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NRR.
From:
To: EDo
Date: 4
Subject: BULLETIN 2001-01 TABLES

Please find attached the tables that summarize the reviews of responses to Bulletin 2001-01. Please
keep in mind that we may receive information from the licensees that may result in changes to this status.

CC: Allen Hiser; Jacob Zimmerman

-
Information in this record was deleted (}
in accordance with th/efreedom of Information

Act, exemplions
FOLA- 2002-227
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PLANTS WITH CRACKING/LEAKAGE HISTORY (BIN 1) AND HIGH SUSCEPTIBILITY PLANTS (BIN 2)

Plants

Last Inspection

Next Inspection

Date

Method

Date

Method

CCDP" (IPE)

Response
Acceptable ?

"Ocones 1

TR0

Qual. Visual - 100% -

) Oconee 2

0412001

Gual, Visual - 100% §

 |Qual. Visual - 100%

“ToK

CiE2

35E3 (Responsaj o

“Nes

Qual Visual 100%

oK |

1E-2 -

i

355-3 (Response) L

Oconee 3 =

272001

Qual. Visual - 100%

ANG-1

| 0ar00t.

Gual, Visual - 100%

- TMI-1

09/1999 |

EH. Visual - 100% _

Robinson

04/2001

100%" - -

1172001 | OK

Qual, Visual- 100%

'AOK.

1E-2

| '.,_Y_E_S\' E
. 3.5E-3 (Responsa). b ... .

OK

TR T,

OK]

_8E-3.

_OK

Qual. Visual - 100% .

o 75E8

T YEs. ..

‘OKO

Gial. Vistial - 100%™

~{OKD|

25-2

T YESD

Surry1 . .

'} Spr2000.

L8605 & GL 9701 _

10/2001.] OK.

Al Visual 0%

o e

RN

~ean

North Arna 1

02/1996

IDNDE-31%

001 | OK

Qual. Visual (100%) &

_|ecTaiT

| oKD

6.6E-3

"YESO'

North Anna 2

~GLBs-05 & GL
97-01..

T Prorto | OKO

Qual, Visual - 100%"

Q-K[j -

6.6E-3

~vEsg

Davis:Besse. |-

: mu;-vmu(aoo%';.r- 0
Iﬂd r .Ij' B

T 69E ..

D.C. Cookz 5

0571094

IDNDE B1% ¢

g O T,

e

NO

Surry2

B aFaleooo3

GL88-05& GL B

9701

~FaEs |

D;!S'

Cmcluonalmdamagopmbabmy
Licensee stated its intention to submit information to *quallfy” the inspection.
Licenses stated ita intention to shutdown and perform *qualifle
Licensee stated its intention to parform qualified” ins|

_ Pending acceptability of licensee’s supplemental response.

d* inspection If # could not "gualify”
pection of 100% of VHP nozzles prior to 12/31/01.
As of 10/118/01

on.
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PLANTS HAVING MODERATE SUSCEPTIBILITY TO PWSCC AS OF 10/18/2001 q
Plant Ranking Next Inspection Response
(EFPY) : Acceptable?
Date _Method
Beaver Vallay 1 I 115 .| Sept. 2001 ~ 1 . .Eff. Visual in.Sept. 2001 - .. YES . .
BeaverValley2 . .| 165 Eeb 2002 . | . .- Eff. Visual in‘Feb. 2002 CLUOYES T
CalvertCliffs 1~ -~ 9.8 ~ Eeb. 2002 |.. .. Ef. Visual or Qual. Vol.,E9 .. YES. =~
CalvertCliffs2 = . . 102 | 1. . Eff. Visual or Qual: Vol. S YES: &
CrystalRiver3 .. .. | 59 |~ 001 " Eff. Visual'in Fall 2001 ... S OYES L
' Diablo Canyon { . .~ 20.8 1. . . _Eff.VisualinMay 2002 o YES.
. -Dlablo Cahyon 2 {161 ~ . Eff. Visual Inkié .
Farey 1 . . 169 Joks . - Eff: Visualin Oct. el . 1
Farley 2 L 8.3 - 1 Eff. Visual-or:Qual Vol 4
Fort-Calhoun . . " 179 | Sprng2002 | ... . Eft. Visual in Spring -
Kewaunee 1 2180 1. Oct. 2001 | . . ..Eff Visualin
-PointBeach t .. . . 115 . | — . _Eff. Visual i
Poirit Beach 2 ) . 96 . .- . Eff. Visualin,
Prairie island 1 26.7 ] ‘1. .. - . Eff. Visual i§
Prairelsland2 ... . | 268 | F B i
.Salem1 | L ~13.8° ] T i
Salem 2.. e 174 Apr.2002 . I _EH. Visual in Apr;.
San Onofre 2 ) 107 ( - Eff: Visual or Qual Vol.
SanOnofre3 . | 108~ . Eff. Visual ot Qual Vol.
St. Lucie 1. ] 103, o A
“Turkey Point3° . " . |, . 3 N T
- Turkey Point 4 _ Mar. 2002,

" Mar. 2002 . OK | Y

‘Mar. 2002 i Not Specified (hotify 1/02)" ) ? . 7.
Nov. 2001  <100% Eff. Visual at next outage” . T
“Feb. 2002 .| . . Not Specified (notify 1/02)** 4 _ T D

Waterford 3. . .
Ginna’
St. Lucis 2 . - ] ...
Milistone2 .. . .. ... .|

CANO-2. L. Surlece of Vol. of 25%n Spiing 2002*** " 1 .~ 'NO NO
‘indian Point2 .- T .. - GLs 88:05 &97-017% - NO
‘indianPoint3 -~ |- R NO _
“PaloVerde - : "NO_
PaloVerdo 2~ 77 . | May.2002. | Nohe(Vol. NSRSt o [ NO. | . NO.
“Palo Verdad ~ | 173 ] Sept:200T | None{(Vol.in M= | N0 | NO

* Licenses stated intentions to perform 100% Eff. Visual Inspection at next outage. (For St Lucie 2 only: In a telecon on 10/11/01
the licensee stated Its intention to perform a 100% eff. visual insp. However, 100% may not be feasible due to insulation
interference - licensee is reviewing info now and will provide feedback to the staff).

*+  Licensee stated its intention to provide more information to the staff regarding the scope and schedule of inspection.

*+ | lcensee stated that It would reconsider its position re: scope of inspection and would provide feedback to the staff.

0  Pending acceptability of licensee’s supplemental response. As of 10/18/01

S rr i




