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Docket Nos.: 50-440 N
and 50-441

Mr. Murray R. Edelman
Vice President - Nuclear Group

-The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company
P. 0. Box 5000
Cleveland, Ohio 44101

Dear Mr. Edelman:

Subject: Request for Additional Information Pertaining to the Perry
Nuclear Power Plant Conformance with TMI Action Plan Item II.D.1,
Testing.of Safety - Relief Valves -- SER Confirmatory Issue (7)

In Section 1.10 of SSER 4, we reported that Perry's conformance with TMI.
Action Plan Item II.D.1 was under review by the staff. The enclosed information
is requested in order for the staff to complete its review. The need for this
information has arisen from the staff's review of the generic safety-relief
valve test re. cults contained in General Electric Report NEDE-24988-P, which
must be addressed on a plant-specific basis by CEI. The enclosure generally
indicates the issues or concerns that should be addressed in your response to
justify the applicability of those generic test results to Perry.

Your responses should be identified as addressing 0271.01 through Q271.04 for
eventual documentation. in the TSAR; however, you should confirm that this
numbering sequence is corrected before responding, and the Perry Project
Manager advised accordingly. Your staff should also inform the Project
Manager when we may expect to receive your responses within 7 days after
receipt of this letter.

Sincerely,

B. J. oungblood, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 1
Division of Licensing,

Enclosure:
As stated

cc: See next page
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Docket Nos.: 50-440-
and 50-441

Mr. Murray R. Edelman
Vice President - Nuclear Group

_

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company. -

P. O. Box 5000
,

Cleveland, Ohio 44101
.

Dear Mr. Edelman:

Subject: Request for Additional Information Pertaining to the Perry;.

Nuclear Power Plant Conformance with TMI Action Plan Item II.D.1,
Testing of Safety - Relief Valves --~SER Confirmatory Issue (7)

In Section 1.10 of SSER 4, we reported that Perry's conformance with TMI
Action Plan Item II.D.1 was under review by the staff. The enclosed informatiion
is requested in order for the staff to complete its review. The need for this -
information has arisen from the staff's review of the generic safety-relief
valve test results contained in General Electric Report NEDE-24988-P, which
must be addressed on a plant-specific basis by CEI. The enclosure generally
indicates the issues or concerns that should be addressed in your response to
justify the applicability of those generic test results to Perry.

Your responses should be identified as addressing Q271.01 through Q271.04 for
eventual documentation in the' FSAR; however, you should confirm that this'

numbering sequence is corrected before responding, and .the Perry Project
Manager advised accordingly. Your staff should 'also inform the Project
Manager when we may expect to receive your responses within 7 days after

! receipt of this letter.

Sinc ly,

fR'! l- |,

B. i. oungblo d, Chief
Li ns ng Bran h No. 1
Divisi,on of Licensing

Enclosure:
As stated

cc: See next page.
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Mr. Murray R. Edelman
. - Vice President, Nuclear Group

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company
~

P.-0. Box 5000-
Cleveland, Ohio 44101

cc: Jay-Silberg, Esq..
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
1800 M Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20006

Donald H. Hauser, Esq. - -

The Cleveland Electric ~

.

Illuminating _ Company
P. O. Box.5000
Cleveland, Ohio 44101

Resident Inspector's Office
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Comission
Parmly at Center Road
Perry, Ohio 44081

' U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission - -

Mr. James G. Keppler, Regional
Administrator, Region III

799 Roosevelt Road
Glen Ellyn, Illincis 60137

Donald T. Ezzone, Esq.
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney.
105 Main Street
Lake County Administration Center
Painesville, Ohio 44077 -

- Ms. Sue Hiatt
.0CRE Interim Representative
8275 Munson
Mentor, Ohio 44060

Terry J. Lodge, Esq.
618 N. Michigan Street ;

Suite 105
Toledo, Ohio 43624,

John G. Cardinal, Esq.
Prosecuting Attorney
Ashtabula County Courthouse
Jefferson, Ohio 44047
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Enclosure-
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I' Request for Additional Information by the.

|_,,, Equipment Qualification Branch

,1 TMI Action Plarr II.D.1-
~
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Prior submittals do not provide 6'e[Iasil for the conclusioni that the___

, ' ~ . test results presente'd in NEDE-24988tP on safety / relief valve testing
are applicable to your specific plant. Describe the basis t.horoughly,
as indicated below. -

-

27,1.0 1. The test program utilized a " rams head" discharge pipe configuration.
Most plants utilize a " tee" quencher configuration at the end of the
discharge line. Describe the discharge pipe configuration used at -

your plant and compare t.he anticipated loads on valve i nternals in
the plant configuration to the measured loads in the te st program.
Discuss the impact of any differences in loads on valves operability.

271.0 2. The test configuration utilized no spring hangers as pi'pe supports.
Plant specific configurations do use spring hangers in conjunction
with ' snubber and rigid supports. Describe the safety r'elief valve
pipe supports used at your plant and compare the antici pated loads
on valve internals for the plant pipe supports to the mieasured loads
in the test program. Describe the impact of any differences in loads
on valve operability.

Y71. 0 2. The purpose of the test program was to determine valve performance
under conditions anticipated to be encountered in the plants. Describe
the events and anticipated conditions at the plant for which the valves
are required to operate and compare these plant conditioons to the
conditions in the test program. Describe the plant fea-tures assumed
in the event evaluations used to scope the test program and compare
them to the features at your plant. For example, descr-ibe high level
trips to prevent water from entering the steam lines untder high
pressure operating conditions as assumed in the test eveent and
compare them to trips used at your plant'.

271.04 Describe how the values of valve C 's in report NEDE-24:988-Pywill be used at your plant. Show $ hat the methodology used
in the test program to determine the valve Cy will be c.onsistent
with the application at your plant.
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