
UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001 

March 25, 1999 

Mr. Lew W. Myers 
Vice President - Nuclear, Perry 
FirstEnergy Nuclear Operating Company 
P.O. Box 97, A200 
Perry, OH 44081 

SUBJECT: CORRECTION TO AMENDMENT NO. 99 - PERRY NUCLEAR POWER PLANT 
(TAC NO. MA3537) 

Dear Mr. Myers: 

By letter dated February 24, 1999, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission issued Amendment 
No. 99 to Facility Operating License No. NPF-58 for the Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 1. This 
amendment revised Technical Specification 3.8.1, "AC Sources - Operating," by extending the 
emergency diesel generator (EDG) Completion Time from 72 hours to 14 days for the Division 1 
and 2 EDG and allows performance of the EDG 24-hour test run in Modes 1 and 2. The 
amendment also established Technical Specification 5.5.13.1, "Configuration Risk Management 
Program," which is an administrative program that assesses risk based on plant status.  

Your staff recently informed us of discrepancies in the NRC's safety evaluation supporting 
Amendment No. 99. Page 5 of the staffs safety evaluation, contains the following paragraph 
concerning the maintenance rule unavailability performance criteria for Perry: 

The licensee increased their unavailability performance criteria for each individual EDG 
to 0.027. The staff requested the actual hours used to establish the unavailability 
performance measure to more clearly justify the licensee's technical basis for increasing 
the performance criteria value. The licensee assumes, in their updated PRA for an 
18-month cycle, a value of 0. 027 or 322 hours for the fault tree maintenance surveillance 
testing out of service (MTOOS) basic event assuming 50 days is subtracted for being in 
modes 4 and 5 (for the 14-day Completion Time this equals 336/11940=0.028). The 
staff's evaluation indicates that the increase in risk is within the acceptance guidance 
criteria of 5E-7 for the incremental conditional core damage probability (ICCDP) and 
5E-8 for the incremental conditional large early release probability (ICLERP), 
respectively, outlined in RG 1.177. Since the maintenance rule allows licensees 
flexibility in establishing performance measures and the value chosen is closely linked to 
the updated unavailability assumptions in the PRA, the staff found the increase in the 
unavailability performance measure acceptable to meet the monitoring requirements of.  
the maintenance rule.  

In the first sentence, your staff points out that the unavailability performance criteria for each 
EDG of 0.027 is a goal and should not be characterized as having been previously 
accomplished. In addition, the third sentence incorrectly references the work as part of the 
updated PRA and the parenthetical phrase was added without clarification and, as a result, the 
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L. Myers

introduction of 0.028 can be confusing. Therefore, following discussions with your staff, we are 
revising the first and third sentences such that the above paragraph will read as follows: 

The licensee plans to increase their unavailability performance criteria for each individual 
EDG to 0.027. The staff requested the actual hours used to establish the unavailability 
performance measure to more clearly justify the licensee's technical basis for increasing 
the performance criteria value. The unavailability performance criteria of 0.027 
correlates to an unavailable limit of 322 hours (assuming operation in Modes 1, Z and 3 

for 11,940 hours, which is typical for an 18-month cycle (or 547.5 days) with a refueling 
outage duration of 40 days and a forced outage duration of 10 days). The staff's 
evaluation indicates that the increase in risk is within the acceptance guidance criteria of 

5E-7 for the incremental conditional core damage probability (ICCDP) and 5E-8 for the 

incremental conditional large early release probability (ICLERP), respectively, outlined in 

RG 1.177. Since the maintenance rule allows licensees flexibility in establishing 
performance measures and the value chosen is closely linked to the updated 
unavailability assumptions in the PRA, the staff found the increase in the unavailability 
performance measure acceptable to meet the monitoring requirements of the 
maintenance rule.  

We apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused.  

Sincerely, 

Douglas V. Pickett, Senior Project Manager 
Project Directorate 111-2 
Division of Licensing Project Management 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
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Original signed by: 

Douglas V. Pickett, Senior Project Manager 
Project Directorate 111-2 
Division of Licensing Project Management 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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L. Myers 
FirstEnergy Nuclear Operating Company 

cc: 

Mary E. O'Reilly 
FirstEnergy Corporation 
76 South Main St.  
Akron, OH 44308 

Resident Inspector's Office 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
P.O. Box 331 
Perry, OH 44081-0331 

Regional Administrator, Region III 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
801 Warrenville Road 
Lisle, IL 60532-4531 

Sue Hiatt 
OCRE Interim Representative 
8275 Munson 
Mentor, OH 44060 

Henry L. Hegrat 
Regulatory Affairs Manager 
FirstEnergy Nuclear Operating Company 
Perry Nuclear Power Plant 
P.O. Box 97, A210 
Perry, OH 44081 

William R. Kanda, Jr., Plant Manager 
FirstEnergy Nuclear Operating Company 
Perry Nuclear Power Plant 
P.O. Box 97, SB306 
Perry, OH 44081 

Mayor, Village of North Perry 
North Perry Village Hall 
4778 Lockwood Road 
North Perry Village, OH 44081 

Donna Owens, Director 
Ohio Department of Commerce 
Division of Industrial Compliance 
Bureau of Operations & Maintenance 
6606 Tussing Road 
P. 0. Box 4009 
Reynoldsburg, OH 43068-9009

Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2

James R. Williams 
Chief of Staff 
Ohio Emergency Management Agency 
2855 West Dublin Granville Road 
Columbus, OH 43235-7150 

Mayor, Village of Perry 
P.O. Box 100 
Perry, OH 44081-0100 

Radiological Health Program 
Ohio Department of Health 
P.O. Box 118 
Columbus, OH 43266-0118 

Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency 

DERR--Compliance Unit 
ATTN: Mr. Zack A. Clayton 
P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, OH 43266-0149 

Chairman 
Perry Township Board of Trustees 
3750 Center Road, Box 65 
Perry, OH 44081 

State of Ohio 
Public Utilities Commission 
East Broad Street 
Columbus, OH 43266-0573
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