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Reason for Request:

v Davis-Besse is considered a high-

susceptibility plant as dlscussed in Bulletin
2001-01

q} Qi‘ " f s ’ :f"-}"
v¢ Davis- BGSQQEIS fe only ‘gh usceptlblllty
plant that will HOLm: g mspect|on
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v Impact of contmued séfe““eperatlon of the
plant until March 2002 refueling outage is
negligible.
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Plant-Specific Deterministic Aspects:

v¢ Qualified visual inspection performed in
1996, additional inspections in 1998 & 2000

v Finite element aIyS|s show that 65 of 69
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v Over 3 adjusted effebtlve fuII -power years
less operation than Oconee Unit 3
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Plant-Specific Risk tvaluation Results:

w CDF - Davis-Besse plént specific risk assessment
conservatively estimates incremental core damage

frequency as 6.7 E-6, WhICh IS categorlzed as “small” per

RG 1.174. %»ﬁ o
%% LERF - The plant as

conservatively e§tlﬁ1ates ,éj:%ital Iarge early release

g TR "“‘X.lz .{2‘«' k.&.w:( *!:{ i "

frequency as 1.0z %ﬁ&? gm; chsi: ,gg)rlzed as “very small

c"h‘ .
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. | al S A
per RG 1.174.
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% Public Health Rlsk T The b’]ant specuﬂc risk

assessment estimates person-Rem per year to be 6.5 E-1
which is negligible.
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gRATIO

Consideratio

¢ Visual Inspection Reliability
v Initial Crack Size. .,
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o

assessments inde‘ffpendent of the NRC’s
%ent there IS
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