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. 1

Esekargued
i

! On the basis at ear review at the Oyster Creek EDCS,we senaladed
{ that hi$ pressere eselaat injectism espability with easite power
i espability was moeded to provide additiemm1 protesties in the semil
. break regiaa. The ACES senserred in this position. We informed
| Jersey Centzel nr letter dated Bevember 7, 1967, sash ensability is

assessary. The systen design shoald be sufficient to

(1) provide preteetien up to 0.2 fg2 in besak area,
i

(2) Limit fuel alad tenperstare to not greater thma'

2000er,and

2j (3) prevent meet elad smilare up to at least 0.00 ft
: la break area.
i

| Jersey Central proposed to upgrade the existing Feeduster % sten te
i serve as a high pressere oestant injecties systen estag an easite power
! saaree and increastas the systen design espasity to approach Class I

standards se a renseeable and prestical basis. We femme the evere11 |
'apprensk aseeptable.

i
i 51agara Muhawk initially indiented that it weald provide a sia13nr espa-
'

bility to its Eine Mile Point Plant. Eeuwwer,it proposed to use offsite
i power anty, ensining == altro-his degree et re11mbility. Der pre- (

11isimary review et the design indientes that me spoeial eredit osalA,

be given to the eftsite power system to anhe it ogshalent to the sembined
,

j systen at en and offsite power sonroes. This metter was 4&senseed with |

j the str,astare greeps et ML. p

i E W Muhewk met with as em Osteher 16,1968, amt disensted the results
et a asw eve @mation using a revised 5 eere ese11ag model. The resetts i

,

; et the asw ess@ustian indiente that adeguate sere eesLing een1A be achieved |

| using the mate-relief system in eenjunction with the core syney system. /
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| Adegnate sere eeeling ens manifested by lower feel elad temperatures and
no feet elad failure la the sea u break rease. On he basis of his

1 revised model the requiressats for high pressure eselant injection
j espability should be reevelanted.
i

! IIS$5f. |
*

|

! We have regnested RT to assist in the review and evaluaties of the new )
j GE sere seeking model. A meeting was held em October 29, 1968 wi m GE ,

1 and Commonwealth Edisen to se ever the model. On the basis of this !
l asettag we find that additiemal informaties free GE win be aseessary )

beftre the overan seeeptability of he new model eam be determined. 1
,

I It is elaar that the new medel is less senservative than the earlier S .

; design basis sere ese11ag model. The degree of senservatism removed ena |

; be estimated by the reemits obtained; i.e. peak slad temperatures are now
| amar saturaties whereas before they were in the 20000F and up reage; aise
i the extent of fuel failure for sea u breaks has been reduced from abent
| 3H$ te zero.
i

| Rosemmendaties
1

i It seems clear that whatever positica is takaa en Nine Mile Point weald 1

1 also apply to Oyster Creek and vise versa. It we sesept the new GE I

| model, the basis for which we required a high pressure oeelaat injection
| system, weald have to be reevaluated. This evelasties may extead even
| further to laslade surrent plaats. Iowever, as semelasien saa be made |

| st his time pending further review of the GB medal. Therefore,until
i qwtations relating to he GE model are resolved between DRL and 3 , I
I smagest that we actify Niagara Nehawk that it aheald at least eamnit to

providing high pressere eeelaat injection espability, using both ensite and
offsite power soarees in the event car reevelastian of the prehles results
is no change free ear previsas posities. Niagara should mise submit for
ear review a detailed report of its evalastica to support its proposed
posities. I view the plant licensing schedule short eenpared to the model
reseleties time. Beesume implementation saa be delayed in beeb plaats,;

i suffisiest time (abent a year er so) will be available to farther ear
| evaluation of the model and then reassess ser evers u position en both

plaats. This aise vin inalade diseassions win the ACRS.
1

,

) In esadunstion with this approach, we should aegify Jersey Central of ear |
|

present thinking and permit it to defer heavy eset and somstruction semihneds.
|

|
|

| Robert L. Tedesee, DaL
bec: Suppl./
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