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POCT O+FICE BOX 542 REANING, PENNSYLVANIA 19603

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY

or of 1 ear Reactor Regulation
Attn: Mr. Ro rt W. Reid, Chief
Operating Reac.ors Branch #4
U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D.C, 20555

Dear Sir:
Three Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 1 (TMI-1l)
Docket No. 50-289
Operating License No. DPE=50
Reactor Vessel Suppcrts Analysis

Your letter of June 9, 1976 requested additional information evaluating
the adequacy of the reactor pressure vessel supports under lcads not
previcusly considered., As indicated in our July 9th response, we ha.e
met with other Babcock & Wilcox NSSS users in an effort to evaluate

the concern and discuss pcssible resolutions.,

Two paths are being pursued in parallel to determine our required action.
The first approcach is tc undertake a review of work sponscred by a group
of utilities evaluating the absclute and relative prcbability of a postu=-
lated pipe break between the reactor vessel nczzle and the eac***

cavity wall. Science n,p‘icati:ns, Inc. (SAI) is submitting th

- .

ir resul

-

ir the form of a topical report in late August, 1976. The NRC staff was
introduced to the study in a presentation .nvo-v-ng SAI on July 13, 1976.

The seccnd apprcach is a review of the additicnal informaticn requested
in your June 9th letter which requires a costly, multi-yea: analysis for
each plant., Discussions with 2abcock % Wilcox and other consulting firms,

review of ACRES hearings transcripts, and your letter itself indi

icates

uncertainties in the present state of the art aralysis tc evaluate this

particular case.
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As a result of our preliminary review, it is our belief that the SAl
study substantiates the extremely low prcbability of a pipe rupture

in the reactor vessel cavity area at TMI-1; therefore, the postulated
break represents no significant hazard ¢c the health and safety cf the
public. In %his light, nc further analysis is ccnsidered required.

Following your review of the SAI study, we would like to meet with you
to discuss this issue and address any further concerns you might have,

ﬂ‘ -
Sincerely,
-~

R. C. Arncld
Vice President

1469 280



