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PLANTS

WITH CRACKING/LEAKAGE HISTORY (BIN 1) AND HIGH SUSCEPTIBILITY PLANTS (BIN 2)

\

Last Inspection

Next Inspection

CCDP* (IPE)

Response
Acceptable ?

*  Conditional core damage probability.
**  Licensee has committed to qualified visual examination per conference call (September 21, 2001).
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***  Prior inspection at last RFO, in accordance with GL 88-05 & GL 97-01.
=+ | jcensee may or does not have sufficient information to demonstrate that last inspection was a qualified visual examination.

*  Pending licensee’s supplemental response.
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PLANTS HAVING MODERATE SUSCEPTIBILITY TO PWSCC AS OF 10/17/2001 £K 4

Plant Ranking Next inspection Response
(EFPY) Date Method Acceptable?

* In Bulietin response, Licensee proposed to remove one panel of insulation, an to look under the shroud to examine as many

CRDMs as possible. St. Lucie Unit 2 has 91 CRDMs. However, in a telecon on 10/11/01 the licensee stated that they would
attempt to achieve a 100% eff. visual insp. But they may not be able to achieve 100% (they are reviswing info now).

*  Pending licensee’s supplemental response.
| As of 10/17/01




