vould be pointless for me to send it back =-=--

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: That is the precursor.

HR. EISENHUT: That is it. There is no other
one.

COMXISSIONER AHEARKE: That is right. So it
is the single prrecursor.

¥R2. DENTON: So you have it even though we
didn't label it TNI-1,

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: When I get something that
says Summer I think of it as Summer. So if it has
vroader applications it certainly would be nice for you
to identify them. Some ar2 obvious and some are not.

CCEVISSIONER ANZARNE: That is true.

YR. DENTON: We have tried to 40 that and it
may not be serving the Commission's interest. The
policy has be2n that we serve it on whichsver Rcard the
issue is pending under adjudication and we served it en
11l the other parties to the proceeding. That is why I
vanted to flag that because 2 number 5f these issues
like emergency planning we know of the Commissicn's
interest and we are discussingy it or <e think that you
are interested in it. Sc here of late we have started

serving these on you directly in the TMI prcceeding. If

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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you woulc like to continue thet, that is what ve need to
know tocday.

CHAIERY®AN PALLADINO: I wondar if I might make
a comment. I think there is value in cur receiving
them, but they 1on't n2cz2ssarily 311l relate to iséues
vhich concern the immediate effectiveness of the TNI-1
restart. So the issue that comes up and came up vhen ws
got this one was should we investicate it or treat it or
expere it or be briefed by the staff on it to see
vhether or not it does apply to our immediata
effectiveness reviev. I think that is why we undertock
to look at this particular one because there was a
feeling that perhaps it 4id apply.

Now 1if there are other issues here the
Commissioners feel we ought t5> treat the same way, I
think ve ocught to identify them pretty quickly.

COMMISSTONER GILINSXY: It seems to me these
things ought to come up and it is the sort of thing that
Jack Zerbe's office ocught to take a look at and alert
the Commissioners if they think it has application for
things that are before it.

CHAIEMAN PALLADINO: This goes on as a
continuing process while the merit review is going on
and we hava the problam of now do we lif+t the immediate

effectivenzss of the shutdcwn order. We have to know

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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vhether or not the Commissioners feel that there are
other issues that ouaght to be treated and addressed
before we make our immediate effectiveness decision.

¥R. DENTON: I don't want to complicate the
issue, but in additior to these Board notifications we
are actually adjulicating many of theses matters and we
are providing file testimeny to some of these Boards
vhich may be more important than the Eoard notification
itenm.

3GC is monitoring all this paper and not just
what is filed as a Board notification but what wve are
filing as affidavits and ---

COKMISSIONER AHEARNZ: I think audit is
probably ---

(Laughter.)

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Well, I think if there is
no prechblem on our getting these things, unless the
Commission wants to deliberate it further, I would say
send them to us.

CCMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Now in that sending it
to us are you accepting Vic's recommdation that Jack
cteview them all?

CEAIEMAN PALLADINO: I didn't ¢c *that far yet.

KR. CHRISTENBURY: Mr. Chairman, if I could

seek clarificaticn. Are ycu suggesting that for Zust in

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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TMI or all Board notifcation copias should core to the
Commission?
CHAIRYAN PALLADINO: Let me reverse myself.
(Laughtar.)
CHAIREAN PALLADINO: I think this is a generic
item that deserves considered Commission treatrment and I
Suggest we put it on the agenda for separate
consideration.
Any more with regard to the Board
notifications and what we were discussing on the seismic
of the emergency fea2dvatesr systenm?
response.)

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Well now T understand

-

that ve are to serve these on the parties, or rather

this docu I the transcript and ask for any
Suggest that we try to

tinetable we want them on. I

£
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things of this sort we have issued tlre transcripts and
asked for comments with a turnarcund cerioil usually in
the order 5f a vesk, ten days or two weeks. I den't

think we have any set guidelines. I think the end of

December would be consistent with past practice in other

cases and perhaps even the past practice in this case.

CHAIERMAN PALLADINO: Wouli that be reasonabl

the Commission is concerned?

(Commissicners nodding affirmatively.)

CHAIEMAN PALLADINO: Now I think we have
covered the intent or the purpose of this meeting, and
unless there is anything else that should come hefore
us, I woull suggest that we adjourn.

(Whereupon, at 2315 p.m., the meeting

adjourned.)
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TMI-1 RESTART
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ANALYSIS

B NRC POSITION ON FEED
AND BLEED - TMI-1

d ACCIDENT SEQUENCE
L8 PRECURSOR PROGRAM
B RESORT

INSP.RPT. 82-04,
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MAINTENANCE )

Bl INSP.RPT.
NOTICE OF
(TRAINING

=_2-07,
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ORIGINATOR

NAME / LETTR
ORGNZTN### DATE
R. JACOBS 01/11
MATTSON 046718
MATTSON, 07701
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TEDESCNO, 07/08
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LAINAS, 03/02
JACORBRS
JACNERS 08/03
MATTSON 05730

DIVISION OF LICENSING

BOARD NOTIFICATION TRACKING SYSTEM

DL
DATE
REC’D

(LOGIN

03/08
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07/06

Y7/12

08/03
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FOLLOWUP
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H.ETHERINGTON ON PWR OLS: RANCHOD NOVAK
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COMMISSION(TMI-1
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TION SECO,

ASLAB/TMI-1, &

COMMISSION(TMI-1

& DNIARILO CANYON)
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PUTATINNS COMMISSTON(TMI-1)
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EMFRGENCY FREFARFND- COMMISSTONC(THMI-1)
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