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UNITED STATES OF AMERICAa
- NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

Docket No. 50-289
(Restart)

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY

(Three Mile Island Nuclear
Station, Unit No. 1)
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LICENSEE'S RESPONSE TO
ORDER TO NRC STAFF REGARDING BOARD NOTIFICATION
OF UNSATISFACTORY TEST RESULTS OF SAFETY VALVE

The Board, by its August 25, 1981 "Order To NRC Staff
Regarding Board Notification of Unsatisfactory Test Results of
Safety Valve," directed the parties' attention to NRC Board
Noti ficatior No. 81-20, dated August 11, 1981, filed in the
McGuire proceeding (a copy of which was attached to the Board's
Order). The Board observed that the McGuire Board Notification
enclosed an NRC Staff memorandum dated July 1, 1981, noting,

inter alia, "that there were unsctisfactory Electric Power

Research Institute (EPRI) test results for the safety valve
installed in TMI-1l, and that the information may be relevant for
Board notification." The July 1, 1981 Staff memorandum, in turn,
enclosed a June 26, 1981 EPRI memorandum reporting on the tests.
As the Board pointed out in its Order, no similar notification was
given in this proceeding.

The Board requested that the Staff inform the Board whether
notification of this matter by the Staff would have been appropriate
in this proceeding. The Board further directed the Staff, and 13603
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satisfactory safety valve test results in the context of the proposed
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The compila n and analysis of all data associated with

full range cf ing for the Dresser valve is required before

well-founded engineering judgments can be made. Conclusions regard-

ing valve performance may be drawn prior to complete analysis of all
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raw data only i here are repeated failures of a specific valve

type under varying conditions, including actual plant conditions.
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the test results which are the subject of the
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