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NDear "r, Crouse:
SURJECT: EXFMPTION REQUEST - VESSEL MEAD VENTS

By letter dated July 1, 1992 (No. 82%), Toledo Edison Company requested an
sxemption from certain requirenents of 10 CFR 50,44(c)(3)(111) for the Davis-Besse
Nuclear Power Station, linit Ko. 1. Specifically, relief from the requirement

+0 install a reactor vessel head vent was requested.

We have reviewed your exemntion raquest and the information submitted with
your January 30, 1980 (Mo, 582) letter which you referenced in the July 1,

1982 letter, We understand that you contend that a reactor vessel hsad vent

is not required because noncondensable gases that might accumulate in the upper
nart of the reactor vessel can be vented safely using the hot leg hiah point
vents only. We find, however, that the lack of integral system test data sup-
portiny your contention and the lack of a verified code capable of treating
noncondensahle gas in contact with steamewater mixtures prevents us fron

concluding that an exemption can be justified,

We helieve that such an exemption can he justified only if the ability to safely
vent noncondensahle gas trapped under the vessel head using hot leg vents

is demonstrated., We consider that an acceptable demonstration must be based
upon efther experiments conducted in an appropriate test facility to verify
analytical methnds and operating nrocedures or a simulator, The sirmulator,
however, must be verified with appropriate integral system test data.

By letter to the NRC dated January 13, 1983, the Babcock and Wilcox Owners
Group committed to particinate in an intearal system test proaran which

you endorsed, The program definition still needs to be developed; and the
letter indicates a schedule to heain testing during the first half of 1985,
We believe that testing to demonstrate the ability to safely vent nonconden-
sahle aas in the vessel head can he parforned acceptably in this facility,
eithar in its nresent confiouration or with the nroposed modifications.
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A final detemination for granting a full-term exemption must necessarily
depend upon a successful demonstration, Therefore, only interin relief
from the imnlementation schedule for head vent installation can be con-
sidered at this time, For the NRC to consider the granting of an
exenption extending the implementation deadline, we require the following
information:

1. P commitment to perform the necessary integral system testing which
demonstrates the efficacy of your proposed method of noncondensable
aas removal from the reactor vessel head,

2. A realistic schedule for the submittal of vour evaluation of the test
results which will verify analytical methads and operating procedures
dascrihed herein,

3, A commitment that, prior to startup from the next scheduled refueling,
the hot lea vents will have heen installed and declared operable, procedures
will he in place and operators will have heen trained for using the
high noint vents to vent noncondensable qas tranped in the reactor
vessel,

4, VYour Safetv Analysis reaqardina the interim use of the above procedures
for a neriod of time needed to conduct and evaluate the necessary integral
testinag proaram results, but not less than four vears.

Please reply in fifteen days from the date of this letter regarding vour
schedule for submitting the information requested,

The reporting and/or recordkeeping requirements of this letter affect fewer
than ten resnondents; therefore, 0MR clearance 1s not required under
P, L. 96-511,

Sincerely,
original
parrel

Darrell G, Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing

cec:
Ses next page

N
*See previous white for concm»rences.“'~"°LL L‘ N ?’)1/§3
ormcep| . ORB#4:DL | ORBEMUPL | C-ORB#4:D4 OELD QR . D0:DSI | C-RSB:DSI |  AD:OR:DL ...
suaname | . RLngram*.... ; BSheron* ...... G i E
DATE ) L2[2 /83 .. 207783 ... L2l 7183

NRC FORM 318 (10-80) NRCM 0240 OFFICIAL RECORD COPY USGPO. :m-—-g;m




3 Mr, Richard P. Crouse 2 l

A final determination for granting a full-term exemption must necessarily
depend upon a successful acmonstration., Therefore, only interim relief
from the implementation schedule for head vent installation can be con-
sidered at this time, For the NRC to consider the granting ef an

exempt fon extending the implementation deadline, we require the following
information:

1. A commitment to perform the necessary intearal system testing which
demonstrates the efficacy of your proposed method of noncondensable
gas removal from the reactor vessel head,

2. A realistic schedule for the submittal of your evaluatiorn of the test
results which will verify analytical methods and operating procedures
described herein,

3. A commitment that, prior to startup from the next scheduled refueling,
the hot leg vents will have been installed and declared operable, procedures
will be in place and operators will have bheen trained for using the
high point vents to vent noncondensahle gas trapped in the reactor
vessel.

4, VYour Safety Analysis recarding the interim use of the above procedures
for a period of time needed to conduct and evaluate the necessary intearal
testing proaoram results, but not less than four years.

Please reply in fifteen days from the date of this letter regarding your
schedule for submitting the information requested,

The reporting and/or recordkeeping requirements of this letter affect fewer
than ten respondents; therefore, OMB clearance is not required under
P. L. 96-511, ;

Sincerely,

Gus C, Lainas, Assistant Director
for Operating Reactors
Division of Licensing
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Toledo Edison Company
cc w/enclosure(s):

Mr. Donald H. Hauser, Esq.

The Cleveland Electric
ITluminating Company

P. 0. Box 5000

Cleveiand, Ohio 44101

Gerald Charnoff, Esq.
Shaw, Pittman, Potts

and Trowbridge
1800 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Paul M. Smart, Esq.
Fuller & Henry
300 Madison Avenue
P. 0. Box 20883
Toledo, Ohio 43603

Mr. Robert B. Borsum

Babcock & Wilcox

Nuclear Power Generation Division
7910 Woodmont Avenue, Suite 220
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

President, Board of County
Commissioners of Ottawa County
Port Clinton, Ohio 43452

Attorney General

Department of Attorney General
30 East Broad Street

Columbus, Ohin 43215

Harold Kahn, Staff Scientist
Power Siting Commission

361 East Broad Street
Columbus, Ohio 43216

U.S. Nuclear Regulatury Commission
Resident Inspector's Office

5503 N. State Route 2

Oak Harbor, Ohio 43449

Reafonal Radiation Representative
EPA Region V

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, I1linois 60604

Ohio Department of Health
ATTN: Radiological Health

Program Director
P. 0. Box 118
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Mr. James G. Keppler, Regional Administrator

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region III '

799 Roosevelt Road
Glen Ellyn, I11inois 60137

Mr. Larry D. Young
Manager, Nuclear Licensing
Toledo Edison Company
Edison Plaza

300 Madison Avenue

Toledo, Ohio 43652



